
8:45   INTRODUCTION
– 8:55  

8:55   Jonathan Leader Maynard
– 9:30  International Politics, King’s College London  

Ideology and Mass Killing: How Groups Justify Genocides  
and Other Atrocities Against Civilians 

9:30   Christian Schneider 
– 10:05  Social Psychology, Frankfurt am Main 

Erbschaft der Gewalt – Erbschaft der Schuld?  
Transgenerationelle Prozesse der Gewaltverarbeitung 

10:05  Juliane Prade-Weiss
– 10:40  Comparative Literature, LMU Munich  

Critique and Complacency: The Problem of Complicity  
in Documentary Fiction 

     COFFEE BREAK

11:10   Talin Suciyan
– 11:45  Turkish Studies, Institute of Near and Middle Eastern Studies,  

LMU Munich
 The Annihilating Privilege: Camouflaging Genocide within  

the Discourse of “Reform”

11:45   Joachim Schiedermair
– 12:20  Nordic Philology, LMU Munich  

War over Peripeties. Ole Bornedal’s TV-Drama “1864”

12:20  Vladimir Petrovic
– 12:55  Contemporary History, Institute for Contemporary History,  

Belgrade / Boston University 
Vocabulary of Extreme Mass Violence: Normalization of Cleansing

     LUNCH BREAK 

15:00  Dominik Markl
– 15:35  Hebrew Bible, Pontifical Biblical Institute, Rome  

Do Biblical Texts Incite Mass Violence? Textual Pragmatics  
Versus Reception History

15:35  Nicolai Sinai
– 16:10  Islamic Studies, University of Oxford  

Qur’anic Militancy and the Arab-Islamic Conquests 

16:10  Uğur Üngör
– 16:45  Holocaust and Genocide Studies, University of Amsterdam  

and the NIOD Institute for War, Holocaust, and Genocide Studies   
Pre-Islamic and Early Islamic Motifs in Contemporary Middle  
Eastern Violence 

     COFFEE BREAK

17:00  DISCUSSION
– 17:30  respondent: Martin von Koppenfels  

Comparative Literature, LMU Munich

     DINNER (ca. 19:00)

ORGANIZATION

Juliane Prade-Weiss
Ludwig Maximilians University of Munich

Dominik Markl
Pontifical Biblical Institute, Rome

Vladimir Petrovic
Institute for Contemporary History,  
Belgrade / Boston University

     Mass violence against unprotected civilians seems  
hard to justify and yet so often happens. In the modern world, mass 
violence – understood as comprising mass killings and other  
forms of violence that aim at exterminating large groups of people – 
seems to go against common moral feelings and convictions.  
Still, the 20th and 21st centuries have been marked by mass atrocities 
at an alarming scale. Humanity’s long history of mass violence is  
unpleasant to face up to and frequently repressed in cultural memory.  
So, a common effort of the social sciences and the humanities at  
large is needed to understand the dynamics of mass violence to help 
prevent similar developments in the future. While systematic  
efforts have been undertaken in the social sciences to analyse the 
relevant political, economic, and socio-psychological dynamics,  
especially under the label ‘genocide studies’, and much work has 
been done in historical and cultural studies to scrutinize events  
of mass atrocities in the distant past, systematic interdisciplinary  
collaboration between historical and cultural studies with the  
social sciences is needed to enhance our understanding of the  
historical depth, long-term developments and ideological  
structures that contribute to events of mass violence. 

     The rationale for the project is that while legitimizing  
narratives may be conceived as mere pretexts to manifest material 
interests in acts of mass violence, they, nevertheless, establish the 
terminology and logic in which these acts are subsequently discussed  
by inscribing them into cultural traditions. Due to legitimizing  
narratives, events of mass violence do not remain single, seemingly 
exorbitant acts, but have a lasting historical impact by shaping the  
linguistic and thus heuristic framework of their subsequent evaluation,  
which complicates public critique and condemnation. Understand- 
ing the structures and dynamics of this transgenerational tradition  
is still largely a research lacuna; filling it is a crucial contribution  
of the humanities to the interdisciplinary research in mass violence. 

     The objective of the workshop is to inquire into the  
narratives, terminologies, and validation categories employed to 
legitimize events of mass violence, both in foresight and in  
retrospect. The principle research question is how meaningful  
connections between instances of mass violence and their  
discursive surroundings can be established. This question shall  
be addressed by examining the role of the cultural canon in  
legitimizing discourses: How have sacred texts such as the Bible 
and the Qur’an as well as classics in philosophy and literature  
been employed to promote mass violence in political propaganda? 
How are such readings negotiated in contemporary literary  
texts scrutinizing the memory, displacement, or repression of these  
events? What is the role of representation especially in docu- 
mentary fiction which cannot but voice legitimizing narratives, 
terminologies, and validations in order to testify to atrocities,  
yet might thus be seen to contribute to their transgenerational 
transmission even in criticizing them? How does this lasting  
impact of justificatory narratives of mass violence affect the view 
of canonical texts? How is the vocabulary of violence formed  
and how does it flow between linguistic, cultural and historical 
contexts? Contributions should present test cases that involve  
selected texts from literary classics and specific historical instances  
of their use to promote mass violence, or criticisms thereof. 

     The aim of the workshop is to sound the ground for  
a larger research project that aims at fostering such systematic  
interdisciplinary collaboration. It brings together experts  
from literature and history with experts in the social sciences to  
discuss the role of ancient cultural resources in the promotion  
and justification of mass violence. The workshop will pay particular  
attention to the methodology, especially to the comparative  
approach, to transcultural research, and longue durée interdiscipli-
nary research.

Workshop  
held  
onsite / hybrid

INSTITUT FÜR ALLGEMEINE UND  INSTITUT FÜR ALLGEMEINE UND  
VERGLEICHENDE LITERATURWISSENSCHAFTVERGLEICHENDE LITERATURWISSENSCHAFT
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