
In the conclusion, the authors state that Eichmann’s Central Office for Jewish Emigration, established
in summer 1938, planned forced emigration and deportation, while the Gestapo controlled the Jewish
community, punished individual Jews, issued anti-Jewish regulations, and organized the looting of assets
in Vienna (365). For the mass deportations of Austrian Jews to the occupied East, the authors emphasize
that Eichmann’s Central Office acted in close cooperation with the Vienna Gestapo. The Gestapo
arrested many escaped Jews and non-Jewish Austrians who helped them. They also organized the expro-
priation of Jewish belongings by creating unique offices for this purpose. In March 1945, Karl Ebner
reported to Himmler assets of one billion Reichsmarks for the Nazi State (201).

Challenging previous scholarly assumptions about Nazi society, the authors emphasize that the
Vienna Gestapo did not depend on denunciations for their fight against “enemies,” except for public
protest and so-called radio and economic crimes during the war. Illustrated by short case studies, the
authors describe Gestapo actions against Catholicism in Austria, including the seizure of property and
writings; the persecution of Freemasons; and the even harsher crackdown on Jehovah’s Witnesses.
With the help of a huge system of turncoat informants from the resistance milieu, often produced
by centrally legalized torture, the Gestapo dismantled resistance groups of all political colors. The
repression of communist resistance could be called their greatest success, according to the authors.
In 1943/44, after most organized resistance was squashed, 77 percent of all Gestapo arrests targeted
foreign forced laborers and Soviet POWs, whose resistance is still under-researched.

As in Germany, Austrian perpetrators rarely received severe punishments after the war. Although
many went to trial, they often got away with short sentences—not for their actual crimes but for being
illegal Nazi Party members before the annexation. When the Gestapo head Huber claimed that he had
helped Jews, the allies released him with a small fine and one year of probation. Supposedly, he had
executed his tasks “as fairly and reasonable as possible” and was not a supporter of Nazi ideology
(106). Some officers received more severe prison sentences but were released early.

Overall, the book provides an overview of the establishment, activities, and aftermath of this largest
regional Gestapo office, and it contains a useful bibliography. Unfortunately, excessive subtitles and the
repetition of facts hinder the flow of the text. Comparisons with available German Gestapo studies, for
example on Düsseldorf, could have helped this work, which often provides more description than anal-
ysis. There are some mistakes, such as the suggestion that the Reich Security Main Office existed dur-
ing the time of the annexation, though it was founded only in September 1939 (63). At times, available
literature on Austria could have prevented errors, such as the assertion that since summer 1939 Jews
were recruited for minimal paid forced labor (184); the program was born in Vienna and introduced
in the fall of 1938. Finally, it should be mentioned that Eichmann’s Central Office and the Gestapo
were not solely responsible for anti-Jewish policy in Austria: there were various actors initiating
discriminatory policies including municipalities, the Nazi Party, and Austrian ministries.
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Historians of science and technology have fixated upon newness and innovation, argues David
Edgerton, overlooking what a technology comes to mean once it becomes quotidian, widespread,
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and thus seemingly unremarkable (The Shock of the Old: Technology and Global History since 1900
[Oxford, 2007], ix–xi). It is precisely their ubiquity “in the lives of Czechoslovaks,” however, that
leads Felix Jeschke to examine how railways shaped “spatial and national identities” in interwar
Czechoslovakia (187). During this time, Československé státní dráhy (Czechoslovak State Railways,
ČSD) “routinely attracted the highest single portion of the [state] budget” (187). Moreover, the “aver-
age Czechoslovak” traveled a distance of 400 kilometers annually using the train (187). Focusing on a
technology that was over one century old allows Jeschke to show how nation-building was always a
“negotiation between the government and the population,” incorporating into his analysis the voices
of the multiple parties by then invested in the railways, such as government ministers, railway staff,
enraptured tourists, and disgruntled passengers (102). If a technology can shed light on some of the
techniques of and venues for nation-building, then a study of nationalism on and through
Czechoslovakia’s railways sheds light on the processes by which layers of ideologies, propounded by
various social groups, can attach themselves to a technology. Jeschke’s thoughtful and witty work
also proves valuable reading for historians of European integration, state-building processes, and mod-
ern East Central Europe.

The first chapter considers how interwar politicians, often based in Prague, sought to unify
Czechoslovak national space through railway infrastructure development. It focuses on major con-
struction projects in Slovakia to show how such attempts to create unity were inflected by paternalistic
rhetoric on the part of the Czech elites overseeing them. The second chapter finds similar dynamics in
state-sponsored attempts to promote tourism on Czechoslovakia’s railways. Investigating travelogues
written by those who set out to explore the easternmost reaches of the newly formed Czechoslovak
state, Jeschke finds “demi-orientalizing” rhetoric in lieu of a language of brotherly recognition (78).
While “Czechoslovaks did get to know their homeland by train,” he concludes, “the homeland they
discovered was not as unified as some had hoped. It was a complex, layered, and hierarchized geog-
raphy, whose Czech domination was, as it turned out, unsustainable” (94). If the first two chapters
focus above all on what were supposedly harmonious relations between “Slav brothers,” the third chap-
ter pinpoints Czech–German conflict on the railways, examining the highly publicized ejection of a
Czech passenger from a Deutsche Reichsbahn train—on Czechoslovak territory—following an
altercation with the conductor. Jeschke here shows the extent to which Czechoslovak ministers and
nationalist activists were and were not able to “territorialize” the interwar Czechoslovak state using rail-
way infrastructure (128). Next, Jeschke turns to station design, considering in the fourth chapter how
architecture could simultaneously promote the Czechoslovak state’s nationalizing and “cosmopolitan”
aspirations. Finally, in chapter 5, Jeschke examines how the roll-out of the state-of-the-art Slovenská
strela (“Slovak bullet”) train in 1936 highlighted, on the one hand, tensions in the increasingly belea-
guered project of Czechoslovakism and, on the other, successfully insisted upon the “modernity” of a
mode of transportation now over one hundred years old.

Iron Landscapes explores the relationship between Czech, Slovak, and Ruthenian travelers, writers,
and politicians with subtlety. While hierarchical and certainly paternalistic, Jeschke rejects the idea that
the relationship between Czech metropole and Slovak and Ruthenian periphery amounted to a colonial
one, arguing—with allusion to other travel writing produced around that time—that “Ruthenia was not
Czechoslovakia’s Congo. Its inhabitants were Slav brothers; they were romanticized and infantilized
but never depicted as savages” (78). By examining how the local press and nationalist politicians in
Slovakia interpreted the arrival of the railways, Jeschke shows how these constituencies were far
from voiceless (if routinely spoken over) in public debate, nuancing the picture that political histories
of nationalism in interwar Czechoslovakia that focus on parliamentary structures or the Prague-based
press can give.

The microhistory of patriotic Czech schoolteacher Josef Jireš’s rage against the German spoken
onboard a German-run train, leading to his ejection from the locomotive as it shunted through
Czechoslovak territory, is analyzed with incisiveness. If railways brought members of different national
communities into contact, then staffing, signage, and language-use could be employed by those admin-
istrating such infrastructure to favor the claims of one constituency over the other, exacerbating
national conflict (128). Through media coverage of dramatic incidents such as Jireš’s ejection, the
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terms of the national conflict in Czechoslovakia’s borderlands then came to “set the tone for the dis-
course in the country as a whole” (108). Events such as Jireš’s altercation derived their drama precisely
from the fact that they were not everyday occurrences, argues Jeschke (113). But the exceptionality of
Jireš’s case could be profitably underscored from another angle as well. Schoolteachers such as Jireš
were a distinct and perhaps even somewhat isolated group in interwar Czechoslovakia, argues Tara
Zahra, on account of their national zeal which far surpassed that of the rest of the state’s contempo-
raneous, “nationally indifferent” population (Kidnapped Souls: National Indifference and the Battle for
Children in the Bohemian Lands, 1900–1948 [Ithaca, 2008], 52–54).

Jeschke simultaneously reconstructs the First Czechoslovak Republic’s railways as a social and mate-
rial world. Newspaper articles detailing conflict on trains and travel accounts penned by passengers are
analyzed alongside the bricks and mortar of station buildings, signposts and the politics of the
languages they were written in, tunnels and other feats of infrastructural engineering, and the trains
themselves—from the ergonomics of their seating to the technical specifics of their horsepower.
By repeatedly bringing the railway’s material culture and the legislation and practices associated
with it into conversation, Jeschke shows how deeply one influenced the other. Ideology and
engineering combined to create Czechoslovakia’s interwar railway network. Jeschke duly understands
the railway as so much more than the sum of its rails and rolling stock.

It might seem strange to write a history of the railways just as the attention of Europe’s politicians,
scientists, and business elites turned to the roads and the skies, but relationships between old and new
technologies are not zero-sum: Czechoslovakia’s railways indeed entered a dynamic new phase of
motorization and development in a bid to see off precisely the threats posed by the motor age
(171). Showcasing the adaptation of an already widely diffused technology, and highlighting the
role played by its mass usership in its resignification, Jeschke moves against the direction of travel
of earlier histories, bringing his reader along for a most thought-provoking and entertaining ride.
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World War II is arguably the most studied event in human history and yet it still offers opportunities
to write a book on an important subject utilizing unexplored or barely explored primary sources.
This is certainly the case with Unlikely Allies by Paweł Markiewicz, which is based on archival
collections in Canada, Germany, Poland, Ukraine, the United Kingdom, and the United States not
to mention an impressive number of secondary sources in five languages. The monograph is a
study of “cooperation” (xiii) between two unequal groups of political actors, German occupiers
(administration officials, Gestapo, SS) and Ukrainian nationalists (Banderites, Melnykites, and others),
in the General Government created by Nazi Germany out of defeated Poland in 1939. Partially, this
relationship was channeled through a special organization created by the Ukrainian side with
German approval—the Ukrainian Central Committee (UCC), headed by a famous Ukrainian geogra-
pher Volodymyr Kubijovyč (spelled Kubiiovych in the text). Both are the focus of the book. The
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