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Overview 
In “Skinner och Atlantican,” Sven Bjerstedt offers a focused 
scholarly examination of Quentin Skinner’s historiographical 
methodology and applies it to the study of Olof Rudbeck’s 
monumental “Atlantica.” The article begins by introducing 
Skinner’s core critique of what he sees as inadequate 
approaches to intellectual history—particularly the tendency of 
some historians to impose ahistorical, “canonical” sets of 
questions or interpretive frameworks on past texts. Bjerstedt 
then contrasts Skinner’s methodological injunctions with two 
works that interpret Rudbeck: Johan Nordström’s “De överbornes 
ö” and Axel Strindberg’s “Bondenöd och stormaktsdröm.” 
Throughout the discussion, Bjerstedt draws attention to how 
each scholar deals with such issues as social context, linguistic 
conventions, authorial intentions, and the rationality of beliefs. 

Clarity and Coherence 
The piece is clearly structured, leading from a concise summary 
of Skinner’s methodology to its application in the Swedish 
context. The discussion of Nordström and Strindberg’s works 
flows in a logical manner. Bjerstedt’s writing style helps the 
reader see, step by step, how each historian either exemplifies or 
deviates from what Skinner would advocate in reconstructing 
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historical meaning. The transitions between theoretical 
exposition and detailed textual analysis are smooth, with enough 
signposting to guide the reader through the argument. 

Engagement with Skinner’s Methodology 
One of the article’s strongest features is the thorough account of 
Skinner’s positions on: • The pitfalls of reading historical texts 
through timeless, “canonical” questions. 
• The importance of recovering authorial intention—specifically 
the illocutionary act—in its original linguistic and conventional 
setting. 
• The need to differentiate between causes and motives (the 
social or psychological factors) and the conceptual framework in 
which a text is produced. 
• The rejection of “mythologies” of coherence and anachronistic 
classification. 

This groundwork is well-deployed in the article. Bjerstedt does 
not rest at merely summarizing Skinner, but instead 
demonstrates how Skinner’s precepts bear directly upon the 
writings of Nordström and Strindberg. By contrasting the two, the 
piece offers a nuanced illustration of what Skinner’s approach to 
intellectual history might look like in practice. 

Depth of Historical Analysis 
The historical episodes examined—Gustav II Adolf, the “göticist” 
tradition, and Rudbeck’s “Atlantica”—provide a rich illustrative 
context. Bjerstedt’s analysis is especially effective when pointing 
out the “conventional framework” that Nordström reconstructs 
for Rudbeck. This leads to a solid discussion of how the principle 
of textual rationality may be assessed in early modern historical 
scholarship. Likewise, the evaluation of Strindberg’s more 
explicitly ideological perspective highlights how social and 



psychological causes can overshadow, or even replace, an effort 
to grasp illocutionary meaning. 

Use of Sources 
The author’s choice to place Skinner’s theory in conversation 
with Swedish historiographical examples is valuable and helps 
broaden the discussion of methodology. The central references—
particularly Nordström’s and Strindberg’s major works—are 
integrated in a way that is easy to follow. The frequent, 
contextualized quotations allow readers unfamiliar with Swedish 
intellectual history to get an accurate sense of the authors’ main 
ideas. Still, readers might benefit from additional contextual 
details—mainly how these interpretations fit into the broader 
Swedish historiographical tradition beyond Nordström’s and 
Strindberg’s. 

Strengths 
1. Clear demonstration of Quentin Skinner’s methodological 

arguments, free of oversimplification. 
2. Excellent comparative approach: Nordström’s detailed, 

sympathetic reading of Rudbeck is set against Strindberg’s 
more sociopolitical reading, yielding instructive contrasts. 

3. Effective structure: the article lays out Skinner’s ideas first 
and then returns to them repeatedly when analyzing each 
case. 

4. Balanced tone: the author evaluates Nordström and 
Strindberg with a careful eye toward what each perspective 
can bring to the understanding of “Atlantica” and its 
intellectual environment. 

Potential Areas for Further Development 



1. While the article explores how Nordström and Strindberg 
either match or diverge from Skinner’s method, it might 
delve a bit more deeply into the nuances of partial 
compliance with Skinner’s theories. For instance, even 
though Strindberg focuses on social context, could certain 
parts of his work inadvertently resonate with Skinner’s 
concept of ideologies as sets of conventions? 

2. The question of rationality is addressed thoughtfully but 
could go further on the tension between Rudbeck’s 
acceptance of contemporary scholarly conventions and his 
tendency toward overreach. This might deepen the 
discussion on how to evaluate “rationality” relative to an 
internal historical norm. 

3. A final reflection on the broader implications for intellectual 
history—beyond the Rudbeck case—could reinforce the 
article’s significance as a methodological case study, 
although the core argument remains compelling on its own. 

Conclusion 
“Skinner och Atlantican” is a valuable contribution for those 
interested in both the history of Swedish antiquarian research 
and the application of sophisticated historiographical 
frameworks. By drawing on Quentin Skinner’s concepts, Sven 
Bjerstedt raises important considerations about how historians 
can and should reconstruct authorial intentions and contexts. 
The measured analysis of Nordström’s and Strindberg’s 
contrasting interpretive methods succeeds in illuminating not 
only the complexities of Rudbeck’s “Atlantica,” but also the 
continuing relevance of Skinner’s methodology. 

 


