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�his� essay� see�s� to� frame� some� of� the � recent�

developments� in� �hat� has� come� to� be� labeled�

as� �ne�� diplomatic� history�� �henceforth � �DH�.�

In�the� last� t�o�decades� there�has�been�a�remar��

able � increase� in� histor ical� attention� for� the� elite�

�orlds� inhabited� by� diplomats� and� their� various�

associates�and�antagonists,�as��ell�as�a�noticeable�

shift�a�ay�from�the �traditional�preoccupation��ith�

�the ��state,�in�the�sense�of�a�monolithic�institution.�

In� �hat� follo�s� �e� attempt� to� distinguish� some�

of�the�achievements�and�challenges�of�this�schol�

arship.��ur� focus� is� the� long��� th �century,��hich�

has�received�less�metahistorical�attention�than�the�

literature�on�early�modern�and��� th �century�diplo�

macy.��e�suggest�that�late�modern�diplomatic �his�

torians��ould�do��ell�to� rec�on��ith� the�tangled�

relations� of� their�protagonists��ith� early�modern�

forms�of�diplomacy,��hile�also�ta�ing�full�account�

of� the�changing �nature� of�private�public� interests�

in� the� diplomatic� realm� in� a� period� of� capitalist�

globali�ation.��hile� our� historiographical� focus�

lies� deliberately� beyond� Belgium,��e� selectively�

engage� �ith�Belgian� diplomatic� history � as� �ell ���

the� perspective� of� a� sma ll� or� middling ��estern�

po�er,�depending�on�the�parameters�one�employs,�

can�offer�fruitful�and�unexpected�venues�for �doing�

comparative� international� history. �� Be fore� pro �

ceeding,��e�prov ide�both�an�explanatory��ord�on�

term inology�and�a�s�ift�s�etch�of�the�major�shifts�

and�turns��ithin�the��e ld.�
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What�is�(������i����ati���ist�����

In�December�����,�at�the�Annual�Meeting� of�the�

American� Histor ical� Association,� its� president�

�ordon�A.��raig� tac� led� the�problems� of� �diplo�

matic�history�,�a�labe l�traditionally�reserved�to�the�

study�of� ho�� states� conducted� their� foreign�rela�

tion s��ith�one�another.��or�several�decades�before�

�� and� after� �� �raig�s� address,� the� sub�discipline�

had�� restled�to�shed� its�repute�as�a�conservative,�

�hite,� male�dominated,� academic� bastion� char�

acteri�ed� by � meticulous� positivistic� reconstruc�

tion �of�events�in�often�chauvinistic�and�empiricist�

narratives.�� �ut� acc�r�in�� t�� Crai��� the� critici���

�as�unjusti�ed.�He�argued�that�diplomatic�history�

�has�gro�n�in�scope�and�sophistication�,�as�it�had�

�embraced�more �general�questions,�li�e�the�moral�

and�intellectual�roots�and�assumptions�of�national�

policy,�domestic�factors�as�determinants�of�policy,�

interagency�competition�in�decision�ma�ing,�pub�

lic�opinion�and� the��ay� in��hich�it� is� in�uenced�

by� the�media�.�Ho�ever,��raig�ironically�did�not�

fully� embrace� these� ne�� perspectives� himself���

they� �tended� to� lead� to� a� �ind� of� reductionism�

in� �hich� the� �tate� as� an� independent� actor� has�

disappeared�and�diplomatic�history�has�been�sub�

sumed�under�soc ial�history.�� He� particularly� dis�

li�ed��structural�explanations�,�such�as� those� that�

regarded�the �behavior�of�states�as�mere��functions�

of�the�process�of�modern�industrialism.��

Although��raig,�as�a�specialist�of��ilhelmine��er�

many,�primarily� targeted�historians�of���erman� for�

eign�policy�before� the��irst��orld��ar,�he� implic�

itly�critici�ed�ne��approaches�adopted�by ��rench,�

British� and� American� diploma tic� historians� as�



�ell.� In� the� ��� and� the� ��,� scholars� had,� from�

the� ����s� on�ards,� effectively� responded� to� the�

challenges�coming� from�their� colleagues� in� social�

and� economic�history� and� from�Marxian�inspired�

social�analysis�by �adopting�ever�broader�analytical�

perspectives�in�a ttempts�to�understand�some�of�the�

�domestic� realities�� behind� diplomacy� �e�g� � hi�h�

�nance,� class� relations� or� the� mass�media�.���i� �

ilarly,� �rench� scholars,� in�uenced� by� the� �nnales�

school,�investigated�economic�transformations�and�

�ther� ��orces� pro�ondes�� that� drove� international�

relations,�loo�ing�for�structural�long�term�explana �

tions .��hey�a lso�too��to�analy�ing�the�complexities�

of�foreign�policy�formulation�in�relation�to�the�psy �

chologies�of�diploma tic�decision�ma�ers.�

Along� �ith� the� conceptual� and� thematic� broad �

ening� of� the� �eld�came� terminological� confusion.�

Many� adherents� of� diplomatic� history�s� rene�al�

stopped�referr ing� to� the�discipline� as�such,�prefer�

ring� the� use�of� the� term� �international�history�� �or�

�histoire�des�relations�internationales�,�� internation-

ale��eschichte �,�etc.�,���hich�could�encompass�his �

torical�themes�traditionally�not�assoc iated��ith�dip�

lomatic�history. ���Ho�ever,�as�illustrated�by��raig�s�

address,� the�paradigm�shift�of� the�����s� to�����s�

�as� regarded��ith� a�certain�suspicion� by�an�older�

generation�of�diplomatic�historians,�many�of��hom�

preferred� the� traditional� naming� of� the� sub�dis �

cipline.����hile� in� the� ��� the� use� of� �diplomatic�

�.� �f�particu lar�relevance �here� is�the��or� �o f�arno ����M a� er ��Political�Origins�o ��the��ew�� iplomacy������-���� ,��e��Haven,�

���� ����ara �s�einer ��Britain �and�the�Origins�o f� the�Fi rst�World�Wa r,�London,��������paul�M�� �enne�� ���he�Rea lities�be hind�

Diplomacy �:�Background�In�uences�on�Br it ish�� �ternal��o licy������ ����� ��London,����� ���and�a�ira �iri�e ��Power�a nd��ulture�:�

�he��apanese-�merican��ar������-���� ,�� ambridge ,�MA,�����.

�.� �roundbrea�ing�in �this�re gard��as �the��or��of�pierr e�renou�in �an�� �ean ��ap�is �e ��uroselle ,�e specia lly�their��ntroduct ion���

l’h istoire�des�relat ions�i nternat ionales ,�Paris,�����.

�.� �inne� ,���hat�is�Inte rnational �His to ry� ���renau� �M el�� �an��isa�elle ��as�ue ,��Pour�une�histoire�culturelle�de� la�dip lomatie.�

Pratiques�e t�normes �dip lomatiques �au�� I� e�siècle�,�Histoire��é conomie�� �société,�����,�no.��,�p .��������wil�rie� �lo�H�an��

��r�en �os�erHaMM el��eds .�,� �nte rnationa le��eschich te���hemen���rgebnisse���ussich ten ,�Munich,�����.

1�.� �hese�can�include�such�broad� subjec ts �as�humanitar ianism,�in ternationalism,�inte rgove rnm ental�organi�at ions,�music ,�

missionarie s,�the�m ass�m edia,�human� traf �c� ing, �politic al�ac tivism,�mig ration��o�s,� the�regulation�of�s ex ,�and�the�circulation�

of�ideas .��evie�ing�the�lite rature�on�these�an d�other�related�subthemes ��ith in �in te rnat ional�h isto ry�eviden tly� lies�beyond�the�

scope�of�th is�e ssay.

11.� �ee� �ara�s�einer,��Beyond�the��oreign��f �ce�Paper s ����he�Ma�ing�of�an�Inte rnational�H istorian�,� �he��n ternat ional�H istory �

Review ,���,�no.��,�����,�p .��������.

12.� H�Diplo �is�one�of�the�most�ac tive�and�si�eable�net�or�s�on�H ��et.

13.��ith�some�exc ep tions,�ho�ever,�this��or��is�mostly� focused�on�the��old ��ar�period.���g��cHris�opHer �en�����old��ar�

�olidays ��� merican��ouris m�in�Fran ce ,��hapel�H ill,��� �� ��� �essica �c ��e��� ienow�H ecH����ound�� iplomacy �:��u sic�and��motions�

in��ransatlan t ic�Relations������ -���� ,��hicago,��� �����and��ona�Han �rosen�er� ���o��Far�the��rom ised��a nd ���World��ffairs�and�

the��mer ican��i�il ��i ghts ��o�ement�from �the�First�World�War�to ��i etnam ,�P rince ton,�� .�., �����.

history�� seems� to�have� fallen� into�disuse ,� the� term�

endures� in� the���,� �here� it� �lls� the� title� page� of�

the� of�cial�journal�of� the��ociety� for�Historians�of�

American��oreign��elations�and�is�embedded�in�the�

name�of�one�of� the��eld�s�main�online�net�or�s.�� �

�ince�the�����s,�ho�ever,�a�large�number�of�schol �

ars��ho�consider�themselves���� international�his �

torians�have�moved�a�ay�from�the�traditional�inter�

est� for�decision�ma�ing�and� government�policy� in�

order� to� illuminate�ho��various �groups� of� people�

in� the� ��� operated� on� the� �orld� stage� and� in�u �

enced,�or��ere�in�uenced�by�global�developments.�

Exploring� ne�� themes� such� as� political� activism,�

tourism,�music�and�sport�they�began�to�refer�to�their�

�or��as�falling�under�the�heading�of���he����in�the�

�orld��instead�of�diplomatic�history.��

In� any� event,� in� the � last� t�o� decades� these� and�

other� historians� have� continued� to� question� the�

validity� of� focusing� on� states� as� the� sole� movers�

of� international� relations.��hey� have� moved� ever�

closer� into� the�orbit�of�cultural� and�social�history�

to�investigate�the�m ain� participants�and� divergent�

practices�of�diplomacy�as�a� social�cultural�space,�

that� is,� rituals,� net�or�ing,� perceptions,� as� �ell�

as� the� day�to�day�realities�behind� the �conduct�of�

international� relations.� In� addition,� scholars� no�

longer� focus� only� on� career� diplomats,� foreign�

ministry�cler�s,�military�men�or�major�statesmen,�

but� gauge� the � ro les�of� a� multiplicity� of� non�of� �



cial�male�and�female�mediators�operating�on�and�

around� some� of� the� diplomatic� �orld�s� many�

fault� line s.�Although�historians�of�Belgian� foreign�

relations�and� diplomacy�are� fe�� and� have� tradi�

tionally� focused�on� the� issue� of�neutrality�and�or�

the��ingdom�s�re lations��ith� its� traditional� �allies��

or� �foes�� �Britain,��rance� and��ermany�, �� � similar�

efforts�to�re�indle�the� �eld�are� observable� in�Bel�

gium�since�the�late�����s. ��

�his�ne��scholarship�has�been� variously�labeled�

�cultural� history� of� international� rela tions�,� �cul�

tural� history� of� diplomacy�� or� even� �history� of�

diplomatic�culture�,�depending �on��hether��cul�

ture�� or� �diplomats�� constitute� the�m ain� focus�of�

attention.���More�recently,�the �ne� �élan�has�also�

found� its� expression� in�novel� scholarly �collabo�

rations� li�e� the� foundation� in� ����� of� the� �et�

�or��for��e��Diplomatic�History��today�housed�

at� Leiden� �niversi ty�,� �hich� aim s� at� furthering�

the� actor�oriented� approach� through� �th e� study�

of� individuals� and� groups� �ho� perform� diplo�

matic�roles,�rather�than�a t�international�relations�

as�a��hole.��Methodologically,�this�interna tional�

net�or��promotes�perspectives�including��p roso�

pography,� the� soc iology� of� �no�ledge,� gender�

studies,� and� net�or�� analysis� into� historical,�

political,�and�economic�narratives.���

As� the��et�or��s�name�suggests,�the�cultural�turn�

in�diplomatic�international�history�has�only�added�

to� the� terminological� muddle.� �hat� indeed� is�

14.� �lass ic�examples�in�th is�genre�are ��� �ona�Han �e��H el Mreic H��Belgium�and��u rope �:����tudy� in��mall�Power�� iplomac y��

�he�Hague,����� ����aniel �H�� �HoMas ���he��uarante e�o��Belgian��nde pendence�and��eutrali ty�in ��uropean�� iplomac y��

���� ’s-����’s ,�� in gston,����� ���Marie��H�r �se��i�scH ���a�B elg i�ue�e ntre�la�France �et�l��llem agne����������� ,�Paris,�����.

15.� �f�particu lar�signi�cance �has�be en�the�pioneering��or��of��incen� ��iaene ��Belgium�and�the�Holy��ee��rom��regory�����

to�P ius���������-�����:�� atholic�Revival ���ociety��and�Politic s�in ��� th-�e ntury ��urope ,�Leuven,��� �����and,�more�rece ntly,�

�aniel �la�ua ���he��ge�o�� �n ternat ional ism�and�Be lgium������-���� �:�Peace��P rogre ss�and�Prest ige ,�M anch ester,�����. �

�o r�a�recent�ex ample �o f�the�social�cultu ral �approach,� se e�MicHel ��uMoulin �an��ca�Her ine�l anneau ��eds .�,��a�b iographie�

individuelle�et�collective �dans�le�champ�d es�relat ions�i nte rna tiona les ,�Brussels,�����.

16. � �ee�on�the�one�hand��essic a�c�e��� ienow �H ecH� �an���ran� �scHuMacHer ��eds .�,��ulture�and��nternational�History,��e� ��or�, �

���� ���and,�on�the�other,�Mar�us�M �sslan� �an�� �ors� en �rio��e ��eds .�,��he�� iplomats’��orld �:��he��ultural�History�o��

�iplomacy������-���� ,��x ford,��� ��.

1�.� �o�this�end�it�recently�launched�a�ne��journal,��iplomat ica �:����ou rnal�o ���iplomacy�and��ociety,�and�organi�es�in te rnational�

conferences,�th e�third�o f��hich�is�scheduled�fo r��ctober�����.��or�m ore �info rmation,�see�http���ne�diplomatichistory.org �.

1�. � �ee� �� r�in�tance ���c ��wa�� ,�� �ore�ord����he��e��Inte rnational �Histo ry�,��he��n ternat ional�H istory �R eview ��,�no.��, �����,�

p.���������and�o�� �arne �wes�a� ,���he��e��In ternational�H istor y�o f�the��old ��ar����hree��Possible��Parad igms�,�

�iplomatic �History���,�no.�� ,�����,�p .��������.

1�.� �ee���he��as��Ahead�,�htt ps���ne�dip lomatichisto ry.org �the�ta s��ahead�,�acces sed��ep tember���,�����.

�e��Diplomatic� History�?��as� international� his�

tory� not� the� new �diplomatic� history �?��r�has� the�

regular� appearance� since� the� late�����s�of� refer�

ences� to� �ne�� international� history�� heightened�

the� need� for� another� novel� concept�?�� �As � �en�

neth� �eisbrode� explains,� the� term� �as� origi�

nally� intended� to�bridge� the �boundaries�bet�een�

more� trad itional�practitioners�of��.�.� �diplomatic�

history�� on� the� one�hand� and�American� �interna�

tional� historians�� on� the� other� hand.� �DH,� then,�

is� �a� subset�� of� international� history� and� studies�

�the �people� �ho�perform� diplomatic� roles�,� that�

is� �anyone��ho� imparts� to� himself�or� herself� the�

role�of�intermediary�for�reasons�beyond�his�or�her�

o�n� individual� interests�� and� �hose� activities�

�in� some� �ay� involve�s�� the� crossing � of� borders�

and� the� inter�relationship� of� political� entities.����

�his� de�nition,��hich�substantially� broadens� the�

�eld,� captures� �ell� ho�� ne�� diplomatic� histo�

rian s� have� come� to� terms��ith� the�challenges� of�

the�transnational�and�global�turns�in�the�historical�

discipline.�In�effect,��DH�is,�as��iles��cott��mith�

put� it,� �more� transnational� than� international�� in�

the� sense� that� non�governmental� and� semi�gov�

ernmental� actors� are� allo�ed� to� compete� �ith�

trad itional� state� representa tives� on� the� global�

scene.�As� such,� there� are� at� least� t�o� epistemo�

logical� strands� to��DH.� �ne� broadens� the � �e ld�

socially,�as�it�devotes�more�attention�to�those�indi�

viduals�often� bypassed� in�more�orthodox�surveys�

of�diplomatic� interactions.��he� other� revises� and�

re�visuali�es� the �classical�diplomat�and� interstate�



diplomacy�on�the�behavioral�plain,�exploring�how�

diplomatic�practices�as�well�as�the�diplomat�s�dis -

parate� roles�and� social�milieus�were� transformed�

in�an� increasingly�global�context.20�In� the�follow -

ing�section,�we�will�have�a� closer� look�at�both� of�

these�strands.

New�Actors,�New�Themes

To�begin�with,�historians�have� rediscovered�con -

sular� agents,� the � number� of� which� increased�

nearly� everywhere� in� the� world� during� the � long�

19 th �century.�Whereas�diplomatic� histor ians� have�

long�ignored�consulates�and�the�people�managing�

them,�in�the�last�decade�several�studies,�especially�

in� Francophone� academia,� have� commendably�

addressed� this� lacuna,� investigating� long-term�

institutional� change,21� as� well� as� �intercultural��

mediation.22� Additionally,� legal� historians� have�

produced� exciting�new�work�on� the�various�new�

legal� regimes� imposed� by� would-be� colonial�

powers� in� peripheral� non-Western� polities� such�

as�Egypt,� the� Ottoman� Empire,� China,� and� Siam�

and� the� extraordinary� judicial� authority� consular�

representatives �could�(theoretically��wield�there.2� �

The�appearance�of�these�new�legal�(and�economic�

and�cultural��infrastruc tures�created�opportunities�

for� new � corporate� classes� of� engineers,� lawyers,�

artists,� architects,� and� other� Western� �experts�,�

20. � �In troduc tion���� rivate��ip lomacy,��aking�the�Citi�en��isib le�,�New�Global�Studies ��,�no.�1,�201�,�p.�1��.

21.� Fo r�a�recent�example, �s ee�arnaud �bartoloMei ,�guillauMe�cala �at,�M at� ieu �grenet ,�and���rg �ulbert �(eds .� �

De�L�ut ilité�commerciale�des �consuls.�L�institution�consulaire�et�les�marchands�dan s�le�mond e�méd iter ranéen�(x��� e-xx e�s iècle),�

s.l.,� �ublica tions�de� l��cole�f ran�a is e�de��ome,�201�.

22. � �il� ia�M ar�agall i,�M aria �g�a�ali ,�and�c�ri�tian��indler ,�Les�consuls�en�M éditerranée.�A gents�d'information,�x�� e-xxe�siècle,�

�aris,�201�.�Se e�also�nicole �M�� ��el� �,�U.S.-Habsburg�Relations�from�181��to �t he��aris��eace ��onfe rence ���So�ereignt��

�ransformed �Cambridge ��ew��ork,�201�,�which�devote s�two�chap ters�on�American �and�Austr ian�consuls.

23.� See� fo r��n�tan�e �Mari�a�tait ��l�� ,�Exporting�Legal it y�:�The�Rise�an d�Fall �o f�E xt raterr itorial �Jurisdic tion�i n�t he�Ot toman�

�m�ire�a nd��hina ,��eneva ,�201����Mar� �de� �ur�t �le� i� ,�Divid ed�Rule�:�Sovereignty�and�Empire�in �French�Tunisia,�1881 �1��8 ,�

�erke ley,�Ca lif.,�201����and���r��ri�to �� er �ca��el ,�Grounds�of� �ud gmen t�����traterritoriali t��and��m�erial ��ower�in�

Nineteenth -�entur���hina�and��a�an,�Ox ford ��ew��ork,�2012.

2�.� See� �iad��a�M�,�� �urisd ictional ��order lands ���E xtraterr ito ria lit y�and���ega l�Chameleons��in�� recolonial�A lexandria,�

1��0 -1��0,���om� arati�e�Studies� in�Soci et��and�H istor� ���,�no.�2,�201�,�p.��0�-29 ���and�Mauri�io��elegg i ,���urve yors�

of��odernit y���European�Arti sts �and�A rchitec ts�in �Turn- of-the-Ce ntu ry�Siam �,�As ia��uro�e� �ourna l,�no.�1,�200�,�p.�1-11.�

Fo r�the��elgian�c ase,�much�is �to�be�expected�from�adrien �carbonnet �s�s tudy�o f�the�nominat ion�o f�a��elgian �counsello r�to �

the��orean�Choso�n �Court ,�see �h is���elgium-�orea��elations�in�the�Age�of�Im per ialism,�1900-1910�,�in ��arald ��ue���(ed.�,�

�orea�in �the�Global �Nineteenth�� entur�,��onolulu,��forthcoming�.

2�.� See� �ran� �b��c��and�doMini��ge��ert�(eds .�,� �ournalist s�as��o lit ical�A ctors ����ransfers�and��nterac tions�between��r itain �and�

German��s ince �the�Late�1� th��en tur�,�W is sner,�200� ���and���dne� ����robin�on ,�Muc�ra�er ����he�Scandalous�L ife�and�� imes�of�

���T��Stead,��rit ain �s�First��nvestigative �Journalist ,��ondon,�2 01�.

some�of�whom�were�also�contracted�by�local�gov -

ernments�to�act�as��adv isors� �in�the ir�une�ual�dia -

logues� with� Western� frames� of� �moderni�ation�.�

While�some�valuable�research�has�been�published�

in�this�domain,�the�roles�of�these�mediators�in�the�

larger�Western�imperia l�process�are�in�need�of�fur-

ther�exploration. 2�

�istorians�work ing�on� 19 th �and�early�20 th-century�

diplomacy�have� long�been�aware�of�the�activities�

of� journalists�and�publicists�in� the � realm�of�inter-

national�re lations.��owever,�the ir�po litical�agency�

has�only�seriously�been�taken�into�account�in�the�

last�few�decades.�That�is�remarkable,�for�since�the�

mid-19 th �century�domestic�political�concerns�and�

power� relations� had� increasingly� come� to� in�u -

ence�foreign�policy�decision-makers.��any�in�the�

rapidly� expanding� news� industry� believed� that�

matters� of� diplomacy� could� no� longer� be� left� to�

the�judgment�of�diplomats,�whom�they�considered�

as�an�anachronistic�elite.��ecent�essay�co llections�

and� biographies� of� famous� newspaper� men� and�

women�shed� light�on�the�exceptional�social�posi -

tion s� that� some�of� them� ac�uired� and� how� they�

often� successfully� in�uenced� both� the� opinions�

of� domestic� and� international� reading� publics,�

as�well�as�of� foreign�policy-makers.2� �Other�work�

has�covered�of�cial�e fforts� to� in�uence� the �mass�



press� and� opinion� making.2�� As� to� prewar� �el-

gium,�several�authors�have �laid�important�ground-

work,�but�much�remains�to�be �done.2�

The� same� goes� for� the� roles� of� female� actors� in�

�elgian� foreign� relations.� In� the� 1990s,� feminist�

scholars� shook� at� the� foundations� of� much� tra -

ditional� diplomatic� history,� revealing � not� only�

the� gendered� nature� of� the� discipline�s� subject,�

but� of� the� discipline� itself.2� � �ecent� scholarship�

has� shown� that� female� historical� agents� clearly�

played�important�roles�in�19 th -century�diplomacy,�

notwithstanding� their� exclusion� from�the� heavily�

gendered� and� male-dominated� worlds� of� �high�

politics�� and� big� business. 29 � � iplomatic� wives�

and� daughters�wielded�conside rable� soc ial�capi-

tal�despite�suppressive�gender�con�gurations�and�

patriarchal�ideas�of� femininity�seeking� to� con�ne�

women� to� the� household.� On� the� whole,� how -

ever,�gender�remains� little�explored.�What�would�

happen� to� ���� if� one� would� truly� gender� dip-

lomatic� spaces ��� Some� intriguing� work� has� been�

done� in�politica l�science,�beginning �with�Cynthia�

�.� Enloe�s� seminal� study� �an anas,� �eaches� and�

�ases .�0 � Similar� large-scale � e fforts� to� rethink � the�

�eld� are� still� lacking� in� ���,� notwithstanding�

the� important�work �tha t�has�already�been�done. �1�

2�. � �ecent�inve stigations�include��ou��ine�alloul �and�roel�M ar� e�,���� lease��eny�These��anifest ly�False��eport s� ���

Ottoman��iplomats�and�the��ress�in �� elgium�(1��0 -191��,�� �nte rnationa l��ourna l�o f�M iddle��ast �Studies ���,�no.�2,�201�,�

p. �2��-92 ���doMini� �ge��ert,��resse�riege. �� ffen tlich�e it�Und�D i�lomatie�in�Den�Deutsch-� ritischen ��e�i ehunge n�(18��-1�1�),�

�unich,�20 0�.

2�.� See�notably ��ierr e��an�den �dungen ,�Mil ieu��d e�� resse�et��ourna listes�en��e lgi�ue�(18�8-1�1�),��russels,�20 0�.�

Alth ough �lit tle�at tention�is�devoted�to �how�� elgia n�journalist s�and�press�magnates �related�to �the�country �s�foreign �policy,�

�an �den��ungen�s�de tailed�analysis�o f� their�idea s�and�practice s�p rovides �a�us eful�ste ppings tone�for�further �studie s�of�their�

agency �in�19 th-century� international�politics.

2�. � See� in �par ticula r��ri�tin �l��� ogan�on,� Fight ing�fo r�� merican��anhood�:��o��� ender��ol itics��rovo�ed�t he�Spanish�

Am erica n�and��hili��ine-A merica n�� ars ,��ew��aven,�Conn.,�199� ���and�eMil� �� ��ro�enberg ,���evisit ing��ollar�� ip lomac y���

�arratives�of��oney�and��anl iness ,��Di�lomatic�Histor� �22,�no.�2,�199�,�p.�1��-��.

2�. � The�role s�and�long-negle cted�experiences �of��diplomatic�wives��have�attrac te d�renewed �attention�in�the� last�year s.�

See, �for��n�tan�e ,� �enni �er �M ori ,���ow�Women��ake��iplomacy ���The��riti sh�Embas sy�in ��aris,�1�1� �1��1,�� �ournal�of�

�om en �s�Histor� �2�,�no.�� ,�201�, �p.�1��-�9���and�Moll��M���ood ,���ip lomat ic�W ives ���The��olitics �of��omes ticit y�and�

the ��Social ��ame��in�the��.S.�Fo reign�Service ,�190�-19�1,�� �ournal�of��ome n�s�Histor��1�,�no.�2 ,�200�,�p .�1�2-��.

30. � �ananas,�� eaches�and��a ses �:��a �ing�Feminist�Sense�of��nt ernat ional��olit ic s,�2nd�rev.�ed .,��erke ley,�Calif.,�201��

��rst �published �in�1990�.�See�a ls o�the�more�recent�work�by�laura ���oberg ,��end ering�� lo�al��on�ict �:�To�ard�a�Fem inist�

�heor��of��ar,��ew��ork, �201�.

31.� See� in �par ticula r��elen �M ccart ��,��om en �o f�the��orld�:�The�Rise�o f�the�Female�D iplomat ,��ondon,�2 01����

and �glenda��luga�and�caro line ��aMe� �(eds .�,��om en ,�Di�lomac ��and��n ternational ��ol itics�since �1�� �,��ondon,�2 01�.

32. � See�especia lly� �o�anne� ��aulMann ,��om��u nd��oliti�.�M onarchenbe gegnungen�in ��uro� a��wischen�Anci en�Rég ime�und�

�rstem��elt �rieg ,��unich,�2000���and�Maria�gre�er ,�� Staging�� odern��onarch s����oyalt y�at�the�World�Exhib it ions�of�1��1�

and�1���,��in�M�stif�ing�the�Monarch ���Studies�on�D iscourse, ��ower,�and�Histor�,�e d.��ero en �de�loige �and�gita �denec�ere,�

Amst erdam ,�200�,�p.�1�1-�9.

As� the� history� of� gender� and� femininities� is� par-

ticularly� strong� in� �elgium,� synergies� between�

diplomatic�and�gender�historians�could�well� take�

up�the�challenge.

In�addition�to�shifting�the�focus�to�previously�under-

studied� groups� of� diplomatic� actors,� diplomatic�

international�historians�of� the�19th �and� 20 th ��ent�-

ries�have�also�offered�fresh�insights�into�the�worlds�

of� the� traditional� protagonists�on� the� international�

scene.� As� such,� the� changing� roles� of� kings� and�

their� of�cial� representatives,� as� well� as� the� ritual�

and�material�settings�in�which� they�operated�have�

come�under�closer� scrutiny.�With� regards�to�heads�

of� state,� recent� research� has� amply� demonstrated�

that�19th -century� intra-monarchica l�visits�were�not�

only� occasions� for� pompous� display� of� royalty,�

but�held�great�political�value�to�the �actors�involved.�

Although� their� ability� to� in�uence� foreign� policy�

clearly�decreased�as�the�century�progressed�and�the�

institution� of�monarchy� became� further� integrated�

in� the� state,� monarchs� still� played� crucial� roles�

as� �gures� of� national� dynasties� representing� their�

states�on�the�international�stage.�These�often�highly�

publici�ed� visits� legitimated� dynasties�� enduring�

existence�in�an�age�of�social�revolution�and�repub-

lican�nationalism.�2



Surely,�ceremonial�encounters�like�those�between�

kings�continued�to�occur�on�a�more�fre�uent�level�

between� one� head�of� state� (or� his� domestic� rep -

resentative�� and� the� �embodiment��of� another� (in�

the� person� of� the� accredited� diplomat�.� �erhaps�

less� susceptible� to� diplomatic� incidents� than� in�

the�early�modern�period,�ceremony�continued� to�

function�as�an�essential�component�of�diplomacy.�

Ceremonies� are� symbolic�enactments� tha t� repro -

duce� commonly� accepted� rules,� ideas� or� agree -

ments� (for� instance� on� state� authority� or� royal�

privilege��and�facilitate �communication�in�settings�

in� which� miscommunication� could� easily� arise�

between�different�parties. �� �Especially� in�cases�of�

�intercultural�� diplomacy,� analyses� of� ritual� can�

help�us�better�understand�the�conduct�and�nature�

of�diplomacy. ����isto rians�of�the�19 th �century�have�

therefore� studied�Western� diplomats�� encounters�

with� �iddle� Eastern� and� East� Asian� court� cer-

emonial� and� protocol� (and� vice� versa� ,� linking�

�uestions� of� ceremony� with� new� racist� ideolo -

gies�and� broader�processes,� such� as�colonialism,�

the�new�imperia lism�and� the�globali�ation�of�the�

Europe-centered�diplomatic��system�.��

In� terms� of�of�cial� diplomacy�s�material� settings,�

histor ians� have� started� to� en�uire� into� the� archi -

tecture �of� diplomacy,� studying� the �symbolic� pol -

itics� of� ambassadorial� residences� as� a� way� of�

understanding� how� foreign-policy� makers� coped�

with� the � challenges� of� national� representation.�� �

33.� �ill ia M�roo�en ,�� Early��odern��iplomatic�Ceremonial���A �Systems�Approach,� ��he��ournal �o f�Modern�H istor� ��2,�no.��,�

19�0,�p.���2-��.�For�an�I��the oretical�perspec tive �on�the�his to rical�p lace �o f�ce remony� in �d ip lomacy ���c�ri�ter ���n�� on �and�

M art in ��all ,� �sse nce�o f�D i� lomac�,��asings toke�� ew��ork,�200�,�p .���-�0.

3�. � Fo r�an�o uts tanding�example ,�s ee�c�ri�tian ��indler,���ip lomat ic�� is tor y�a s�a�Field�fo r�Cultural�Analysis ����uslim-Christian�

�elations�in�Tunis ,�1�00-1��0,��Historical��ournal ,���,�no.�1,�2001,�p.��9-10�.

3�.� See� fo r��n�tan�e �anton��be�t,��The��ole �of�� ip lomatic�� rac tice�and�C our t�� rotocol� in�A nglo -�apane se�� elations,�

1���-1900�,�in� �he�D i�lomats���orld� ,�ed .��osslang�and�� iot te,�p.�2�1-2�2 ���and�� u�ann e��c�attenberg,����e�� a�ht�de ��

�ro toko lls�und�d ie�Onmacht�der �O smanen .��um��er liner��o ngres s�1���,��in �A�te ure �der�Aussenbe� iehungen.�Net�w er�e�und�

�nte r�ultura lit�t �im�h istorischen��andel ,�e d.��ill ard ��on�t� ie��en �and�c�ri�tian ��indler ,�Cologne, �2010, �p.����-90.

3�. � See� �ane�c ��loe�� ler ,��he�A rchitec ture�of�Di�lomac� ����ui ldi ng�America's��mbassies ,�� rince ton,�� .�., �2011,�2 nd�rev.�e d. ���

and� �aolo �gir arde lli ,���ower�or��eisure ����emarks �on �the�A rchitec ture�o f�the�European�Summer�Embassies�on�the��osphorus�

Shore ,��New��ers�ec ti�es�on��u r�e� ��0,��a rch�issue, �201�, �p.�29 -�� .�S ee �also�the�es says�in �Archi tecture�et�D i�lomatie ,�

spec ial �issue�of�Li�raisons�d�h isto ire�de� l�arch itecture,�no.��,�2002.

3�. � �arr iet�rudol� �,�� Ent angle d�Object s�and��yb rid��rac tices ����ate rial�Culture�as�a��ew�Approach�to �the��isto ry�of�

�iplomacy,�� Jahr�uch�f� r�Europ�i sche��eschichte�European��istory��ear�oo��1� ���� aterial�Culture�in �� odern�� ip lomac y�

from �the�1� th�to �the�20 th�Cen tury,�201�,�p .�29 -��.�In�a �similar�vein,�but�with�a �focus�on�the�post-19��-perio d,�see��r�die ��lo r� �

and�caMM ie �M catee �(eds .�,�The��olit ic s�o f�Furn iture �:��dent ity,�D iplomacy�and��ersuasion�in��ost��ar��nteriors,��ondon,�2 01�.

3�. � See�arno ����M a� er,��he��ersistence �o f�the��ld�Regime ����uro�e�to�the�Great��ar,��ew��ork, �19�1.

Others�have�called�for �more�attention�to�the�mate -

rial�culture(s��of�diplomacy,�or,�the�variou s�artifacts�

that�were�part�of�or�were�generated�by �diplomatic�

interactions.�The�201��volume�of�the��ahrbuch�f�r�

�uro��ische� Geschichte� has� stressed� the� impor-

tance� of� studying � the� issue� �from� the� 1� th � to� the �

20 th �century�.��

The�����er���s�o��the�A�c�e���e��me

Such�initiatives�show�that�a�number�of�diplomatic�

international�historians� try�to� transcend� the� tradi -

tional�chronological�dividing�lines�between��early�

modern��and��modern��diplomacy.�In�recent�years,�

a�large�number�of� interna tional�conferences�have�

therefore�been�devoted�to�the�social,�cultural�and�

political�dimensions�of�diplomatic�practices� from�

the� late��iddle� Ages� up� to� the � beginning� of� the�

20 th � century.� This� reveals� a� growing� awareness�

that,� despite� the� rise � of� the� nation-state� in� the�

19 th �century,�the��persistence�of�the�Old��egime��

was�particularly �strong� in� the� realm� of� diploma -

cy.���In�terms�of�diplomatic�practices�and�self-fa sh -

ioning,� in� several�Western� European� countries� it�

certainly�lasted�until�after�the�First�World�War�and�

probably�until�well�after�the�Second�World�War.

Admittedly,� in� 19 th-century� international� politics,�

�new��societa l�tensions�did�give�rise �to�a�constant�

balancing���and� cross-fertili�ation���between� the�

conservative�norms�and�values�associated�with�the�

monarchical��ienna� system� and� the� liberal� prin -



ciples� of� na tional� sovereignty� and� democracy. �9�

With� regards� to� the� day-to-day� level� of� concrete�

diplomatic�interaction,�these�tensions�were�surely�

re�ected� in� the� ideas� and�attitudes� of� diplomats.�

�owever,� many� of� the � same� diplomatic� actors�

continued�to�inscribe�themselves�within�the�same�

practices�and�to�hold�very�similar�sensitivities.

That� is�why�a�more�structural�dialogue� is�needed�

between�scholars�studying�diplomacy� in� the�cen-

turies� before� and� after� the� French� �evolution. �0�

Since� the�publication� of��ucien� ��ly�s� �s�ions�e t�

ambassadeurs� au� tem�s� de� Louis� ��� � in� 1990,�1�

much�of� the �abovementioned�actors� and� themes�

have�indeed�been�very�well�studied�by�early�mod-

ernists,� who� have� (re�conceptuali�ed� diplomatic�

practice� as� a� social-political� discourse� and� have�

tried� to� establish� the� boundaries� of� diplomatic�

agency�by�examining� the�ex tent� to�which�various�

acto rs� possessed�such� agency�and� the�manner� in�

which�they�executed�it. �2 �This�undoubtedly�applies�

to� modes� of� non-verbal� communication� through�

ritual� practices� (e.g. � ceremony,�material� cultures�

of�gift-giving ��within�and�beyond��Europe�. ��

To� illustrate� how� these� insights�could�bene�t� the�

study� of� 19 th� and� early� 20 th -century� diplomacy,�

one �could�again�recur�to� the��e lgian�case,�where�

we� have� a� series� of� sovereigns� who,� like� their�

3�. � See�M elt� �and�da�� ue ,���our�une�histoire�culturelle�de� la�dip lomatie��,�p .��- �.

�0. � The��etwork�fo r�����s�new �journal�Di�lomatica �has �already�taken�up�this �challenge �by�encourag ing� the�study�of�

diplomacy�across�h istorical �eras�in �order�to�a sses s�the�applica bility�of�models�of�analysis�regardles s�o f� time.

�1.� b�l�,� �s�ions�e t�ambass adeurs�au�tem�s�de�Louis�� ��,��aris,�1990.�A lready�in �the�early�1990s,�this�work�ha s�r ightly �been�

called�an�example�of�the�����in�that �it�constitu ted��an �in tricate�and�s ensitive�blending�o f�social�and�internat ional�h istory�

with�the�history�o f�ideas.��Se e� �o �n�c ��r ule,� ��eview �A rticle ����athering� Inte llige nce�in�the�Age�of��ouis��I� �,��he��n ternat ional�

Histor��Re�iew �1�,�no.�� ,�1992,�p .���2.��emarkably �enough,�� �ly�s�p ioneering�work�has�been�overlooked�in �o therwis e�

compelling�discussions�o f� the�origins�o f�����in�studies�o f�ea rly �modern�d ip lomacy.�Se e�most�notably�� o�n��at�in� ,�

�Toward�a��ew��ip lomatic��istory�of��ed ieval �and�Ear ly��odern�Europe�,� �ournal�of�Me die�al�and��arl��Modern�Studies ���,�

no.�1,�200�,�p.�1-1����and�giaco Mo�giud ici ,�� From��ew ��iplomatic��is tor y�to��ew��olitical�� isto ry ���The��ise�o f�th e��olistic�

Approach�,� �uro�ean�H istor���uar terl� ���,�no.�2,�201�,�p .��1�-�2�.

�2. � Fo r�an�insight fu l�d is cussion�o f�this�li terature,�s ee�trace� �a �� �o� erb�,�� Early��odern��iplomatic�� istor y�,�

Histor� ��om� ass �1�,�no.�9 ,�201�, �p .�� ��-���.

�3. � To�mention�but�recently�published�work, �se e, �for�instance,�Mic �ael �talbot ,��A�Treaty�o f��arrat ives ���Friendship,�� if ts,�

and ��iplomatic��istory� in �the��ritish�Capitula tions�of�1��1,��The�Journal �o f�O ttoman�Studies��Osmanl���ras�t �rma lar �� ���,�201�,�

p.����-�9� ���and�M ic�ael �au�er� ,��The��if t�of��ubens����ethinking�the�Concept�o f��if t-� iving�in�Early��odern�� ip lomac y,��

�uro�ean�H istor���uar terl� ���,�no.��,�201�,�p.��21-�1.

��. � �incent ��iaene ,���ing��eopold�s�Imperialism�and�the�Origins�o f�the��elg ian�Colonial��arty,�1��0 �190�,���he��ournal �o f�

Modern�Histor� ��0,�no.��,�200�,�p.���1-90.

��. � See�M ic �ael �au�er� ,��he��sland�and�the�Storm���A�Soci al- �ultura l�H istor��o f�the��elgian�D i�lomatic��or�s�in�� imes�

of �Democrati�a tion,�188�-1���,� �h��thes is,��niversit y�of�Antwerp,�201�,�Chap.��.

early�modern�counterparts,�stood�at� the�center�of�

foreign-policy�making �and�resorted�to�a�wide�net-

work� of� semi-of�cial� and� informal� agents� to� fur-

ther�the �domestic�and� foreign�interests �of�dynasty�

and�state.�The�activities�of� these� agents�are� fairly�

well-known� when� it� comes� to� the� (later�� Congo�

Free�State,���but�less�so�w ith� regard� to�semi-colo-

nial�East-Asia,�where� several�among� them�served�

as�diplomatic�advisors� to�political�leaders.�A t�the�

same� time,� at� least�until� the �Second�World�War,�

the� centrality� of� the� king� in� foreign-policy� mak-

ing�made�many��e lgian�of�cial�diplomats�� �often�

to�their�dismay���well�aware�that�to�succeed� pro-

fessionally� re�uired� be ing� well-versed � in� court�

politics.�� � Insights� from� studies� of� early� modern�

ambassadors� and� the� ways� they� managed� per-

sonal�relations�with�the�monarch�they �rep resented�

(and�the�one�to�whom�they�were�sent��could�stim -

ulate�our� efforts� to�understand� the� courtier-diplo-

mat�in�the�period�after�1�1�.

�erhaps� more� importantly,� early� modern� diplo-

matic�studies��preoccupation�with� challenging� the�

moderni�ation� paradigm� established � by� �arrett�

�attingly� in� the� 19�0s,� might� help� late� modern�

historians� to� decenter�their� own�diplomatic� narra-

tives.� �attingly� described� the � �moderni�ation�� of�

diplomacy�as�a�process�of�seculari�ation�and�pro-

fessionali�ation�starting�with�the�gradual�spread�of�



resident�diplomacy�after�the��eace�of��odi�in�mid-

1� th -century�northern�Italy�to�the�rest�of�Europe,�and�

culminating� into� a� fully-�edged� system� following�

the��eace�of�Westphalia.�� �Early�modern�diplomatic�

historians� have� convincingly� argued� that� neither�

�odi�nor�Westphalia�were�breaking�points,�as�medi -

eval� practices�continued� to� pervade� Italian�diplo-

macy� in� the� sixteenth� century� and� as� negotiators�

in� ��nster� and�Osnabr�ck� primarily� reproduced�

existing� conceptual� frameworks.��� In� addition,�

these� revisionist� narratives� of� diplomatic� action�

have� undermined� the�conventional� determination�

of�diplomacy�as�purely�the�domain�of�professionals.�

This� criti�ue� applies� well� to� the� late� modern�era.�

The�19 th �century�did�not�witness�the� consolidation�

of� the� state� as� a� single� actor� through� diplomacy,�

relegating�other� actors� to� irrelevance.��usiness� of�

state�might�have� taken� over,� but�was�certainly� far�

messier�than�often�assumed.�Indeed,�in�the�19 th �and�

20 th �centuries� too,�habitus,�or� the��uality�to� incor-

porate�and�reproduce�a�certain� social�and�cultural�

rationality,�was�more�crucial�to�gain�access� to� the�

diploma tic� realm� than� integration� in� institutional�

struc tures�or�mastery� of� competences� that��� from�

today�s�perspective���would�be�regarded�as�objec -

tive �or�rational.��

Similarly,� early � modern� histo rians� have� chal -

lenged� the� Eurocentric� aspect� of� �attingly�s�

moderni�ation� paradigm� by� demonstrating � that�

the� key� notion� of� resident� diplomacy� was� heav -

ily� in�uenced� by� contacts� with� non-European�

political� entities. �9� Or,� as� Iver� �.� �eumann�

��. � �at�in�,��Toward�a��ew ��iplomatic ��is to ry��,�p.�2- �.

��. � giud ici,�� From��ew ��iplomatic��is tor y�to��ew��olitical�� isto ry��,�p.��1� -�1�.

�� .� See� the��n tro d�� t�on��n�indra �ati�� �licit� �(ed.�,�L�ident ité�du�di� lomate. �Mét ier �ou�noble�loisir ���

(Mo�en��ge �tar dif���� e�siècle),��aris,�forthcoming� in�2019.

��.� �o� erb� ,�� Early��odern��iplomatic�� istor y��,�p.���2.

�0. � �t��ome��ith�t he�D iplomats�:��n side�a�European�Foreign��inistry,�Ithaca,�� .�.��o ndon,�2012,�p.��1.

�1.� An�example�o f�th is�kind�o f� lite rature�is���� c��� ure �it� ,��Ottoman��ip lomacy�and�the�European�St ate�System.� �

Mid dle��ast��ournal�1�,�no.�2,�19�1,�p.�1�1-�2.

�2. � See� fo r��n�tan�e �ren�e��orringer ,��ttomans��magining��a�an ����as t,�Middle��a st,�and�Non-�es tern�Modernit��at�t he��urn�

of�the��wentieth�� entur�,��ew��ork, �201�.

�3.� �er eM��blac ��makes �a�similar�point�in �a�more�general�analysis�o f�n on-European�states��adoption�o f�We ste rn-sty le�

diplomacy.�See�A�Histor��o f�D i�lomac�,��ondon,�2 011,�p.�1��.

��. � See� �n �th���re�ard�andre� ���� rotter ,�� Sa idism�without�Said ���Orientalism�and��S��ip lomat ic�� istor y,��American�Historica l�

Re�iew �10�,�no.�� ,�2000,�p.�120� �1�.

recently �noted� in� a �criti�ue�of� traditional�histor-

ical� accounts� of� the� emergence� of� diplomacy,�

we�should�pay�attention� to��how �Europe�s�diplo -

matic� practices� have� been�marked� by� the� prac -

tices�of�its�interlocutors,�whether��Ottoman�,�Chi -

nese,� Indian,� or� �Iro�uois.��0 �Such� insights� about�

this�earlier�period�should�advise�us�against�repro -

ducing �narratives�tha t�see�the�West�as�a�model�for�

the�development�of�diplomacy�in�the�19 th �century�

and�which�contend�that�at�the�Congress�of��ienna�

representatives�of�the�conservative �powers�agreed�

to�codify�diplomatic�behavior�and�that�some�non-

Euro�pean�polities�managed�to��adapt��to� this�par-

ticular� �Western�� diplomatic� style� fairly� ��uick�,�

while�others�were��slower�.�1�As�if��the �West��con -

stituted�the�single�source�of�the�19 th-century�diplo -

matic�model.�In�effect,�Western�Europe�was�never�

the�onl��reference�point�available�to�non-Western�

statesmen,�and�neither�was� a� putative� aspiration�

to� imita te� �the� West�,� and�or� become� �Western��

the� prime� driving � force� of� political� and� cultural�

permutation.�2 �To�put�it�bluntly,�in�an�age�of�West -

ern�global�military�hegemony,�full�participation�in�

European-style�diplomacy�and�strengthening�of� -

cial� ties� with� as� many� foreign� sta tes� as� possible�

was � an� invaluable� asset� for� non-Western� ruling�

elites�to�emphasi�e�and�safeguard�their�independ -

ence�vis-�-vis�non-Western�polities.��

���� would� therefore� surely � bene�t� from� a�

more� susta ined� interchange� with� postcolonial�

theory, ���which� would� mean� not� simply� �includ -

ing�� non-Western� perspectives,� but� starting� from�



them. ��� It�will�allow�for�a� thorough�rethinking� of�

some�of�the �main�tenets�associated�with�the��mod-

ern��development�of�diplomacy�and� international�

relations.�For�instance,�the �enormous�body�of�work�

on�the�histories�of�African-Americans�and�slavery,�

which�has�pioneered�global�historica l�approaches�

and� long�deconstructed�triumphalist� narratives�of�

the��West�,�could�prompt�diplomatic�international�

histor ians� to� imagine� the� international� space� as�

less� �white��and� elitist,�yet�populated� by�a�whole�

spectrum �of�non-white�and�or�subaltern�agents. ���

In� �elgian� diplomatic� history� this� endeavor� and�

effort� to�challenge�Eurocentric� accounts�has�only�

just�begun.

���erst��������r���te������c�Te�s�o�s

So� far,� we� have� focused�mainly �on�how� the� cul-

tural� turn� impacted� the� development� of� diplo-

matic�international�history�and�����in�particular.�

We� do� believe,� however,� that�much� of�the�����

has� tended� to� attach� more� attention� to� �culture��

(rather� �softly�� de�ned�� than� to� power� dynam -

ics,� economic� interests � and� the� capital� relation.�

In �other�words,�to�some�of�those�forces�that�might�

ultimately� have� driven� diplomacy� and� its� practi-

tioners.��rivate-public �relations�remain�one�of�the�

thorniest� issues� for� historians� trying� to� disentan-

gle� how� sta tes� conducted� their� foreign� relations.�

�et� what� diplomats� (in� the �broadest� sense� of� the�

word��did�and� thought,�and� could �do�and� think,�

can�be�read�only�aga inst�the�soc ioeconomic�struc-

tures� typical� for� the� particular�capita list� societies�

��. �While� there�are��uite�some�stimulating�studies�focusing�on��apan �and�the�Ottoman�Empire,�these�pale�in �compar ison�

to�the�vast�literature�ava ilable�on�Weste rn�diplomacy.��ecen t�examples�(for��apan��include�� ���uMe,�c ��t�u�u�i ,�and�

r�����oung ,� �a�an �Rising ����he��wa�ura��mba ss��t o�t he�USA �and��u ro�e�18�1-18�� ,�C ambridge ,�2009���and�(for�the�Ottomans��

oli �ier �bou� ue t,���n��um�aux�pays�de s��ell�nes.�Constantin ��usurus,�prem ie r�repr�sentant�permanent�de� la�Sublim e�

�orte ���Ath�nes�(1��0-1����,��in� Societ y,��olitics�and�S tate�Formation�in �Southeastern�Europ e�During�the�1� th��en tur�,�

ed .�T. �Anas tas siadis�and�� .�Clayer,�Athens,�2011,�p.�1�1-�1.

��. � The�voluminous�schola rship �by�ger ald�� orne�seems�esp ec ial ly�relevan t�here ���in�particular �his�account�o f�the�in te rac tions�

between�the�two�m ajor�slave�powers�o f�the�mid-19 th�ce ntu ry���the��.S .�and��ra� il��,�through�the�lives�o f�va rious�American�

politicians,�dip lomats,�slave�owners�and�traf�ckers ����he�Dee�es t�South����he�United�S tat es, ��ra� il,�and�the�African�S la�e ��rade ,�

�ew��ork,�20 0�.�Se e�also,�m ore�gener ally,�brenda�ga� le ��luMM er ,��African�Amer icans�in �the�International�Imaginar y ���

�erald ��orn e�s�� rogre ssive �� ision.���he��ournal �o f�A frican�Amer ican�Histor� �9�,�no.�2,�2011,�p.�221-2�0.�The�s eminal�199��

Rising�� ind �:�� lac���mer icans�and���S��Foreign��f fa irs,�1����1��� �by�brenda�ga� le ��luMM er ,�(publis hed�in�Chap el�� ill,�� .C .��

ha s�had�a�power fu l�impact�on�the��eld�as �well.

��. � Class ic�I� �c riti�ues �in�this�context �include� �ee ���an�der ��i�l ,��ransnational��l asses�and��nternat ional�Relat ions ,��ondon,�

199� ���and�benno�te�c ��e ,��he�M� th�o f�1��8 ����lass ,�Ge o�olitics,�and�the�Ma� ing�of�M odern��nte rnationa l�Relations� �ondon,�

200�.�Se e�also�barr� �bu� an �and�george �la��on ,��he�G lobal��ransformation���Histor�,�Modernit��and�the�Ma� ing�of�

�nte rnationa l�Re lations ,�C ambridge ,�201�.

in�which�they�were�sociali�ed.��erh aps�an�attempt�

should� be� made� to� redress� this� situation� and� to�

construc t�a�more� integrated�narrative ,�taking� into�

account� �older�� structuralist� criti�ues,� yet� also�

move�beyond� them�through�emphasis� on�discur-

sive� formations�and� on� the� �lived�experiences��of�

those�historical�actors�and�collectivities� that�have�

long�remained� silenced� in� state -centric� accounts�

of�diplomacy.

Following�the�lead�of�soc iologists,�economists�and�

political� scientists,� and� geographers,� world� his-

torians� (and� some� international� historians�� have�

since�some�time�now�investigated�how�the�devel-

opment� and� extension� of� modern� capitalism� is�

related� to� how �states� dev ise� foreign� policies� and�

interact�with�one�another.�� �In�contrast,�social�and�

cultural�historians�o f�diplomacy�tend� to�stay� away�

from� �uestions�about�Western-centered�capitalist�

globali�ation.� �onetheless,� thinking� about� the�

mandates�of�modern�capitalism� (relations� of�pro-

duction,� �capital�accumulation,�labor�exploitation,�

class�domination��brings�us�to�further��uestion�the�

central� role� of� the�state,� paramount� in� traditional�

diplomatic� historical� narratives,� but� already�con-

tested� in� the� actor-oriented,� social� and� cultural�

histor ies�of�diplomacy.�As�many��arxian�theorists�

have �long�demonstrated,�in�modern�capitalist�soci-

eties,� the� �public�� interest� that�states� pursue� (and�

the� related� need� for� capitalist� imperialist� expan-

sion �� tends� to� re�ect� the� private� interest� of� capi-

tal.� It� is� imperative� therefore� to� distinguish� the�



distinct�social�groups,� both�at�home� and� abroad,�

who� bene�t� from,� and� in� turn� in�uence,� (for-

eign�� decision -making�processes.��� In� the� �eld� of�

late� modern� diplomatic�international� history� the�

nature�of�public-private�relations�have�remained�at�

the� forefront�of� historica l�debates.�9�An� important�

subtheme�in�the�scholarship�has�been�how ��rms�or�

holdings,� individually� or� collectively,� conducted�

their� own� diplomacy� vis-�-vis� foreign� national�

organs,�with�or�without�support�from�of�cial�chan -

nels.�0 ���otwithstanding�the�novelty�of�these�kinds�

of�works,�they�miss �the�opportunity�to�engage�with�

critical�work�done� in� international�political� econ -

omy�on�capital�expansion�and�class�formation.

�istorians�of��e lgian�diplomacy�have� (save�some�

exceptions��so�far� shown�little�interest�in�the�eco -

nom ic� superstructures� of� international� relations�

and� hardly� problemati�ed� how� public-private�

relations� shaped� and� determined� both� foreign�

relations�and�private��nancial�strategies.�1 ����tor� -

ans�of��elg ian�colonialism�and�overseas�economic�

activities� (mostly� trained� as�economic�histor ians��

have ,�commendably,�drawn�attention�to�the�close�

collaboration�between�the�state�(in�its�many�man -

ifestations�� and� the � private� sector.� �ut� they� have�

rare ly� �uestioned�and� indeed�took�as�natural� this�

relationship.��oyalist�and�or�nationalist�histor ians,�

whose� apologetic� narratives� by� and� large� disre -

gard�the�oppressive�undercurrents�of�state�power,�

��. � In�h is�la test�book��eter �gran �see s�d iplomacy�primar ily�a s�the�express ion�o f��inte rests�shared�among�dominant�elements ��

in�d if feren t�states,�rather �than�only��in tergo vernmental�ac tivit y�.��he�Rise�of�the�Rich ���A�New ��iew�o f�Mode rn��orld�Histor�,�

Syracuse,�� .�,�2009,�p.���.

��.� The�connec tions�b etween�sovereign �debt�and�dip lomac y�have�been�the�subject�o f�much�s cholarly�in teres t�where�the�

modern�era� is�concerned.�See, �among�many,� �a� ��e�to n ,�De�tor�D iplomacy�:�Finance �and��mer ican�Foreign�Re lati ons�in�

the��i�i l��ar��ra, �18��-18��,�Ox ford,�201���200�� ���and� �enni�er ��ieg el ,�For��eace �and ��oney�:�French�and�� ritish�Finance� in �

the�Ser�ice�of��sars �and��ommissars,�Oxford, �201�.

�0. � See, �for��n �tan�e ,�ed�ard ��eter �� it�gerald,���usiness�� ip lomacy ���Walte r�Teagle ,��e rsey �Standard,�and�the�Anglo-Fren ch �

�ipel ine�Con�ict�in �the��iddle�E ast ,�19�0-19�1�,��he��usines s�Histor��Re�iew���,�no.�2 ,�p .�20�-��.

�1.� This� is �t rue �for�the�classic�s tud ies�o f��elgian�fo reign�policy �lis ted�in�foot note�1�.

�2. � This�applies� to �many�of� the��p ioneering ��s tudies�on��elg ian�oversea s�econom ic�ac tivity���albert �duc �e�ne ,� Léo�old����et�

le�Maroc�(188�-1���) ,��ruxel les,�19�����Mic �el �duMoulin ,�e d.��résences�belges�dan s�l e�monde��� l �aub e�du�� �e�siècle,�

�ouva in -la-�euve ,�19�9���ginet te��urgan��an�� entenr�� ,�L�opold����e t�les�groupes ��nan cier s��e lges�e n�� hine��La�politi�ue�

ro�ale�e t�ses��rolongement s�(18�� -1�1�) ,��ruxel les,�19�2.

�3. � �ran� �buelen��and��te�aan�M ar���e,���eturns�on�Investm ents �during�the�Colo nial�Era ���The�Case�o f�the��elgian�Congo,��

�he��conomic�Histor��Re�iew ��2,�no.�1,�2 009,�1��-1��.�This�stu dy�engage s�the�so-called��cost�o f�empire� �debate,�a sking�if�

the��elgian�Congo�was �e ither��p ro�table ��o r�� loss -making� �for�busines s�in �the��e tropole.�This �appare nt��technical ���uestion�

inev itably�elide s�the�obvious�histo rical �and�eth ical �problems�underpinning�th is�decided ly��elgo -centr ic�de bate.

��.� cool�aet ,��elgi��en��i�n�buitenlandse��olitie� ,��euven,�199��(reprinted�m any�t im es�since �it s��rst�publicat ion�,�p .�� ��-�.

class� domination,� and� the � capital-relation,� have�

long� dominated� this� �eld.� These� studies� uncriti -

cally� reproduce� the�categories�of�reference� of�the�

capitalists� they�study,��uoting�stock�ratings,�price�

�uc tua tions,� and�pro�t�margins,� but� ignoring� the�

economic�foundations�of,�and�motives�for,�capital -

ist�enterprise�and�thus�leg itimi�ing�the �logic�of�the�

investors�and�(would-be��coloni�ers�they�purport -

edly � intend� to� study� objectively.�2 � ��en� �o�e� of�

the�best�works� in� the� �eld�do�not�entirely�escape�

these�sorts�of�biases.�� �An� important�exception� is�

�ik�Coolsaet�s�classic� �elg i�� en��i�n �buitenlandse�

�olitie� ,� 18��-1��� .�Coolsaet� demonstrates� how�

state� support� for� big� business,� or� what� he� calls�

the� �economic� priority�,� was� amongst� the� most�

important� �determinants�� in� the� country�s� for-

eign� policymaking� and� a� structural� attribute� of�

the� new� �bourgeois� state�,� whose� political�elites�

had,� since� its� very� inception,� tied� its� fate� to� the�

(in�famous�holding�company� La�Société �Générale �

and�hence�also�to�the�country�s�nascent�industrial�

elite �as�the�la tter�owed�its�existence,�in�great�part,�

to� this� holding� company.�The� result� was� the� for-

mation� of� a�strong� and� intima te� �triangular� rela -

tion ship�between�the�state,�industry�and�the�world�

of� banking.�� �elgium�s� �commercial-economic�

diplomacy��therefore�re�ected�the� interests�of�the�

industrial� and� �nancial� elites� and� consolidated�

their�political�power� in��elgian�society.�� �In� sum ,�

we� believe� there� is� a� need� to� combine� analyses�



of�mac roeconomic�transformations�with�investiga-

tion s�into�soc ial�processes�and�cultural�formations.�

Especially�since�the�wealth�of�many�diplomats�was�

intimately�connected� to� the �global�economy�and�

global� capital.�The� best� example� is� perhaps� that�

of��ritish�diplomats�whose�family� fortune�derived�

from�the�trade�in,�and�or�labor�of�enslaved �humans�

from� Africa. ��� While� the� diplomats�� immediate�

habitus�in�the�late�1� th�century�and�early�19 th��en-

tury�was�still� largely�de tached� from �industrial�and�

�nancial� capitalist� con�gurations,� these� connec-

tion s�became� fairly�straightforward�by� the�end�of�

the�century.�They�manifested�themselves�not�only�

in� active� participation� in� capitalist� ventures,� but�

also� in� a� new� sensitivity� to� and� connaissance �of�

��. � A��uick�search�on��diplomat�� in �the��C��datab ase�Legacies �o f��rit ish�Sla�e- owner shi� �returns�20�individuals,�among�

whom��ohn��yons�(d.�1�1��,�fa ther�o f�t he��famous��navy�admiral�and�longtim e��rit ish �rep resenta tive �to �the��reek�court� in �

Athens,�Edmund��yons�(d .�1������� the� latter �s�own�son�wa s�the�no�le ss�famous�career�diplomat��ichard��yons�(d.�1����.�

�yons �sr.�posses sed�lar ge�sugar�p lanta tions�in�Antigua�and ,�until�1���,�owned�no�less�than�2���enslaved�Afr icans.�

See�https���www.ucl .ac.uk �lbs�claim�v iew����,�acce ssed��ay�10 ,�201�.

�� .� Fo r��elgium,�see ��ou��ine �a lloul ,��elgium�and�the��ttoman��m�ire���Di�lomac�,��a� ita l,�and ��ransnationa l�Lo�a lties,�

18�� �1�1�,��h��thes is,��niversit y�of�Antwerp,�201�,�p.�222.

high��nance�and�specula tive�operations.� Indeed,�

diplomats� often� functioned� as� informal� liaisons�

between� their��nation�s��major�capitalists �and�rul-

ing�elites�abroad,�pro�ting�themselves.��

Engaging�with�debates�about�the�relation�between�

diplomacy� and� private� interests� can� also� he lp�

new � diplomatic� historians� to� disentangle� some�

of� the�complex� transnational�dimensions� of� their�

subjec ts� (class� formation,� rise� of� multinationals�.�

This�endeavor�neatly�dovetails�with�����s� intent�

to� challenge� accounts� that� see� the� state��nation��

as�omnipotent�and�a�unitary�actor�with�a�de�ned�

�national��interest�and� can�therefore�further�polli-

nate �the��e ld.
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