The Emergence of “National” Sciences in Imperial Context: Cultural Interdependence amid Political Conflicts
Nineteenth century Central Europe is characterized by growing importance of nationality as a primary identification. Growing tensions of toward acquiring own institutions, publishing more and more journals in vernacular languages, challenged the established hierarchies of the Empires. This tensions – more often than not turning into conflicts - seemingly disrupts circulation of knowledge within the empire, finally sealing the national communities centered on their scientific institutions and their language. So at least the common story.

In my paper I would like to challenge slightly this nation-centered view of the scientific life within the empires. While the growing tensions are occupying the first place in the history textbooks, I concentrate on the “hidden” exchange within the empires, places of contact and cooperation. On several examples I show how the Empire allowed and facilitated scientific careers for scholars, creating a milieu of opportunities that a national state did not. In the sense of entangled history, Central European empires shaped what is commonly called national science – imperial and transimperial careering being the most important factor in this process.
To substantiate my claim I will look at the three empires and mobility patterns of scholars. For the Habsburg Empire, the data covering university lecturers 1848-1918 enables to precisely show how the change of language of education at the universities Lviv, Cracow and Prague made centers shift, creating at those universities meetingplace for scholars with differing background instead of previously Vienna-centrism. But at the same time Vienna and the German language universities in general, remained vital for the education of generations of Czech and Polish scholars. Lacking career opportunities in Prague before 1882, Czech scholars were among founding fathers of Bulgarian science. The particular conditions of the Russian Empire were influential here as well: scholars coming from there helped to transfer Darwinism (Dybowski) or new ways of writing Ukrainian history (Hrushevshy). While the political conditions of the Russian Empire are often criticized for being restrictive against national movement, imperial entanglement facilitated here the growth of such movements as Darwinism, Polish positivism (Struve) or Ukrainian historiography (in its particular version as opposed to Ruthenian one); a number of university scholars from the empire worked later at the Czech and Polish universities. Notwithstanding political tensions in 1908, ‘Polish’ economic and cultural boycott of Prussia was explicitly to exclude scholarship. German Empire was seen as to important scientific center to prohibit exchange, even if at some times politicians proposed it.
With these examples in mind I propose to look at the empires beyond the tradition scheme of hegemon and subaltern – not excluding these categories, but consider empire-bound scientific exchanges as a factor which determined the shape of “national” sciences. 
