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A smorgasbord of print: the development of scholarly publishing 
in the Swedish humanities, c. 1840–1880
Isak Hammar

Department of History, Lund University, Lund, Sweden

ABSTRACT  
This article traces publishing patterns in the Swedish humanities between 
1840 and 1880; a period characterized by a new publishing regime yet 
bridging two dominant publication forms, the dissertation, and the 
disciplinary journal. Using the prominent historian Wilhelm Erik 
Svedelius as an entry point, the article charts how scholars in the 
humanities navigated the publishing landscape in a more diverse era in 
European historiography, before the advent of disciplinary platforms for 
research and boundary work. The article demonstrates that Svedelius 
and his contemporaries used a plethora – or smorgasbord – of formats 
and hybrid genres; learned journals, transactions, yearbooks, and 
commercial printers that together formed an ephemeral ecosystem 
shared across the humanities. In this pre- or semi-professional system, 
neither platforms nor formats were guarantors of epistemic value and 
forgotten genres such as printed speeches or biographies provided the 
opportunity to express scholarly tradecraft, evaluated by the 
community on the basis of their ‘scientific’ quality.
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For I have written a great many things.
The memoirs of W.E. Svedelius, 1889

… , his writing proceeded with such a speed, that one might very well call it restless.
Obituary over W.E. Svedelius, 1889

1. Introduction

In 1888, retired professor Wilhelm Erik Svedelius (1816–1889) published a paper in Historisk tid-
skrift [Historical Journal] entitled ‘On Historical Science and Historical Studies.’1 Dealing with the 
burning question of what it took to be a professional historian, it was his first and only publication 
in what had at that time become the historical discipline’s main national scholarly journal.2 Around 
the same time as in several other European countries, Sweden had seen its own historical journal 
established in 1881 and similar in function to such titles as Revue historique and the English Histori-
cal Review it was fast becoming instrumental in the forging of a robust scientific community for 
Swedish historians.3 Svedelius’ contribution to the journal was the last work he published before 
he died and he was, as a testament to his inclusion in the Swedish inner circle of academic histor-
ians, lauded in an obituary in the very next issue.4
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In the years that followed, Sweden seems to fit nicely into a general European pattern, where 
newly founded scholarly journals spearheaded professionalization of several disciplines in the 
humanities. Less scholarly attention has been given to the era directly preceding this phase of con-
solidation, when academic print culture in Europe was more diverse and uncertain. In this article, I 
will trace publishing patterns in the Swedish humanities between c. 1840 and 1880; four decades 
characterized by a new publishing regime yet bridging two dominant publication forms, the disser-
tation, and the disciplinary journal. Directing our attention to what came before the disciplinary 
journals, Svedelius’ career is particularly informative since he with the aforementioned article at 
the tail end of his publication oeuvre, took an active part in both these relatively distinct phases 
of publishing history.5 In addition, he left an extended autobiographical account that elaborated 
on his own strategies in this changing publishing landscape. As a leading representative of his 
field, he thus provides a rewarding case for tracing the coordinates by which a generation of scholars 
navigated this developmental yet formative phase, during which time, there was added pressure on 
professors to prove their skill in research but as of yet no standardized platforms for disciplinary 
research.6 The publishing landscape, in short, was in a state of flux, presenting scholars with the 
question of how best to navigate the increasing pressure to prove their merit.7 My aim is to discover 
the strategies employed by scholars in order to get their works published, tracking the use of par-
ticular formats or genres and their position in an infrastructure of scholarly print.

The academic world Svedelius entered into still relied heavily on the dissertation, often written in 
Latin, as the premier outlet for printed communication of academic knowledge.8 In contrast, in the 
decades following his retirement, scholarly journals sprung up all over Europe as well as in other 
parts of the world, serving both as a reliable infrastructure that enabled knowledge to be circulated 
across different audiences and as arenas were disciplinary boundaries, ideals and identities could be 
negotiated.9 As a case in point, the title of the paper, ‘On Historical Science and Historical Studies’ 
exemplified the kind of boundary work that these journals now provided a forum for.10 In addition, 
journals set methodological standards via book reviews and dictated the scope of scholarly inquiry 
by accepting or rejecting contributions.11 Finally, obituaries such as the one awarded Svedelius put 
the scholarly persona into focus, detailing how character traits and virtues coalesced to forge trust-
worthy scholars and provide reliable knowledge.12

As will become clear, Sweden displays both similarities and variations to such preceding, tenta-
tive, pre- or semi-professional phases in other countries as scholars arrived at the relatively firm 
format of the journal by trying alternative routes of publishing. More specifically, the prevalence 
and characteristics of learned, proto-scholarly periodicals varied as did the consideration scholars 
in the humanities showed them. While limited opportunities were offered by some European uni-
versities and commercial printers, national – and regional – settings differed. By focusing on the 
interim ecosystem that emerged in Sweden during the decades leading up to the introduction of 
disciplinary journals, my aim is to fixate one such elusive phase and its ecosystem for scholarly pub-
lishing, thereby also expanding a more general narrative of the role played by academic print in the 
humanities beyond the country’s borders. As I will demonstrate, the framework for scholarly pub-
lications during this phase was both ephemeral and non-hierarchical in character, with scholars 
habitually looking to a written specimen’s ‘scientific’ quality rather than the format or publication 
channel in order to judge its epistemic value.13 In particular, I want to draw attention to the 
inherent pluralism of publishing that followed this creed, but also how the ecology hinged on for-
mats and genres of scholarly publishing whose importance later diminished.

2. Wilhelm Erik Svedelius and the Swedish publication landscape

If the disciplinary journals are fairly well integrated in the general narrative of European professio-
nalization of academia, scholarship on the publication practices before the advent of journals is pat-
chy at best. To recover this epistemic ecosystem as it developed in Sweden, I will use the career, 
practices, and publication oeuvre of Svedelius as my entry point. However, as I will show, scholarly 
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publishing during this time frame was dependent on collaboration across the humanities. In order 
to fully grasp the publishing landscape c. 1840–1880, it will therefore be necessary to involve not 
only Svedelius’ contemporaries in history but also representatives of other disciplines. While 
departing from the intellectual milieu of Swedish academia, the significance of how Svedelius 
and several of his colleagues understood and cultivated scholarly publications will hopefully 
serve to open up a larger vista of inquiry into the historical underpinnings of publishing in the 
humanities. As the writing of history, philosophy and linguistics developed into a profession during 
the nineteenth century, the early sites of these practices merit historiographical interest. One aspect 
of professionalization, as Porciani and Raphael has argued, was the replacing of old formats by new 
ones, geared to serve the needs of the new vocation.14 As the case of Sweden shows, the learned 
journals catering to the humanities scholar at large, was challenged by the disciplinary journal 
addressing a specialized historian or philologist. But it would be a mistake to believe transform-
ations into new formats happened overnight or that old formats, genres or audiences were aban-
doned instantly. Instead, useful questions include where scholarly prowess was demonstrated 
and boundary work negotiated before disciplinary journals entered the scene.

The fact that his most active years in academia lacked a disciplinary platform did not prevent 
William Erik Svedelius from having a distinguished career, proof of which was his membership 
in all three of Sweden’s Royal academies. In 1856, he was appointed professor of history at Lund 
University, only to return to his alma mater Uppsala University in 1862 after he secured a presti-
gious chair in political science (The Johan Skytte Professorship of Eloquence and Government), a pos-
ition he held until he retired in 1881. Nor did it keep him from publishing research or negotiate 
disciplinary standards. Still, his published oeuvre is pluralistic and arguably challenging to fully 
grasp from a modern viewpoint. In this pluralism, found also in the careers and practices of his 
peers in the humanities as a whole, we can uncover attitudes towards publishing both diverging 
from and aligning with twentieth century standards. Nevertheless, we will do well not to simplify 
this development nor to force our own concerns or preconceptions about the epistemological qual-
ities of various scholarly formats on its different phases.15

Although providing exact numbers of publications is challenging as a result of the widespread 
practice to reformat and republish scholarly works, Svedelius published around sixty texts over 
the span of his career, including dissertations, monographs, articles, essays, educational material, 
and academic biographies. In particular, he was fond of the printed speech, produced in ‘such a 
number, that you could almost say that he scattered them about’ according to his obituary in His-
torisk tidskrift.16 Like most of his contemporaries, international as well as national, he also partook 
in the reviewing of scholarly books.

More important than the number of publications is the fact that the bulk of his written accom-
plishments were published between two dominant scholarly formats. Compared to his predecessor 
at Lund University, Ebbe Bring, the last in the line of history professors at Lund to rely on the 
printed dissertation as his more or less only publication channel, the variety of both outlets and 
genres on Svedelius’ record is certainly noteworthy. In contrast, serving as a good example of 
how quickly the next generation of scholars grew accustomed to relying on disciplinary journals, 
Simon J. Boëthius (1850–1924), appointed professor of history at Uppsala the same year that Sve-
delius died, and later, like Svedelius, Professor Skytteanus of eloquence and government, contrib-
uted original work to Historisk tidskrift almost every year between 1884 and 1892. Keeping the 
changing and still porous confines of a what constituted an article in mind, Boëthius published 
approximately four times as many original contributions to journals as Svedelius.

Around this time, publishing was clearly becoming more important in the humanities. In Sve-
delius’ above-mentioned obituary in Historisk tidskrift, written by his successor Oscar Alin (1846– 
1900), his oeuvre and publishing habits were a distinct part of his legacy, embedded in the portrait 
offered readers of the journal. Although Svedelius in many ways embodied a traditional ideal of pro-
found learnedness, Latin eloquence, oratorical talent and aptitude for teaching, he was also said to 
pursue his writing at times in an almost ‘restless’ manner and a large number of his contributions 
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were listed and characterized in positive terms.17 Adding to this legacy, Alin made sure to stress the 
fact that this ‘astonishing’ productivity when it came to written scholarship never resulted in 
‘rushed work,’ and that his accomplishments as an author were all the more impressive when con-
sidering that writing always came second to Svedelius’ duties as a teacher. That Svedelius was able to 
achieve such productivity, despite his commitment to his students, was in turn explained by his 
conviction that such tireless efforts were his duty, a sentiment the obituary claimed to be a corner-
stone of his character from an early age.18 The portrayal of Svedelius as a productive author can be 
taken as an example of how disciplinary journals quickly became instruments for chiselling out 
common templates of what it meant and took to be a scholar, as well as the importance of publi-
cations within them.19

It is, however, not just Svedelius’ list of publications or his standing in the community of scholars 
that offer guidance when considering the conditions for publishing at the time. Indeed, we are for-
tunate that the historian left a record of his own views on his scholarly writings, productivity (or 
lack thereof) and choice of outlet when, towards the end of his life, he set himself the task of writing 
an autobiography. In this posthumously published, and ostensibly widely read work, Anteckningar 
om mitt förflutna lif [‘Notes on my bygone life’], he described in great detail the conditions he faced 
while in different phases of his academic career.20 Clearly, it was important to Svedelius not be seen 
as ‘idle’ [overksam], or in a more humorous turn of phrase, an ‘academic slowpoke’ [akademisk 
sölkorf] and thus his publications were an important part of these recollections that he intended 
for a broader audience.21 His ambitions in this regard, so far as we can guess them, warrants cus-
tomary caution. He was not, nor presented himself to be, a neutral observer. In addition, by the time 
he put his memories to print, expectations on scholars to produce had no doubt likely become more 
pronounced. Yet, his personal involvement in issues of scholarly publication is instructive, his 
memoirs providing us with a useful starting point from where to pursue a larger view of publishing 
in this tentative phase. From there, we can expand our optics, zooming out from Svedelius to his 
generation of historians, and from history as a discipline to the humanities as a field of knowledge.

3. International framing c. 1840–1880

The decades of relative uncertainty in regard to publication practices that Svedelius provides us with 
a vantage point to explore corresponds to similar tentative phases in other countries, in and beyond 
Europe at around roughly the same time. Nevertheless, providing the larger picture of international 
comparison is not without its challenges, as a myriad of publication forms, outlets and traditions 
tend to obscure a bird’s eye view. What may have counted as a respectable periodical format featur-
ing scholarly topics in one country, could well have been of little consequence to the community of 
scholars in another, as genres, financing and audience are all intangible factors to be considered, 
making concrete comparisons difficult. In addition, many forms of periodical print were short 
lived and regional.

Bearing this in mind, Svedelius was far from alone in having to actively deal with new expec-
tations on scholarly publishing. From 1850 onwards, around the time when history, to follow 
James Turner, ‘began to vie for academic gravitas,’ profound changes to academic culture were 
being implemented, albeit at varying pace in different countries.22 Key aspects of these develop-
ments were the state’s growing interest in scientific research, the specialization of scholarship 
and the professionalization of academic staff.23 There is at the outset no reason to believe that Scan-
dinavia took a radically different route towards professionalization, nor that the disciplinary jour-
nals played a less substantial role.24 In Sweden, a milestone was reached with the new regulations of 
higher education issued in 1852, which stated that scientific skill should henceforth be the sole aca-
demic merit for hiring professors, a creed later strengthened in 1876 when also peer evaluation 
became a mandatory part of this process. Although Robert Townsend has cautioned against overly 
simplistic narratives of professionalization and brought attention to the lingering importance of ‘a 
broader set of professional practices’ extending beyond academic departments, the importance of 

4 I. HAMMAR



publications to showcase ‘scientific scholarship’ grew as a result of these changes, both in Sweden 
and in other countries, in time becoming, in the words of William Clark, ‘the sine qua non of aca-
demic capital.’25

What seems clear is that until roughly the two final decades of the nineteenth century, European 
academic print culture was far less synchronized than what later became the case. While a few Euro-
pean countries had ventured more specialized journals in history even before the period in ques-
tion, including the Belgian Messager des sciences historiques (1832) and the French Bibliothèque 
de l’École des Chartes (1839), some countries had to wait until the early decades of the twentieth 
century before they had a historical journal of their own. Expanding our question to include the 
humanities in general, the picture becomes even more chaotic. In part, this is because of the change-
able characteristics of so-called learned journals, that is periodicals with a more general, even eclec-
tic scope but which nevertheless drew the interest of amateurs and professionals alike, such as the 
Edinburgh Review, the Revue des deux mondes and Göttingische Gelehrte Anzeigen. In addition, as 
noted by Pim Den Boer, there were also hundreds of local journals in France alone where history 
could be discussed and as Floris Solleveld points out, the number of learned journals in the early 
decades of the century ‘runs in the thousands,’ although far from this number would be part of 
the repertoire of the average scholar.26 At the same time, some early journals were more focused 
on publishing sources than original scholarship, such as the Austrian Der österreichische Geschichts-
forscher and Archiv für Österreichische Geschichte or the Italian Archivio storico Italiano but in some 
cases, as the publication landscape continued to evolve, titles that started as a collection of sources 
could also become increasingly specialized as the century progressed.27

To illustrate national variations, we can point to the fact that at the time when Svedelius began to 
develop his tradecraft in dissertations in the 1840s, the neighbouring Denmark had already 
launched a historical journal and by the time of his death 1889, Finland was still lacking one. At 
around the midpoint of Svedelius’ career, the paragon of scholarly inspiration for Sweden, 
Germany, had, in the words of Margaret Stieg taken ‘a quantum leap forward’ with the publication 
of the first issue of the Historische Zeitschrift in 1859.28 But the success of the groundbreaking jour-
nal had been preceded by two short-lived attempts, the Historisch-Politische Zeitschrift, founded in 
1832 by Leopold von Ranke and the Zeitschrift für Geschichtswissenschaft which ran between 1844 
and 1848. In the meantime, Doris Goldstein has argued that British historians lacked any journals of 
such scholarly ambition as Historische Zeitschrift prior to the English Historical Review in 1886, 
although the decade-long attempts to get a journal running has been well documented and provides 
a telling case study of the competing aims and incentives that historians had to maneuver during the 
era in question.29

In order to provide a more detailed and concrete picture of the conditions for publishing during 
this period, I will draw on the publication oeuvres of individuals that belonged to Svedelius’ gen-
eration, scholars that could no longer rely on the dissertation as a publication channel, nor had 
access to a disciplinary journal for the bulk of their careers.30 Instructive examples for comparison 
can not only be found in history, but also in both classical and modern languages, as well as literary 
history and aesthetics.31 Collectively, they highlight that the existing (if highly tenuous) infrastruc-
tures for publications during the decades in question were shared across – and in many cases 
beyond – the humanities.32

4. Dissertations

When Svedelius was a young scholar, the main – and in some cases only – strategy for publishing 
what he referred to as ‘works of a scientific character’ was to make use of the dissertation.33 At a 
time when the market for academic literature was, according to Svedelius, so small that he 
would have had to approach commercial publishers ‘as a proletarian hat in hand,’ it had one 
huge advantage – it was free.34 As part of an older European tradition of erudition, dissertations 
were initially written supplements to the oral examinations for students who wished to receive 
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an academic degree. But the growing impetus for academic staff to demonstrate their skill in 
research ostensibly pressured the system into becoming a publication outlet. Svedelius published 
three full-length treatises as dissertations between 1840 and 1851, the first two in Latin and the 
third in Swedish. In his memoirs, Svedelius described how, since there was no expectation that 
the student had written the dissertation upon which the examination was based, there had over 
time arisen an opportunity for those inhabiting the role of chair of the proceedings (also known 
as praeses) – a professor, adjunct or instructor (docent)– to publish as many and as lengthy scholarly 
texts as one could muster when presiding over examinations.35 Having himself served as praeses as a 
young scholar, Svedelius called it a ‘rotten old convention,’ enabling academic staff to have their 
own writings published free of charge at the expense of the responding student, works, he 
added, that would otherwise remain unpublished.36 It was even, he noted, possible to print entire 
books in the form of a dissertation. As it happens, he did so himself, thus clearly reaping the benefits 
of the system he later criticized. Between 1849 and 1851, at the time he was adjunct and therefore in 
need of scholarly merits, he published a dissertation written in an astonishing 46 parts, and accord-
ingly defended by 46 different respondents. The topic had at that time already been the subject of 
both a prize essay (prisskrift) – a work that Svedelius had been sent to the Swedish Academy win-
ning its ‘grand prize’ for best scholarly effort – and a journal article Svedelius had published in 1842. 
Svedelius obviously considered the dissertation to be one of his publications (it was later printed in 
its entirety under his name), noting that because it was written in Swedish, he got an extended read-
ership and that people approached him for a copy as a result of the fact that dissertations were not 
customarily sold in book shops.37

Up until the middle of the century, the custom ensured that scholars could publish their writ-
ings within a framework provided by the universities. By way of example, the influential historian 
Fredrik Ferdinand (F.F.) Carlson (1811–1887), who incidentally in 1881 had, as the first president 
of the Swedish Historical Association, the honour of publishing the very first article in its new 
platform Historisk tidskrift, published three dissertations in Latin in the 1830s and 1840s. But 
in the following decades, this arrangement, brought on by new expectations of what it meant 
to be a scholar, was failing. A generation later, the previously mentioned Boëthius, only produced 
the one dissertation mandatory as part of his examination (1877). It was written in Swedish and 
published by a commercial publisher the following year. The regulations of 1852 was part of the 
new regime that undermined the age-old tradition, referred to by Svedelius as a ‘taxation’ placed 
on the student for the benefit of their teachers, but it was also ill-suited to accommodate increas-
ing pressures to publish scholarly work.38 Moreover, demands that the dissertation should be 
written by the student effectively undermined its use as a publication outlet for more senior scho-
lars.39 Thus, those keen to make a name for themselves had to look outside the universities for 
other options.

5. The learned journals 1840–1880

Prior to having their own disciplinary journals, historians, philologists, literary scholars, and phi-
losophers both contributed to and edited what might be categorized as either learned, ‘proto-scho-
larly,’ as suggested by Claus Møller Jørgensen, or even ‘proto-disciplinary’ journals.40 Considering 
the importance disciplinary journals would gain around the turn of the century as vehicles for 
showcasing scholarly skill and developing the identities of both disciplines and scholars, their fore-
runners is an apt place to start sketching the publication landscape prior to their introduction, as 
prototypes for journals like Historisk tidskrift. Despite this salient role for the later developments of 
professionalization, their scope and role in the learned world at large are, as pointed out by Floris 
Solleveld, ‘an underexplored topic.’41

Of course, commercial periodicals with a focus on, in one form or another, the learned contri-
butions of scholars were not an invention of the nineteenth century, although that is when they 
acquired several of their modern recognizable features.42 By now it’s well known that the history 
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of the journal traces back to Journal des sçavans and Philosophical Transactions, both created in 
1665.43 With this longer lineage in mind however, Anne Goldgar has still characterized journals 
as ‘a new and different way of conducting business in the Republic of Letters’ during the eighteenth 
century, intensifying and multiplying the ‘circulation of information.’44 It was, as Chad Wellmon 
has pointed out, the development of print technology that made scholarly knowledge ‘manageable, 
accessible, and available,’ thus ensuring a consolidation of the learned world.45 With a focus on 
reviews and overviews of new literature as a way to keep scholars informed of international devel-
opments in their fields, the prominence of learned journals continued to grow during the nine-
teenth century, becoming increasingly academically oriented.46 Pim Den Boer notes that general 
journals such as Revue des deux mondes and Le Correspondent had their fair share of historical sub-
jects and were considered prestigious, as were the Edinburgh Review and Quarterly Review in 
Britain.47

In 1841, Svedelius was invited to join the editorial board of a newly launched journal called Frey: 
tidskrift för vetenskap och konst [tr. Journal for science and art]. Fellow historians FF Carlson, men-
tioned above, and Robert Mauritz Bowallius (1817–1902) were also part of a more informal group 
of editors, together with several literary historians and orientalists. In his memoirs, Svedelius expli-
citly connects the role played by periodicals such as Frey around the middle of the century to the 
dominant publishing practice of the previous era. More than just an opportunity for him and his 
peers to publish their work, Svedelius described Frey as an attempt to create ‘a way out’ of the 
dependance of dissertations.48 For him, the journal presented such an opportunity at an early 
stage of his career, before having secured his first academic position as adjunct. Frey provided 
him with the platform to publish four historical papers and numerous lengthier reviews that also 
connected him to the historical and scholarly community at large.

An obvious characteristic that separated Frey and other journals of that era from later plat-
forms like Historisk tidskrift was not only their disciplinary inclusiveness but also a diversity in 
terms of both form and content. This eclecticism, which could be found in similar publications 
in other counties, stemmed in part from a scarcity of material and in part from commercial con-
siderations and Swedish learned journals in their effort to find an audience frequently combined 
scholarly with more generally oriented or literary texts. In that sense, the learned journal encap-
sulated the ideal of general erudition associated with the previous century, rather than foresha-
dowed the approaching specialization of science. Accompanying research-based papers dealing 
with a specific scholarly topic or problem were learned overviews, as well as essays on present- 
day issues such as educational reform or the state of the universities. Subject matter ranged 
from ‘On the Origin and Development of Italian Poetry,’ to ‘Notes on Prehistoric Flora,’ and 
‘Women in Ancient Greece.’

Predictably, these papers did not adhere to any uniform standard in regard to form, scope, or 
degree of specialization. Some, like Svedelius, quoted sources and used footnotes with reference 
to both primary sources and secondary scholarship but it was far from a pervasive ideal. Typically, 
a volume of Frey (separated over several issues) contained 5–10 of these academic papers of diverse 
character, 60–80 reviews of new literature and intermittently short notices on academic events, 
meetings, and job appointments, indicating that the journal, although open to the public, was 
geared towards the scholarly community.

There was a range of learned journals available to historians in the period 1840–1880, many of 
them sharing Frey’s characteristics, their transdisciplinary wide-ranging scope illustrated by titles 
such as Svensk tidskrift för litteratur, politik och ekonomi [tr. Swedish journal for literature, politics 
and economy] or Nordisk tidskrift för vetenskap, konst och industri [tr. Nordic journal for science, 
art and industry] and Nordisk tidskrift för politik, ekonomi och litteratur [tr. Nordic journal for poli-
tics, economy and literature]. The lion’s share of topics in these titles were easily traced to university 
disciplines, although not every author was a professional academic per se. Furthermore, humanists 
shared these platforms also with scholars from the natural sciences.49 This was particularly true of 
the pan-Scandinavian journal Nordisk universitets-tidskrift [tr. Nordic university journal] which 
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featured, next to papers from historians, literary scholars, philologist, philosophers and theologians, 
also articles on botany, chemistry, zoology, and astronomy. In general, the journals seem to have 
envisioned a Scandinavian, rather than a pure Swedish scholarly audience.

None of these titles ever became a preferred outlet for any specific scholarly discipline. In the 
period, 1840–1880, Swedish historians employed a dozen different learned journals, including 
the ones mentioned above, to publish their work. Carl Gustaf Malmström (1822–1912), professor 
at Uppsala University between 1877 and 1882, published articles in Frey, Svensk tidskrift and Nor-
disk universitets-tidskrift; and Clas Theodor Odhner (1836–1904), professor at Lund University 
between 1871 and 1887, published eleven historical papers between 1860 and 1880 in seven different 
journals.

By way of comparison, classical philologists Christian Cavallin (1831–1890), professor of Greek 
language and literature between 1875 and 1890, and Albert T. Lysander (1822–1890), professor of 
Latin between 1962 and 1890, both at Lund University, navigated the same landscape. Cavallin, who 
published three articles in Tidskrift för philologi and paedagogik [tr. Journal for philology and peda-
gogy], also had contributions in Nordisk universitets-tidskrift, Nordisk tidskrift för vetenskap, konst 
och industri, Pedagogisk Tidskrift [tr. Pedagogical Journal], Svensk tidskrift (by that time renamed 
Ny Svensk tidskrift or The New Swedish Journal) while also debating the new Bible translation in 
several issues of Teologisk tidskrift [Theological journal].

Both Cavallin and Lysander also contributed papers to the Yearbook that Lund University had 
started in 1864 in an attempt to create a scholarly outlet, with one section dedicated to the huma-
nities, theology and law and one to medicine and the natural sciences. In Uppsala, such a Yearbook 
had been launched in 1861 with a specific section for philosophy, linguistics, and history. The first 
year F.F. Carlson contributed the first article on history, followed by an article by philosopher 
Sigurd Ribbing and one by philologist Carl Säve.

With only a handful of articles being published each year, the role of the University Yearbooks 
for the ecology of scholarly print in the humanities was relatively limited. They were supplemented 
by the three Royal academies, which had also realized the value of their own annual publication 
series. For the humanities, these mainly consisted of printed versions of speeches, and they were 
not open to just any scholar. For Svedelius, however, the transactions of the Swedish Academy 
(Svenska akademiens handlingar) proved a valuable platform, wherein he published one of his 
first efforts, the prize-winning work mentioned above, and later, as a member of the academy, 
no less than eight of their recurring biographical eulogies – one of which was delivered at his 
own inauguration. In addition, the transactions of the Royal Swedish Academy of Letters, History 
and Antiquities, published Svedelius’ inauguration speech, and the Royal Academy of Sciences his 
biography of one of its deceased members.

Even if they signalled the growing realization that Swedish scholarship was in need of new plat-
forms, neither the yearbooks nor the transactions offered dependable channels for scholarly com-
munication. The learned journals, however, did provide some much-needed scaffolding for the 
epistemic ecosystem. Although dependent on the interest of a general audience they were to a 
large degree controlled by an extended scholarly community. However, that meant that they also 
hinged on the commitment of scholars to perform editing duties and provide journal content. 
Clearly, they were commercially difficult ventures and generally short-lived. As a result, they 
were also an unpredictable infrastructure for scholarly publishing. In his memoirs, Svedelius men-
tioned that there was never much interest in sending in manuscripts to Frey nor were the public 
particularly eager to spend their money on academic writings. In 1850, after a 10-year run, it 
died of what Svedelius referred to as ‘natural causes.’50 Commenting on the editorial challenges, 
Svedelius put his finger on an apparent paradox of the era; on the one hand there was a need for 
scholars to create and curate outlets for their publications, but on the other, the journals were in 
constant need of content, much of which was in fact provided by the editorial board and in 
some cases their relatives and friends.

8 I. HAMMAR



6. Editorial commitments

Learned journals gave scholars a chance to publish their research gratis, but in turn their existence 
depended on the unpaid labour of the scholarly community. Publishing and editorial commitments 
went hand in hand.51 As a case in point, Svedelius’ only scholarly articles between 1840 and 1880 
were the ones he published as part of the editorial board of Frey. His colleagues employed the same 
strategy of using the platforms readily available to them as editors or members of the editorial 
boards. So too did German historians and natural scientists. Heinrich von Treitschke for instance 
made use of the fact that he was editor of Preussische Jahrbücher and made it his preferred publi-
cation outlet, and the Swedish chemist Jöns Jacob Berzelius (1779–1848) edited several journals that 
provided him space for his own works.52 In fact, this practice did not disappear with the introduc-
tion of disciplinary journals; to a large degree, articles in the early years of the American Historical 
Review were likewise submitted by members of the editorial board.53

Gabriele Lingelbach has pointed out that editors of historical journals ‘effectively set the stan-
dards of quality’ simply by accepting or rejecting submitted articles.54 For the Swedish learned, 
proto-disciplinary journals during this period however, this gatekeeping function was no doubt 
mitigated by the above-mentioned fact that, as Svedelius recalled, scholars weren’t exactly ‘itching’ 
to write, and that he heard the editors of Frey often complaining of the lack of written works to fill 
the journal.55 Policing scholarly boundaries was more likely to occur in the form of reviews, for 
which the editors took a large responsibility. Recognized as a central part of disciplinary formation, 
Sjang Ten-Hagen has recently posited that ‘book reviewing has generally involved the implemen-
tation of scholarly and scientific norms, including epistemic virtues and vices.’56 As often noted, an 
important rationale for the emergence of journals were to supply overviews and reviews of new 
scholarly literature. Indeed, while shorter papers could be published as off-print, the scholarly 
review was one genre that the journal was best suited to provide.

Members of editorial boards were expected to contribute reviews. Although Svedelius claimed 
that he would have preferred not to, citing his disinterest in the ‘literary quarrel’ they risked pro-
voking, he was assigned books to review by his main editor.57 His trepidations notwithstanding, he 
published nine reviews for the journal, and judging by the fact that he chose to not only include but 
also evaluate them in his memoirs, pointing to some reviews them as ‘somewhat better’ than the 
rest, their value was far from negligible. The scholarly review as an arena for boundary work is 
exemplified in several of his reviews pertaining to different volumes in a magisterial work on Swed-
ish history written by Anders Fryxell (1795–1881), a historian of considerable renown in Sweden. 
Svedelius recalls that, despite his insignificant standing in the scholarly community at the time, he 
dared to ‘be of another opinion’ than Fryxell, which resulted in what he referred to as ‘a small 
polemic’ between the two.58 In the first of his reviews of Fryxell, albeit delivered in a courteous 
tone, Svedelius remarked upon aspects of scholarly tradecraft, such as the use (and underuse) of 
sources and citations, source criticism, and the ability of other scholars to evaluate the claims pre-
sented.59 Fryxell responded to Svedelius’ criticisms in Frey, professing that the ‘humane’ and ‘scien-
tific’ manner in which the reviews had been written, made it his duty to respond, noting also that 
while mild-mannered in tone, Svedelius’ critique of his lack of citations, were in reality harsh criti-
cism aimed at his credibility as a historian, of which he saw the need to protest.60 In his memoir, 
Svedelius downplayed the altercation, even placing some of the blame on his editor who ‘who told 
me what to write, and thusly I wrote.’61

Regardless, writing reviews not only filled the need of the editor, nor of the scholarly commu-
nity trying handle the deluge of new books.62 As illustrated by the ‘altercation’ between Svedelius 
and Fryxell, they presented an opportunity to establish your place in that community before the 
advents of disciplinary platforms. In addition, the review section offered scholars a recurring 
opportunity to showcase their scholarly prowess. With a hybridity of their own, reviews in 
learned journals tended to go beyond summary or critical judgment, at times bordering on orig-
inal scholarship.63
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7. Scholarly print beyond learned journals

If learned journals, as Svedelius suggested, had difficulty finding content, one of the reasons was 
likely due to the fact that not every scholar found it necessary to make use of them as platforms 
for their scholarly output. The journal article, in other words, was hardly mandatory for a successful 
career in academia at the time.64 The contemporary of Svedelius, Carlsson, Odhner and Mal-
mström, Sven Fromhold Hammarstrand (1821–1889), professor of history at Uppsala University 
from 1882, never published a historical paper in a journal, learned or disciplinary.65 Similarly, sev-
eral of Cavallin’s and Lysander’s colleagues in philology showed little interested in partaking in the 
journal infrastructure.

Journal articles made up a small part also in Svedelius’ list of publications – six in total and only 
four during 1840–1880 – which included monograph-length treatises, a variety of shorter printed 
works, papers based on lectures, educational textbooks, speeches stemming from a number of 
different situations, and biographies that captured the lives and times of scholars, politicians, 
and historical actors (in themselves often delivered as speeches). Although there was considerable 
individualism in the publishing oeuvres of scholars in the humanities between 1840 and 1880, they 
often contained such a smorgasbord of different types of publications and offprints. While unsur-
prising given the tenuous structures of publishing as well as the gradual introduction of a new 
regime for publishing, the pluralism should not be seen as random or insignificant to the publi-
cation landscape. What might at first glance be mistaken for non-scholarly print, closer inspection 
reveals to be prevalent nodes in the epistemic ecosystem that also laced the different disciplines of 
the humanities closely together. In particular, printed speeches and biographies – the hybrid genre 
that was Svedelius’ particular forte – not only stemmed from the ritualistic framework of the scho-
larly community, with its focus on oratory and membership in the academies, but often bespoke its 
virtues and boundaries via the commemoration of academic skills and moral character that its 
deceased members exemplified. Certainly, they showcased the author’s esteem and proficiency as 
an orator, but they could also be valid manifestations of the abilities expected from a researcher.

These parameters all became visible when Svedelius was installed in the Royal Swedish Academy 
of Letters, History and Antiquities in 1859. Although about to be included in the scholarly elite in 
Sweden, Svedelius worried over that fact that he was expected to deliver not just any pro forma cel-
ebratory speech at the ceremony, but a ‘scientific treatise’ [vetenskaplig afhandling], ‘a ‘special work’ 
based on learned research on a specific topic.’66 After much pondering, he decided to use a topic 
from his lectures, reworked based on more extensive archival research. His efforts resulted in a 
paper – of which he read part at his ceremony – later published in the transactions of the academy 
and, in the same year, as an offprint with a commercial publisher. The treatise was 178 pages long 
and 15 years after his death described as a ‘very good depiction of an important phase’ in Swedish 
history.67 Svedelius himself was more modest, calling it a well-written thesis, yet expounding a 
rather limited degree of learnedness.68

It was a crucial aspect of their value that biographies and speeches in many cases involved ardu-
ous scholarly work. Providing just one example, Odhner’s biographical essay over the eighteenth 
century politican Ulrik Scheffer (1716–1799) was given its own review in Historisk tidskrift in 
1893 with the reviewer reminding the reader that these biographies had developed from eulogies 
into ‘scientific treatises,’69 bringing to mind how dissertations had previously morphed into a chan-
nel for circulating scholarship. In the same journal’s biography of Svedelius, it was remarked that 
Svedelius habitually wrote his extensive biographies in a way that they were ‘not only a commem-
oration, but a real representation of the era’70 and when Simon J. Boëthius gave a speech about Sve-
delius (later printed), he found that ‘the biographic monograph,’ was the ‘domain of historical 
writing’ in which Svedelius had achieved ‘true greatness as an historian’ and the ‘form of historical 
authorship’ where he had offered his greatest contribution to ‘the young mind’ as his historical 
speeches were so often delivered before the student body.71 It was fitting then that, after Svedelius’ 
death, his successor in the Royal Swedish Academy provided a detailed biography of the deceased 
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historian’s entire life in his introduction speech, which in the printed version was more than a 100 
pages long.72

Another tangible node supplementing what little infrastructure the learned community could 
provide at the time were the commercial printers, used by scholars either to find additional outlets 
(and perhaps sources of income) for previously published works or as their first choice. This route 
was unreliable for ‘no name authors’ and would sometimes require the writer to bear the costs.73

Having saved up money for the purpose of getting published ‘no matter the cost,’ Svedelius recalls 
his surprise when he in 1853 through a friend found a publisher for his ‘thick book’ willing to actu-
ally pay him.74 On the other hand, as their reputation grew, scholars would commonly collect 
speeches, essays or even longer treatises in compilations, often with such titles as Svedelius’ 
‘Minor works’ (1872).75 The collection, intended according to the author as ‘popular reading’ for 
the ‘educated public,’ included 17 speeches and a-not-so-minor 230-page treatise on Mary Stuart 
and Elizabeth I. Svedelius also published a number of works intended for his students, including 
a handbook in political science and, after having noted that history as a subject in Lund in the 
1850s was somewhat neglected, a treatise on historical studies aimed at young students at the 
university.

As already shown, there was considerable variation as to the length and scope of scholarly works. 
Book-length treatises were prized in the scholarly community, especially those ‘monographs’ that 
were published in serial form. Consequently, later disciplinary narratives of scholarly achievements 
have often been written around such decade long herculean efforts of multiple volumes conducted 
by a single representative of the field. Malmström’s place in Swedish historiography for instance was 
assured by his magnum opus on the political history of Sweden during the eighteenth century pub-
lished in six parts between 1855 and 1877. But although the focus on a scholar’s ‘life’s work’ is 
understandable, it easily obscures the prevalence of other publication practices surrounding 
more ambitious efforts. One of Svedelius’ very first publications, his prize essay mentioned 
above, ran for almost three hundred pages of the annually published transactions of the Swedish 
Academy. In an example of similar hybridity, one of Odhner’s most recognized scholarly achieve-
ments, his work on the peace of Westphalia, was first published in monograph form in 1875 and a 
year later in the transactions of Royal Swedish Academy of Letters, History and Antiquities, having 
also served as Odhner’s introductory speech into the academy.

To be sure, Swedish scholars residing in the realm of ‘the humanities’ were not alone in, and 
seemingly not the first to experience ‘a changing landscape of scientific publication,’ either at 
home or abroad. By way of example, Jenny Beckman has highlighted the varied publication strat-
egies of Berzelius during the first half of the nineteenth century, and Iain P. Watts has argued that 
publishing practices in ‘the wider landscape’ of print in Britain around 1800 were ‘unstable, diverse 
and subject to challenge.76’

Nevertheless, the ubiquity of these fluid genres in the humanities of the second part of the nine-
teenth century challenges the attempt to paint a clean picture of the publication landscape, collap-
sing both the hierarchy and boundaries of different formats. As a result, quantitative analysis runs 
the risk of obscuring the qualitative aspects of an article or a speech, telling us precious little of the 
scholarly effort behind it or its estimated value as meritocratic currency. Moreover, because scho-
larly works were constantly reformatted and published more than once, genres and formats tended 
to blend together. A historian could publish a speech as a paper in a journal and a speech could have 
the dual purpose of combining a festive function with an ambition to present new research findings 
based on archival research. Albeit, unlike for instance Berzelius, Svedelius and most of his peers 
showed less interest in writing for an international audience, his strategies can also be read as a 
way of reaching different audiences.77

How then were the community supposed to judge this seemingly chaotic plethora of different 
scholarly genres and formats? Here, Svedelius’ memoirs, containing frequent evaluation of his 
own publications, is particularly instructive when trying to decipher the publishing scripts of the 
period. For one thing, the publishing regime seems to have been ingrained in his scholarly mind 
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as he detailed what he had published in different eras of his career – sometimes pointing to his 
heavy teaching load to explain periods of less productivity – but was also careful to mention 
those efforts that never bore fruit. The fact that his obituary in Historisk tidskrift also mentioned 
his ‘as of yet unprinted’ works demonstrates that productiveness, if need be, went beyond what a 
scholar managed to get published.78

The key factor, however, is the way he actually presented his past achievements. Recurringly, the 
yardstick by which Svedelius valued his publications was not genre or format or even length but the 
degree to which they were scientific, or in his native tongue, ‘vetenskaplig.’79 As we have already 
seen, this was the concept by which Swedish scholars evaluated the tradecraft of members of 
their group, with no hesitation as to the concept’s affinity to natural science. In an illustration of 
the importance of this way of framing of scholarship, Svedelius in a letter written in 1878, where 
he mused over different prospects for membership in the Swedish Academy, referred to a negative 
estimation of one of the candidates as being more of a ‘book maker’ [bokmakare] aiming to put food 
on the table for his family, than a ‘scientific writer’ [vetenskaplig författare].80 In this same vein, he 
considered both speeches and biographical essays as valuable contributions if and when they could 
showcase learnedness, scholarly rigour and thoroughness, contributing something to the field of 
history. Just as a scholarly article in a learned journal that also could illustrate a scientific approach 
to history but could not be simply assumed to do so.81

This way of evaluating scholarly work was particularly germane when it came to one of Sve-
delius’ strong points, printed oratory. Svedelius published close to 30 speeches from various 
occasions, some whose function was celebratory, and others where the occasion seemed but an 
excuse for the lengthy discussion of a historical topic. In printed form, speeches could contain 
footnotes and quotes from historical sources. If so, they could likely attain appreciation as ‘scien-
tific.’ Some of them were instead aimed at a broader public with printed versions of Svedelius’ 
speeches even advertised on sale in daily newspapers.82 A final testament to their value, speeches 
and biographical essays could also be efficient formats for boundary work and the negotiation of 
the historian’s professional identity. In a speech delivered at a jubilee, Svedelius took the oppor-
tunity to offer his listeners his thoughts on the difficulty task of writing history, summing up his 
own views on the virtues and vices needed to separate history from fiction and distinguish the 
historian from a fool.83

8. Conclusions

In this article, I have highlighted the importance of elusive formats and genres that have seldom 
been at the centre of scholarly attention. And as Alex Csiszar has reminded us, ‘formats and genres 
have epistemic consequences.’84 Bearing this in mind, the article has shown that academic genres 
between 1840 and 1880 – the article, the essay, the monograph, the speech – were not standardized, 
and that as a result these forms of scholarly output were not visibly ordered after a predetermined 
and agreed-upon hierarchy of academic value, connected to more or less prestigious platforms. In 
other words, it is worth reminding that contrary to later developments (and modern academic 
instincts), the journal article did not have a distinguishable script in terms of structure, referencing, 
referee processes or style.85 Consequently, it was not automatically seen as a more ‘scientific’ and 
therefore more respected scholarly format, its value guaranteed by the journal that published it. 
In short, the emerging publishing regime did not yet dictate where and what to publish. The 
study therefore not only brings new light to an understudied phase in the history of scholarly pub-
lishing but challenges historiographical narratives that are overly concerned with either mono-
graphs or journal articles and their epistemic weight. If we are to understand how scholarship, 
disciplinary formation and scholarly personae – often described as encapsulated in the disciplinary 
journal – developed in various eras of publishing history, we need to look beyond such a dichotomy. 
Svedelius and his colleagues did not save their best original research, their boundary negotiations 
nor their concerns with virtues and vices for a single format or genre.
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In time, the academic value of speeches and biographies would dissipate, and the journal become 
invaluable to professional careers.86 The shift did not happen overnight. The mere existence of a 
new infrastructure does not mean the immediate abandonment of previous ones, however unstable. 
The article contributes to our understanding of the, shifting, historical role of scholarly – learned or 
disciplinary – journals in history and the humanities at large, with its traditional focus on ‘great 
books,’ a topic worthy of more concerted and extensive efforts in order to pinpoint the epistemic 
consequences they in fact had.87 In contrast, the process by which journals rose to prominence, 
codifying and circulating scientific credibility and knowledge in the natural sciences, technology, 
and medicine has been a favoured area of research, approached with renewed vigour by historians 
of science for the past decades. The toolbox acquired from the comprehensive study of the scientific 
journal, gives historians of the humanities the opportunity to properly assess the impact of scholarly 
journals for both discipline-specific and shared practices of publishing, many of them with roots in 
the fertile ground of the nineteenth century. In view of the findings of this article, journals ought to 
have had an important role to play also in what Reba Stoffer has characterized as the ‘complex story’ 
of the formation of humanistic disciplines.88 Most importantly in this regard, the study shows that a 
consequence of professionalization was the gradual abandonment of collaborative efforts of pub-
lishing between scholars in the humanities. But the results of this study also caution against assum-
ing an identical trajectory for the history of the humanities as for the history of science, technology 
and medicine. It demonstrates, instead, that pluralism in humanities publishing, which still dis-
tinguishes many disciplines under that heading, has a long history.
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