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Introduction
On a typical day at work it sometimes happens that I am guiding students through our collections in the morning and talk with aged trade-unionists in the afternoon. You could roughly divide the people I meet through my work in these two groups: the first are people related to research and the second are people involved in social movements. 
Broadly speaking the two groups I mentioned, research and social movements, can be considered as the constituents of the Institute. Because of the particular history of the Institute and the interplay between those two groups the Institute is what is is: a research institute in the field of social history and an archive, keeping documents on worldwide social movements. 
The two groups can have a different view on the papers we keep. I tried to express that in the title of this paper, archives and heritage - histories and stories. But the distinction is not completely clear cut: very schematically you could say: historians use archives to write histories, while activists cherish heritage and use it for the creation of stories.  The trait d’union is in the word ‘knowledge’.  To clarify these possibly unclear remarks, it is maybe a good idea to present you a short history of the Institute, because the points already mentioned will appear again in such a story.
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A short history

According to its official aims, the IISH is an institution founded to promote the international knowledge on social history. The means for doings so are the conduct of research and the establishment of scholarly collections. But from the beginning, it has been more than just that. It was a large operation to rescue collections from the hands of Hitler, Franco and Stalin. And in the years between its foundation in 1935 and 10 May 1940, when the Netherlands was occupied by the Germans, this is what was predominantly done by its staff. Besides all kinds of activities like publishing a journal, cataloguing and helping researchers, saving collections had top priority.
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N.W.Posthumus 1880-1960
The initiator was N.W.Posthumus, a professor in economic history. In the Netherlands he was one of the pioneers of the new directions in economic history, based, among other things, on theories borrowed from the social sciences and economics. The availability of primary sources was a prime concern to him. He was also a passionate socialist. Although he did not have any political functions, he was actively engaged with people from all shades and colors from within the movement. He also was a very talented organizer. He left the Netherlands quite a number of historical institutions. When in the beginning of the thirties collections were threatened by the rise of the totalitarian regimes in Europe, he found a way to rescue them. He came into contact with a man called De Lieme. De Lieme was the director of De Centrale, a bank and insurance company related to the Social Democratic Party. De Lieme himself was a liberal and a Zionist, but he actively supported the institutions of the Social Democratic Party and trade unions in the Netherlands. Posthumus convinced him that the IISH was also an important aim for De Centrale. In my opinion, the IISH is the most lasting result of De Lieme’s sponsorship. Historians from all over the world still profit from the work done and the money spent in those 5 years before the Second World War. 

Posthumus gathered a unique group of people around him. People who had one thing in common: they were fanatical collectors. People like Annie Adama van Scheltema-Kleefstra, Boris Nicolaevskij, Boris Souvarine, Hans Stein and Arthur Lehning. 
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Arthur Lehning left, Annie Adama van Scheltema-Kleefstra woman standing on the left, 18 March 1937.

Some of these people were present at the opening diner in 1937. Most of these people also had turbulent political histories and therefore interesting contacts. They had their collectors’ instinct, but they also realized another thing: at that moment in time, collections were very, very vulnerable. They realized that a very large, dispersed, difficult and multilingual collection of primary sources was on the brink of destruction. The archives and libraries collected in those years form an international catalogue of the European left. Each of those collections merits a separate story. But that is not for now, of course. But I do want to give you a short impression of the most important archives. 
Two cases: Case I: Marx-Engels papers
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Marx and Engels with the daughters of Marx in London. Sitting from left to right: Jenny, Eleanor, Laura, 1864, between 19-24 May.
The papers were part of what was called the SPD - archive. It was an historical archive belonging to the German Social Democratic Party. That archive was founded already in 1878. Because of the prosecution of the socialists in 19th century Germany the party and its archive went into exile, first in Zürich, then in London.  After 1895 it came back to Berlin. The party had not made arrangements when in January 1933 Hitler came to power. It was only in april 1933, so 2 months after the burning of the Reichtag, that the archives were smuggled in rolls of wallpaper out of the party headquarters to a friendly antiquarian and from there by German and Danish Socialists to Copenhagen and Paris. In the years between 1933 and 1938 there were difficult negotiations between Posthumus and the SPD and between the IML and the SPD. The IML was the think tank of the ruling communist party in Moscow. And it was of course very interested to have the papers of their spiritual source of communist orthodoxy. What in the end made the SPD decide for the IISH? There was more money to be gained from Moscow. In the end it was the first show trials of August 1936 which opened the eyes of the responsible German staff: one could not sell off such valuable papers to such a regime.  Because of that decision the papers were saved and open for research during the whole period of the Cold war.
There are many more important German collections like that of Bernstein, Karl Kautsky or Liebknecht.  All archival research on the early German socialist movement starts in Amsterdam. 

Case 2: The CNT/AIT archives
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Poster CNT (España) designer Arturo Ballester, (Ca.1936) (Valencia.  
The second case I want to bring tom your attention is that of the Spanish archives. After a lot of wanderings, the archives of the CNT/FAI, the anarcho-syndicalist trade union movement, came from Spain to Amsterdam.  
After the fall of Barcelona in January 1939 and Madrid in March of the same year, there was an immediate problem with the archives of Spanish people and organizations. The archives of the CNT/FAI  were smuggled out of Spain and were handed over to the Paris branch of the Institute. Because of the confusing times there was no proper contract between the Institute and the organizations. The policy of the Institute was to keep the archives in deposit until the situation in Spain was again save enough. That happened to take a while. Only after 1975 when Franco died was there again a possibility to resume contacts with the rightful owners. But unfortunately, they split into two rival factions.  And only when that conflict was resolved, a proper contract was signed. That happened on 22 March 1994. So this situation was finally resolved after  55 years. 
Some more archives

From Russia, archives of Axelrodt, the Mensheviks and of the PSR, the social revolutionaries, ended up in Amsterdam, and not in the cellars of the KGB and its predecessors.

One characteristic of the labour movement was its intended internationalism. The Institute has followed that line from the beginning and collected the archive of the First International, the Socialist International (also known as the Second International) , quite a lot of material from the various groups being the Fourth International ) and of International Trade Union organizations like the ICFTU. Recently two modern Internationals were added to the collection: the archive of the International Secretariat of Greenpeace and of Amnesty International. 
The man who stood at the basis of our anarchist collections was the Austrian Max Nettlau (1865-1944). He spent all his life collecting documents on anarchism from every corner of the world. Nettlau was the man who collected the papers of Michael Bakunin, now also in Amsterdam. For many countries in the world, especially in Latin America, the collection Nettlau is the starting point of the history of social movements in their countries.
War and restitution

One of the most fascinating parts of the Institute’s history is what happened during the Second World War and its long aftermath. The German occupying authorities were interested in the Institute straight away. It was closed in July 1940 by the SD. Although the Germans still came upon a very large collection, the most important archives had already been brought to safety in the United Kingdom. After the treaty of Munich in 1938, the IISH immediately started to ship the most important collections, like that of Marx and Engels and the CNT/FAI to Oxford, where these papers survived the war. Within the Nazi bureaucracy, a conflict arose about what to do with the remainder of the collection. To shorten a very complicated history: there were four parties involved: the SD, which wanted the collection for intelligence purposes, the DAF (Deutsche Arbeistfront), which wanted the collection because of its interest in everything related to ‘Labour’, the Einsatzstab Rosenberg, which wanted to collect all material of intellectual opponents of Nazism. The queue was closed by Reichskommissar Seyss-Inquart, Hitler’s accomplice in The Hague. He sometimes thought he had to defend a Dutch interest in his own perverted way. So sometimes he allowed a collection to be shipped to Germany, and sometimes he blocked a transport. The battle was won eventually by the Einsatzstab Rosenberg. The collections were shipped to the east.
The destination of the stolen goods was an intended Hohe Schule der NSDAP (College of the NSDASP), which never materialized because the war went bad for Germany. So collections were shipped from this town to that, from town to country to avoid the bombings. The Nazis favored castles in Czechoslovakia, but also a convent, like Tanzeberg, in Austria.
spatie
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Tanzeberg, Austria, about 2005.
After the armistice in 1945, a lot of IISH collections were dispersed. Many were 

found in West Germany and Austria. The Americans organized a central depot for the restitution near Frankfurt. From there material was shipped back to Amsterdam. The almost complete library was found by the Institute itself near Hanover in the British zone. It had been stored in two large ships, being in bad shape. But all in all, the majority of the stolen material came back to Amsterdam. The relatively small part not returned in the first years after Wolrd War II had a different history. 
Hidden in the Eastern Block
There had been signals before 1991 that the Russians still had material that the Institute still missed. The Institute received archival material back from Poland in 1956, for instance. And the Spanish socialists received their archives back from the Soviets in 1980. That archive had been stored in our Paris branch before the war.  But only in 1991, when the Communists fell from power, was the whole story disclosed. 
 The Red Army in 1945 had special intelligence units, SHMERSH units as they were called. They seized archives and libraries they found in areas under their control. And it was obvious for them that what had been of interest to the Nazis, by definition was of interest to the communists. So freight loads of archives were transported to Moscow. German prisoners of war built an archive that
 bore the mysterious name ‘Special Archive’ (Osobyj Arkiv). 
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Former director of Dutch State Archives Eric Ketelaar, working in the ‘Special Archive’, Moscow, March 2000.
What had the Nazi’s found interesting? Material of their opponents for sure and they had or imagined they had a lot of opponents. So in occupied Europe the Nazi’s seized archives and libraries from Jewish communities. That figures of course. From socialists, communists and anarchists. But also from Roman Catholic students, from freemasosns, from feminists, from pacifists, from Jehova’s witnesses and to close this enumeration, from Rotary Clubs as typical examples of plutocratic hotbeds of resistance against the German Volk. 
For Stalins disciples, when they could lay their hands to this loot, it was as if they themselves had collected it. The policy of the Soviets with regard to these archives is a very interesting example of the different meanings archives can take. The soviets also used these archives for intelligence purposes. In the Cold War espionage scene, it was always good to have certain secret information the opponent had not.  Another use of these archives, especially of the seized IISH archives, was to pick out valuable single documents. The IISH possessed a letter of Lenin. This letter still is somewhere in Russia and there is a one in a million chance that we will receive it back. Here an archival document had the meaning of a sacred relic of the patriarch of the Soviet State.  After 1991, the new Russian state first embraced Western European notions about these strange holdings: They were papers of the subjects of former allies and should be returned. But then a nationalist backlash developed which claimed the papers as war trophies and a compensation for the suffering of the Soviet people during World War II. So for more than 10 years negotiations dragged on until finally in 2003 the first batch of these archives was returned. But only after the Dutch government had paid ± $ 100.000,- for the keeping and conservation of these records. 
New fields
After 1945 the Institute slowly recovered. But after a while it could again take up its tasks in the Netherlands and abroad. It broadened its field to what is now known as ‘new social movements’.  Groups concerned with the environment like Milieudefensie and Greenpeace or human rights like Amnesty International deposited their archives with us. We also have taken an active interest in the heritage of migrant communities in the Netherlands.
In the previous text, I spoke predominantly about collections from Western Europe. This is obvious as the IISH followed the course of thinking as was prevailing in many European academic institutions. But historians and curators in the West came to realize the bias of their own perception. And the non-Western world became more and more important. Nowadays it is clear that what were once dependent or semi-dependent countries are now strong global players or at least fast-growing countries that will become nations of global importance. Apart from that development, there was the political situation in Western Europe, which was no longer threatening for our sort of collection. The heritage of the left in Western Europe was and is no longer in danger. In most countries, there are professional dedicated institutions for the keeping of archives and libraries of socialist parties and trade unions. Here, the rescue function of the IISH is no longer urgent. Although in some fields, even in Europe it still is needed. In other parts of the world, this is a different story. 
Global South
The threat to collections in the South comes from three corners: 1) general neglect and lack of interest 2) lack of money and 3) political instability. The Institute’s policy is aimed at keeping archives in the countries where they originated from. The national context is real and important. Nevertheless the Institute sometimes acquires archival material from these countries. For printed material it is a different story, of course. More copies stored in more places is fine, no, it is even better. 

The research program of the Institute focuses on ‘Global Labour History’. It is a good idea to coordinate research and collecting as much as possible. This will be tried as of the beginning of this year, when we will attempt, in a new organizational structure, to combine research posts and collecting posts. People operating in both these departments will be responsible for an area. And in that area, there will be support by local staff. Anticipating this change to some extent, we have already created a branch in Bangkok where one of our collaborators is desperately trying to cover South and Southeast Asia. It is of course an enormous and diverse area. I chose two examples of recently acquired posters from Indonesia.
	[image: image8.jpg]DieyoWinono  Diasa SupARMAN  HAMAMI NATA  NUGROHO DJAJOESMAN
ROESMANHADI ~ SIAFRIE SJAMSOEDDIN  HENDARDJI





	[image: image9.jpg]AN

N

R
o

N
[N
N
AN

\

- B3

*

\
\!
\)

=

e

W

IBAGA BUDAYA

ARV ATAN

TARING PADI*

YOGYAKARTA

i

I

\

e

2

i\

|
i

i

e

/
Z"% G

/
\ 7






“Reformasi”, 1998




Indonesia 2002, Yogyakarta: Taring Padi
Internet
The most important development affecting the IISH is the incredibly rapid growth of the Internet. The Internet is increasingly becoming the central platform of all of the activities of this Institution. An expanding share of our services is conducted through a virtual information desk. All of the approximately 3,000 archives can be found via our site, and the inventories of most of them are fully available in an HTML or SGML version. Library material – 1,000,000 printed volumes and 100,000 periodical titles - is disclosed via a catalogue with a web interface. Image and sound collections are accessible through this catalogue, as well as in lists and descriptions on the site. 

A particularly popular part of the site are the virtual exhibitions, four of which are now available (posters on safety and health at work; a selection of Dutch social and political posters 1870-1988; prints, cartoons and posters by five famous artists; and political posters from China, the former Soviet Union, and Cuba). The splendid exhibition of Chinese posters is especially in demand. You can find these pages via http://www.iisg.nl/exhibitions/. 
Together with the National Library of the Netherlands in The Hague, the IISH is participating in the project ‘The Memory of the Netherlands’. The IISH is providing the material for the section devoted to the ‘History of the Dutch labour movement’. We are now busy in making this material available in the project ‘Europeana’.  In this project, large quantities of sources, texts, illustrations, etc. will become available in the near future for interested researchers and laymen alike.
This year we started a project to digitize large amounts of archival documents from our core collections. It is a challenge to make 100.000s of pages of handwriting available without getting lost. 

An essential development for archival institutions is the problem of the conservation of digital files. We are experimenting with a so-called TDR (Trusted Digital Repository). This system should make it possible to keep files for a long time and make them available for students. This goes of course for all types of digital documents: texts and images. The TDR is a complicated system where procedures and protocols are even more important than the electronic hardware. This has to do with the function of an archival institution.  Electronic documents confront you with the question what do you actually keep? The emailmessage in Outlook format? A letter in Word or PDF format? What kind of information does one need to be able to store a Word document or a PDF? The Internet creates a world of excess. Everything is copied a million times. But what is important for future historical research is the certainty that the digital copy we keep is the same as the original copy received. To be able to do so, one needs a lot of trustworthy context information at the moment of storage as well as procedures to track changes in the system during the years of the lifespan of the digital document.  And in principle: that should be indefinite.
Final remarks

To go back to the main points of the beginning of this paper. To evaluate what we keep for the use of the research community the situation is relatively easy: we keep primary sources of social movements which are used by historians who are interested in the worlds of these movements. This field of activity is measured by the normal procedures of scientific evaluation of publications in peer-reviewed journals. About what the historian actually does, rages an interesting discussion between ‘positivists’ and ‘postmodernists‘ if you forgive me the oversimplification. But even the most fervent postmodernists who only recognize the existence of ‘texts’, still use sources. And all historians still write histories. And those histories make up the scientific knowledge of the past.
For the community of the movement it is a more complex story. They also see archives as a source of information. Information to be used to produce knowledge. But archives also figure as a link to a community. The Dutch prime-minister Joop den Uyl was persuaded to donate his archive to us after the question of our then director: how do you see yourself: as a statesman or as a socialist? The statesman should leave his papers to the National Archives, the socialist to us. Den Uyl chose for the latter. Another concept which is active within the community is ‘legitimacy’. The possession of particular archives, prove you are the true heir to your predecessor. And more important still: your opponents are not. In the case of the CNT/FAI this was very clear. The struggle between the CNT federal and CNT Nacional was about who was the legitimate heir of the CNT of the time of the Spanish Civil War. Possessing the archives would prove the legitimacy of one or the other. In the story of the archives kept by the Soviets the irony is that a collection that was formed (stolen!) by the Nazis because of political reasons, was kept and kept secret for political reasons by the Soviets. But the struggle to keep it in Russia after 1991 or to return it to its original owners was dominated by arguments within the framework of the national state. Particular groups in Russia wanted to keep it there as a compensation for national wartime losses, the Netherlands wanted the archives back because of the archival concept of national provenance. The Institute as a Dutch organization could receive archives back which were in principle International and anti Nation State like that of the Socialistische Jugend Internationale because those archives were, before the War,  in the hands of the Institute, a private Dutch foundation,  when they were stolen by the Nazis. Archives are furthermore the proof of your existence. Making yourself visible has been a substantial emancipatory drive. It was the case with workers, with women, with youth and now with migrants. So it is a logical step from collecting minutes of 19th century trade-unions to pictures of Turkish shopkeepers in 2010. It will be used by those groups for the production of commemorative texts which  create their identity . Archives still have a lot more meanings, but I think I touched upon the most important aspects for our field of interest.  The archival situation of a given world is the reflection of the history of that world.  In our case we deal with the exciting history of the struggle for a more just world. No wonder that the archives of that struggle and the history of those archives are just as exciting. 
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