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Béatrice Ziegler1 

The DIDACTICA HISTORICA user survey 

With a view to a conference organised by Nadine Fink, which aimed bring together the 

members of the scientific advisory board of Didactica Historica. Swiss Journal of History 

Teaching2 with the editorial board to discuss the further development of the journal and 

aspects of its professional context,3 a usage survey was conducted.4 Didactica Historica is 

published by the Swiss history education societies, which work together under the umbrella 

of CODHIS-SDGD, and is aimed at people who are interested in history teaching from various 

perspectives. Members of the French- and Italian-speaking and German-speaking societies – 

the Groupe d’étude de la didactique de l’histoire de la Suisse romande et italienne (GDHD) 

and the Deutschschweizerische Gesellschaft für Geschichtsdidaktik (DGGD) – receive the 

(printed) journal as part of their membership. For several years now, the publisher Alphil, 

which produces the journal, has pursued an open access policy:5 in addition to the online 

publication of the annual printed edition’s articles, a booklet is published online containing 

research reports on history education, which supplement the corresponding articles in the 

journal that are focused mainly on research findings.6 Didactica Historica is thus a journal 

that is integrated into the history education network and at the same time strives to reach 

teachers and students beyond the members of the societies and, if possible, to acquaint 

historians with history education in Switzerland. In order to consolidate and further sharpen 

the profile and appeal of the journal, the editorial board was interested in finding out to 

what extent the concept and content of Didactica Historica were accepted and received with 

interest among its readership. The scientific contextualisation of the survey and the main 

results were first presented at the conference “geschichtsdidaktik empirisch revisited”,7 

before being discussed at the aforementioned advisory board conference.  

The two questions on which the usage survey was based are derived from the rather sparse 

research on journals and, in particular, on their use:  it was interesting, on the one hand, to 

see whether and how the readership of Didactica Historica can be clearly defined; and, on 

 
1 In collaboration with Nadine Fink and Laure Gadrat. Online CODHIS-SDGD am 30.06.2026. 
2 Didactica Historica. Revue suisse pour l’enseignement de l’histoire. Zeitschrift für den Geschichtsunterricht. 
Rivista svizzera per l’insegnamento della storia. https://www.codhis-sdgd.ch/de/die-zeitschrift/. See also 
Ziegler, B. (Ed.) (2023). Geschichtsdidaktik – eine eigenständige Disziplin. Institutionalisierung, 
Verwissenschaftlichung und Professionalisierung in der Deutschschweiz (pp. 48-49), hep. DOI 
10.36933/9783035523409. 
3 Editors of Didactica Historica (Nadine Fink): History Didactics: achievements and challenges for a scientific and 
professional journal. Conference, HEP Vaud, Lausanne, 23-24 November 2025. The conference was supported 
by the Swiss National Fonds and the Swiss Academy of Humanities and Social Sciences. IZSEZO_238487. 
https://data.snf.ch/grants/grant/238487. 
4 At the time of the usage survey, ten issues of the journal had been published, with an eleventh to follow in 
June 2025.  
5 The publication is available at https://www.alphil.com/10-didactica-historica, https://www.codhis-
sdgd.ch/de/die-zeitschrift/, and on the platform https://libreo.ch/editeurs/alphil. 
6 https://www.codhis-sdgd.ch/de/didactica-historica-archive/recherches-en-didactique-de-lhistoire-
geschichtsdidaktische-forschung-zu-dh-11-2025/ 
7 Béatrice Ziegler, PH FHNW, Aarau, Laure Gadrat, & Nadine Fink, HEP Vaud, Lausanne: History education 
journals as a professional development tool for those interested in history education? The user survey on 
Didactica Historica. Conference “geschichtsdidaktik empirisch revisited,” Basel, 5 September 2025. 
https://geschichtsdidaktik-empirisch.ch/gde25/  

https://www.codhis-sdgd.ch/de/die-zeitschrift/
https://data.snf.ch/grants/grant/238487
https://www.alphil.com/10-didactica-historica
https://www.codhis-sdgd.ch/de/die-zeitschrift/
https://www.codhis-sdgd.ch/de/die-zeitschrift/
https://libreo.ch/editeurs/alphil
https://www.codhis-sdgd.ch/de/didactica-historica-archive/recherches-en-didactique-de-lhistoire-geschichtsdidaktische-forschung-zu-dh-11-2025/
https://www.codhis-sdgd.ch/de/didactica-historica-archive/recherches-en-didactique-de-lhistoire-geschichtsdidaktische-forschung-zu-dh-11-2025/
https://geschichtsdidaktik-empirisch.ch/gde25/
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the other hand, to see to what extent the journal meets their reading needs. Here, we first 

ask what is the current state of research on periodicals and, in particular, whether there is 

any research on usage surveys. Then, we discuss how the editorial board conceived the 

journal with regard to the two above-mentioned questions. Then, after a brief report on the 

design of the survey, we present the answers to the survey, especially on the two questions 

of interest; and finally we comment on the results. 

Magazine publishing as a subject of research8 

Journal research leads a marginal existence. This is documented in the Handbuch der 

Zeitschriftenforschung, published in 2023.9 It is primarily supported by media studies and 

literary studies, often taking a historical perspective and/or focusing diachronically on 

individual periodicals. The handbook does not provide a well-founded definition of the terms 

“magazine, journal” or “academic journal”, and they are not clearly distinguished 

analytically. In addition, it demonstrates that user surveys with scientific interest are 

practically non-existent. 

In 2012, media scholar Tim Holmes characterised “the journal” based on his analysis of 

studies on individual journals.10 Significantly, he and the studies he cites mostly use the term 

“magazine” and less frequently “journal”, which already suggests that many of these studies 

were concerned with journals not intended for a specialist audience but for a broad public.11 

Furthermore, most studies that deal with magazines or a magazine focus on aspects of their 

content.12 In contrast, the analysis of readers’ relationship to magazines, their needs and 

reading habits, is rather marginal.13 Holmes’ report on studies of (individual) magazines can 

be seen as a meta-analysis, on the basis of which he formulates key statements for a 

definition of magazines. According to him, the following applies:  

Magazines 

- focus on a clearly defined readership, 

- address their expressed and perceived needs, 

- build a relationship of trust with their readership, 

 
8 The arguments set out in this chapter are based on the article ‘The integration of history teaching practice and 
practitioners into history education journals’ by Béatrice Ziegler in HTCE 4 (forthcoming). 
9 Scheiding, O., & Fazli, S. (Eds.). (2023). Handbuch für Zeitschriftenforschung. transcript. 
10 Holmes, T. (2012). Magazines: A Historical Survey. In T. Holmes, & L. Nice (Eds.), Magazine Journalism (pp. 1–
18), Sage. 
11 A Swiss example of engagement with such a publication could be the presentation of the women’s magazine 
Annabelle. Christen, M., & Gisler, J. (Eds.). (1992). Ganz Annabelle. Eine Zeitschrift als Freundin. Chronos. 
12 For example, the youth magazine Bravo has been analysed several times, particularly with regard to the 
topics of “sexuality” and “youth language”. Examples of this include: Šteffelová, D. (2023). Contemporary 
German youth language based on the youth magazines “Bravo” and “Cool”. A linguistic study. Diploma thesis, 
Prague: Charles University, Faculty of Education, Department of German Studies; Sauerteig, L. (2007). The 
construction of the sexual and erotic body in the West German youth magazine “BRAVO” in the 1960s and 
1970s. Medizinhistorisches Journal 42(2), 142–179. 
13 Ute Schneider presents the state of research in this area and its focus. Schneider, U. (2023). 
Zeitschriftenlesen. Funktionen und Leistungen des Mediums im Rezeptionsprozess. In O. Scheiding, & S. Fazli 
(Eds.), Handbuch für Zeitschriftenforschung (pp. 159–170), Sage. From the perspective of reading research, see 
also: Hansen-Schirra, S., & Schaeffer, M. (2023). Zeitschriftenlesen. Sprachwissenschaftliche und empirische 
Aspekte. In O. Scheiding, & S. Fazli, Handbuch für Zeitschriftenforschung (pp. 171–180), Sage. 
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- promote interaction between the magazine and its readership, or between readers 

themselves, 

- can react quickly to change (in the readership and wider society).14 

Holmes later added that there are other factors involved in determining what constitutes a 

periodical, such as the functions performed by the “reader group members”, which must be 

considered in the context of their emotional relationships: they form a closely knit 

community of interests and express a specific set of information needs.15 Whether this 

definition would stand up to any surveys of magazine readers is completely unknown. 

Following a systematic review of the literature, a research team led by Otfried Jarren 

identified the defining characteristics of journals in narrower terms.16 Jarren’s team is 

interested in the contributions journals make to society. These researchers define the 

function of journals as follows: “They serve primarily to provide and facilitate the exchange 

of information on topics of specific interest and thus fulfil the social function of self-

organisation among actors in differentiated, pluralistic (knowledge) societies.”17 They 

identified groups of journals organised according to their function, in the hope of thereby 

having “created a basis for systematic, synchronic and diachronic comparative journal 

research”:18  

1. Specialised journals on professional development and networking;  

2. Specialised journals for member communication;  

3. Commercial subject-specific journals;  

4. Subject-specific journals on social networking. 

According to Jarren et al., journals of science and education constitute a subgroup of 

thematic journals.19 A starting point can be Rudolf Stichweh’s “sufficiently homogeneous 

communication context” as one of the prerequisites for a functioning scientific community,20 

in which academic/scholarly journals operate. The compilation by the Thompson Rivers 

University Library takes this approach, distinguishing between the characteristics of “popular 

press magazines” “professional/trade magazines” and “academic/scholarly journals” and 

sees the function of scientific journals as “informing or making original research available to 

the scholarly world”, addressing “researchers/academics” and “post-secondary students”.21 

 
14 Holmes, 2012, p. 7. 
15 Holmes, T. (2023). Ansätze einer Zeitschriftentaxonomie für das 21. Jahrhundert. In O. Scheiding, & S. Fazli, 
Handbuch für Zeitschriftenforschung (pp. 591–599), Sage.  
16 Oehmer, F., Dioh, Y., & Jarren, O. (2020). Zeitschriften in der kommunikationswissenschaftlichen Forschung. 
Publizistik 65, 361–380. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11616-020-00597-12020, here pp. 369–370. (tr. by BZ) 
17 Oehmer, Dioh, & Jarren, 2020, 377. (tr. by BZ) 
18 Oehmer, Dioh, & Jarren, 2020, 377. (tr. by BZ) 
19 Jarren, O., Oehmer, F., Dioh, Y. (2019). Das übersehene Medium. Zur Leistung und Bedeutung von 
Zeitschriften für eine sich ausdifferenzierende Gesellschaft. Eine Analyse am Beispiel des Schweizer 
Zeitschriftenmarktes. Medien Journal 43(3), 46–68, here pp. 57, 58. 
20 Stichweh, R. (2013). Wissenschaft, Universität, Professionen. Soziologische Analysen. transcript, p. 10. (tr. by 
BZ) 
21 Unfortunately, the compilation was published without any information about its background. Thompson 
Rivers University, Kamloops, British Columbia. TRU Library’s Guide: Differentiate between popular magazines, 
trade magazines & scholarly journals. https://www.tru.ca/library/pdf/popular_trade_scholarly.pdf. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11616-020-00597-12020
https://www.tru.ca/library/pdf/popular_trade_scholarly.pdf
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As stated in the Handbuch für Zeitschriftenforschung for journals in general, there is no 

systematic scientific research on scientific journals either. Studies can be found, particularly 

on individual journals, which analyse the development of internal scientific discourse with a 

professional interest, insofar as this can be gleaned from a journal. However, there are 

practically no usage surveys for scientific journals either.22 

Research on history education journals 

Looking at research on history education, it is evident that journal analysis is almost 

completely uncharted territory, even though, as Marko Demantowsky noted back in 2010, 

textbook research has developed methodological approaches that would also be suitable for 

this purpose.23 In addition, the few studies that do exist on history education journals pursue 

very different research interests.  

Marko Demantowsky’s 2010 text served as an introduction to the panel discussion on 

contemporary history in the commercial print media at the 2009 Konferenz für 

Geschichtsdidaktik (KGD).24 It was accompanied by four quantitative and hermeneutic case 

studies by different authors, in which contents  of a commercial weekly magazine of the 

years 1998 and 2008 were analysed using identical content criteria, with the aim of 

generating statements about the “images of history” produced therein.25 Demantowsky’s 

summarising and commentary contribution understands the studies as analyses of 

journalistic voices in the discourse of public history.26  

In 2015, Robert Thorp published his analysis of studies of popular history magazines in five 

countries on the presentation of the Great War. To study this, he formulated a theoretical 

framework for the “use of history”. However, his real interest was in the suitability of such 

magazines as material for history lessons.27  

In 2014, Markus Bernhardt conducted a comparative analysis of history education journals, 

namely GWU28, ZfGD29, Geschichte für heute30 and the conference proceedings of the KGD.31 

 
22 Christina Müller investigated how important adult education journals shaped professional discourse, using a 
questionnaire to ask users about their habits in dealing with individual journals. Müller, C. (2007). 
Fachzeitschriften und Scientific Community. Eine Untersuchung über die Nutzung von Fachzeitschriften der 
Erwachsenenbildung. Diplomarbeit, Deutsches Institut für Erwachsenenbildung. URL: http://www.die-
bonn.de/doks/mueller0602.pdf. 
23 Demantowsky, M. (2010). Einführung in Sektion 1: Zeitgeschichte in kommerziellen Printmedien. In S. Popp, 
M. Sauer, B. Alavi, M. Demantowisky, & G. Paul (Eds.), Zeitgeschichte – Medien – Historische Bildung (pp. 39–
46), V&R unipress, here p. 43. 
24 18. Zweijahrestagung der Konferenz für Geschichtsdidaktik, ”Zeitgeschichte – Medien – Historische Bildung”. 
Bonn, 2–4 October 2009. https://www.historicum.net/kgd/forschung/zweijahrestagungen. 
25 Demantowsky, 2010, here pp. 43–45. (tr. by BZ) 
26 Demantowsky 2010, here pp. 40–42. 
27 Thorp, R. (2015). Popular history magazines and history education. Historical Encounters 2(1), 102–112. 
https://www.hej-hermes.net/vol2-no1. 
28 Geschichte in Wissenschaft und Unterricht. Since 1950. In 2000, a review of the 50th anniversary of its 
publication was published: Rohlfes, J. (2000). Streifzüge durch den Zeitgeist der Geschichtsdidaktik. 50 GWU 
Jahrgänge. Geschichte in Wissenschaft und Unterricht 51(4), 224–240. 
29 Zeitschrift für Geschichtsdidaktik. Since 2002, the journal has been published by the respective board of the 
KGD.  
30 Geschichte für heute. Zeitschrift für historisch-politische Bildung. The journal is the official publication of the 
Verband der Geschichtslehrerinnen und -lehrer Deutschlands and has been published since 2008. 
31 https://www.historicum.net/kgd/forschung/zweijahrestagungen. 

http://www.die-bonn.de/doks/mueller0602.pdf
http://www.die-bonn.de/doks/mueller0602.pdf
https://www.historicum.net/kgd/forschung/zweijahrestagungen
https://www.hej-hermes.net/vol2-no1
https://www.hej-hermes.net/vol2-no1
https://www.historicum.net/kgd/forschung/zweijahrestagungen
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Authors were categorised and the history education topics covered in the articles were 

broken down to deduce profiles of the journals. The author was less concerned with a 

coherent assignment of topics to history didactics categories. Rather, in the context of the 

conference topic on which he presented his paper,32 he was interested in which topics were 

addressed in the periodicals and how the authorship could be characterised in order to give a 

picture of the state of the history education community. He did not provide any insight into 

his methodological approach. In his summary, Bernhardt identified missing topics that he 

believed were of interest to history education and should therefore be addressed. In 

addition, he saw a need for development within the history education community in view of 

the imbalance between female and male authors and the lack of internationality among the 

authors.33  

Richárd Fodor and Judith Tóth presented their analysis of the Yearbook of the International 

Society of History Didactics34 in 2023. They see their findings as a kind of overview and 

starting point for further evaluation, focusing on topics, subject-specific approaches, key 

conferences and authorship. The quantitative analysis presents a breakdown of authors by 

gender, country and continent. They see opportunities for further research on other journals, 

suggesting both comparative studies and the analysis of cross-referencing.35 

A discussion of the publication contexts, financing, editorial support and use of the journals 

has therefore never been undertaken in relation to academic/scholarly journals on history 

education. In this respect, although the usage survey presented here is modest in scope and 

in terms of the insights it provides, it also stands alone in the landscape of history education. 

The editorial team’s interest in the usage survey 

The editorial board of Didactica Historica decided to conduct a usage survey to provide 

information for the further development of the journal. By asking whether the journal meets 

readers’ reading and information needs and interests, the survey follows the second core 

statement of Holmes’ definition of journals. But his first core statement is also relevant, as 

the specific situation of the journal raises the question of the extent to which its readership 

can be seen as clearly defined.   

A clearly defined readership? 

Didactica Historica is largely supported by the memberships of the two societies GDH and 

DGGD. In addition, it is aimed at practitioners in secondary education (secondary levels I and 

II) and teacher training. It is also a forum for research-oriented history educators. Initially, 

this mainly concerned the French-speaking international community, as Didactica Historica is 

 
32 Bernhardt’s text was based on his contribution to the KGD conference “Geschichtslernen in biographischer 
Perspektive. Nachhaltigkeit – Entwicklung – Generationendifferenz. XX. Zweijahrestagung der Konferenz für 
Geschichtsdidaktik”, Göttingen, 25–27 September 2013. 
33 Bernhardt, M. (2014). Geschichtsdidaktik nach PISA – Bilanzen und Perspektiven. Eine bibliometrische 
Analyse. In M. Sauer, C. Bühl-Gramer, A. John, M. Demantowsky, & A. Kenkmann (Eds.), Geschichtslernen in 
biographischer Perspektive. Nachhaltigkeit – Entwicklung – Generationendifferenz (pp. 349–363), V&R unipress.  
34 International Journal of History Education and Culture (JJHEC).  https://jhec.wochenschau-verlag.de/. 
35 Fodor, R., & Tóth, J. (2023). Flagship of history didactics: The yearbook of the International Society of history 
didactics. Hungarian Educational Research Journal 13(4), 567–593. DOI: 10.1556/063.2023.00184. 

https://jhec.wochenschau-verlag.de/
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the only history education journal in the French-speaking world.36 More recently, it has 

developed into a venue for articles written in German and, in particular, of Swiss German 

research projects too. Thus, it is not only a (peer-reviewed) publication venue, but also 

facilitates communication and knowledge about results of history education research 

projects. The journal is trilingual and thus addresses differently developing language-specific 

subject didactics and practitioner communities in Switzerland.37 It also facilitates the 

international transfer of history education discussions, a transfer that, incidentally, takes 

place primarily in English.38 All of the above-mentioned target groups can be assumed to 

have a professional interest in research and implementation in the field of history teaching, 

history education concepts, implementation and experience. From the editorial board’s point 

of view, the target audience is clearly defined, but nevertheless quite heterogeneous. 

Presumed reading and information needs and interests 

The editorial board attempts to accommodate the differences in Didactica Historica’s target 

audience by defining various sections of the journal:  

- History dossier 

- News from history teaching research 

- Online booklet (peer-reviewed): History education research 

- Practical reports 

- Teaching materials 

- Book reviews 

Practitioners are addressed in terms of their historical and history education knowledge, 

their need for information about teaching materials and their interest in exchanges with 

colleagues. The aim is to support them in their efforts to achieve professionalism. At the 

same time, the journal offers history education researchers information about research 

projects, as well as the opportunity to write peer-reviewed research reports themselves. In 

this way, the journal contributes to the exchange of ideas among history educators and 

provides information for their teaching. The “History Dossier” contains specialised historical 

articles on a variety of topics that offer new insights and alternative perspectives on history, 

which, like the book reviews, can provide ideas for history lessons. 

 So much for the intentions! The usage survey was intended to provide information on 

whether the target readership actually find the journal and its various sections appealing. 

The usage survey 

Potential readers were made aware of the survey through several channels and invited to 

participate. Calls for participation were sent out via the CODHIS-SDGD newsletter, the DGGD 

and GDH mailing lists, and the mailing list of the Association of Swiss History Teachers 

 
36 In this, it has succeeded Le Cartable de Clio. https://didhis.ch/gdh_accueil/dh_presentation/dh_crtable_clio/. 
37 In addition to the aforementioned associations and target groups, ATIS, the Associazione ticinese insegnanti 
di storia, is also interested in the journal, and Italian-speaking history teacher training is represented on the 
editorial board by Sonia Castro Mallamaci. See https://atistoria.ch/ and https://www.supsi.ch/sonia-castro-
mallamaci.  
38 In addition to the aforementioned JHEC, see also the two online journals Historical Thinking, Culture, and 
Education (HTCE). https://eterna.unibas.ch/htce, and Historical Encounters: A journal of historical 
consciousness, historical cultures, and history education (HEJ). https://www.hej-hermes.net/. 

https://didhis.ch/gdh_accueil/dh_presentation/dh_crtable_clio/
https://atistoria.ch/
https://www.supsi.ch/sonia-castro-mallamaci
https://www.supsi.ch/sonia-castro-mallamaci
https://eterna.unibas.ch/htce
https://www.hej-hermes.net/
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(VSGS).39 In addition, history educators at the universities informed their students, and 

finally, the network of French-speaking history educators was informed. 

The usage survey was conducted online and was active from 20 February 2025 to 28 July 

2025.40 It contained 19 stations, each adapted to people who are familiar with the journal 

and those who are not. The survey, which was created in German and French versions, was 

programmed by Laure Gadrat,41 who later also carried out the evaluation. 

Depending on whether the questionnaire was completed by a member of the DGGD or GDH 

or by a non-member, questions were asked about the professional activities of the users and 

their institutional affiliation, as well as which sections are read and how often, and, more 

generally, which sources of information the respondents primarily use for their professional 

activities. An open question allowed respondents to provide suggestions for the desired 

further development of the journal. 

  

Fig. 1. Question tree in the French version. ©CODHIS-SDGD, Laure Gadrat 

 

 

 
39 https://www.vsg-sspes.ch/der-verein/fachverbaende-fv/vsgs. 
40 https://framaforms.org/didactica-historica-2025-1739539652  
https://framaforms.org/nutzungsumfrage-der-didactica-historica-1740044678 
41 Laure Gadrat is a research assistant to Nadine Fink at HEP Vaud and a doctoral candidate at Cread at the 
University of Rennes, where she is writing a thesis entitled “Contribution de l’histoire à l’apprentissage de la 
conflictualité du monde. Une étude de cas en classe de Première HGGSP” under the supervision of Didier Carou 
and Nadine Fink. 

https://www.vsg-sspes.ch/der-verein/fachverbaende-fv/vsgs
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The results of the survey 

The profile of the survey participants 

A total of 130 persons responded to the questionnaire. 80 of them completed the French 

version and 50 the German version. Of the French-speaking respondents, 33 stated that they 

were members of the GDH. 56% (47 people) were non-members. Among the German-

speaking participants, 30 were members of the DGGD and 40% (20 people) were non-

members.  

42% of the 72 DGGD members and 44% of the 73 GDH members took part in the survey, 

which represents a very satisfactory response rate for the societies.  

The call also reached wider circles. 20 of the 80 French-speaking respondents stated that 

they were not working in Switzerland (see Figure 2). At least these individuals can be counted 

as part of the Francophone network to which the journal is also committed. The participants 

in the survey are therefore mainly from the first category – “enseignant.e.s / professeurs 

d’université ou de haute école” (teachers/university or college lecturers). One of these 

individuals stated not being familiar with the journal, while another did not comment on 

this. 

 

Fig. 2. Distribution of participants according to their professional activity. ©CODHIS-SDGD, Laure Gadrat 

Half of the 20 German-speaking individuals who do not belong to the DGGD are history 

teachers, mostly at secondary level II. Most of them probably became aware of the survey 

through their association. Many of them were not familiar with the journal at the time of 

taking the survey. The other ten non-DGGD members included a lecturer in history 

education, two university staff members, two students, and four who did not provide any 

information. 

The results show a similar distribution of professional positions between the two language 

groups, namely the predominance of historians/history education scholars in higher 

education and history teachers at secondary levels I and II. 
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The popularity of the sections 

 

Fig. 3. Readers’ interest in the journal’s sections; German-language responses. ©CODHIS-SDGD, Laure Gadrat 

When asked which sections of the journal interest the participants, the high level of interest 

in all sections is striking. This applies to both German-speaking and French-speaking 

participants.  

 

Fig. 4. Readers’ interest in the journal’s sections; French-language responses. ©CODHIS-SDGD, Laure Gadrat 

If we look at the responses separately according to professional activity, it is striking that 

teachers and “didacticians” particularly appreciate the history dossier, the practical reports 

and the presentation of materials, while the reports from history education research and the 
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research reports themselves are of interest, but to a lesser extent. Foreign participants who 

speak French, on the other hand, are very interested in the papers on history education 

research and the research reports themselves, but are also very interested in the other 

articles. However, the differences are not so striking that it can be assumed that the survey 

participants would only be interested in individual sections and ignore others. There is on the 

other hand little interest in reports from history education societies. 

The frequency with which the journal is read 

 

                               

Fig. 5. Frequency of reading the journal; French- and German-language responses ©CODHIS-SDGD, Laure 

Gadrat 

When examining how regularly the journal is read, it becomes apparent that, despite the 

general acceptance of the sections, interest in the individual articles could clearly be 

higher:42 Of the 51 French-speaking responses, 20 indicated regular reading, 24 responded 

“parfois” (sometimes) and seven “rarement” (rarely); of the 28 German-speaking responses, 

the corresponding figures were 16 “regularly”, 3 “häufig” (frequently) and 9 “ab und zu” 

(rarely). However, the fact must be taken into account that the articles are in various 

languages. This may have played a role in the responses regarding frequency. 

Interest in the booklet “History education research”43 

The more detailed, peer-reviewed research reports, which form the basis for the educational 

article in the printed journal and are published in the online booklet, are met with less 

interest. It can be assumed that it is primarily those involved in research who read the more 

detailed information on theory and methodology. Nine of the 26 secondary I and secondary 

II teachers said they read the booklet “sometimes/frequently”, thirteen “rarely/occasionally” 

and only four “regularly”. Among the didacticians, six out of thirteen said they read the 

booklet “regularly”, while four said they read it “sometimes/frequently” and three 

“rarely/occasionally”. A similar distribution was found among foreign readers. 

 
42 Unfortunately, the categories in French and German differ slightly from one another. 
43 “Geschichtsdidaktische Forschung“. See https://www.codhis-sdgd.ch/de/didactica-historica-
archive/recherches-en-didactique-de-lhistoire-geschichtsdidaktische-forschung-zu-dh-11-2025/. 
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Fig. 6. Frequency of reading the booklet containing peer-reviewed research reports among German- and 

French-speaking participants in the survey. ©CODHIS-SDGD, Laure Gadrat 

 

The survey participants’ sources of information 

Finally, participants were asked which sources of information they regularly use for their 

professional activities. The aim was to assess the importance of a journal such as Didactica 

Historica in comparison with other media.  

 

Fig. 7. Regular use of media in a professional context; answers in German  

©CODHIS-SDGD, Laure Gadrat 
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Fig. 8. Regular use of media in a professional context; answers in French 

©CODHIS-SDGD, Laure Gadrat 

The two graphs show that those interested in history education obtain information from a 

wide range of sources. This finding is more pronounced among French speakers, as shown by 

the “Anderes” or “Autres” category. Among the listed sources of information, historical works 

are the most popular. In addition, there are clear differences in the information habits of 

French- and German-speaking survey participants. The latter frequently state that they 

exchange information with colleagues, while the former rely heavily on the internet (“sites 

spécialisés”). According to the survey, documentary films are also popular, particularly 

among German-speaking respondents. Magazines are not among the frontrunners, but they 

are well represented. The differences are striking here too: while French-speaking 

participants clearly prefer history education journals to journals for practitioners, the 

opposite is true for German-speaking participants.44  

When the response “Autres” or “Anderes” is broken down (see Figure 9), it becomes clear 

that those interested in history education conduct very broad searches for information. It 

also becomes clear that traditional resources are supplemented by the possibilities offered 

by recent developments such as artificial intelligence or general scientific online tools: 

 

 
44 In order to assess this difference, the respective offerings would have to be compared. Several practical 
journals for history teachers have long been available and are well established on the German-speaking market. 
See also Furrer, M. (2020). Deutschsprachige geschichtsdidaktische Zeitschriften – ein aktueller Überblick. 
Didactica Historica 6, 193–197. 
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 f others, please specify here: 

“AI (Chat GPT, Claude, Perplexity)“ 

“Interviews with teachers and students“ 

“Research theses on the teaching and 
learning of history“ 

“Mainly the 9-11H[armos, BZ] textbook“ 

“Different online scientific information 
channels“ 

“Professional development courses“ 

“Excursions or guided tours “ 

 

(French-speaking answers) 

 

If others, please specify here: 

“AI“ 

“Social media groups and feeds“  

“Exchange at conferences / own research 
and development projects“ 

“DLH Community “ 

“Social media“ 

“My knowledge and intuition“ 

“Textbooks for French High schools“ 

“Reading group“ 

 

(German-speaking answers)  

Fig. 9. Information sources under “Autres” or “Anderes”. ©CODHIS-SDGD, Laure Gadrat 

Finally, we were interested in what characteristics a journal should have in order to arouse 

the interest of participants. The French-language responses showed that a journal is 

expected to present and discuss current and innovative trends. In contrast, German-speaking 

respondents demanded a strong practical focus.45  

Conclusions 

Participation in the survey showed that the editorial board’s assumptions about its 

readership are accurate. Didactica Historica is valued by many members of history education 

societies. This means that a solid core of the readership is interested in history education, 

with a focus on research, university teaching and target-level teaching. However, the journal 

has many other readers. They are interested in it, on the one hand, because it addresses 

them as history teachers and, on the other hand, because they see it as the (only) 

communication platform for the French-speaking history education community. Teachers in 

particular encouraged the editorial board to raise awareness of the journal. The professional 

backgrounds of the readership are the source of its heterogeneity, but their interest in 

history education communication is what they have in common. 

The usage survey also made it possible to compare the editorial board’s assumptions about 

the conceptualisation of the journal with the direct statements of its readers. The overall 

picture that emerged was that the survey participants were satisfied with Didactica Historica. 

They feel strongly attracted to the various sections, whose articles reflect their different 

perspectives on history teaching due to their professional backgrounds. 

The usage survey only included a few questions. Accordingly, the results do not allow for very 

differentiated statements. This is particularly evident in the assessment of the booklet 

“History education research”. For the time being, the significantly lower interest in this 

 
45 In addition, some noted that the journal should be made even better known. 
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booklet compared with the journal is unsatisfactory. However, a combined survey covering 

both reading and publication interests might have yielded a clearer approval rating. It is 

nevertheless noteworthy that practitioners report reading the journal less frequently than 

history educators, but that the difference is not particularly large. 

The statements on information sources make it clear that journals are well accepted, even if 

they do not occupy top positions. However, they face the challenge of having competitors 

whose ability to provide up-to-date information is so high that journals cannot keep up due 

to the production process. It is therefore clear that, in addition to the desired timeliness, 

they must have qualities that set them apart from digital tools and, in particular, AI. 

In addition to the editorial board’s immediate practical interest in information about the use 

of the journal Didactica Historica, this usage survey can also be seen as a stimulus for 

research. This is because, when it comes to history teaching materials, one cannot always 

rely on the intended effects envisaged by history educators and teachers becoming reality. 

This also applies to history teaching journals. In other words, these activities require 

empirical research capable of making statements about their effective impact. In the case of 

journals, this helps to ensure that they develop in a beneficial direction and actually 

encourage readers to benefit from reading them for their professional development. 

However, even when a journal is read regularly, whether it actually triggers such 

professionalisation processes among its readership would have to be examined in more 

complex research settings. 


