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As a discipline, history is in a somewhat transitory period, struggling to find a coherent identity under the academic infighting of various subgroups. The long shadow of colonialism has left two distinct school of postcolonial and decolonial thought, existing at the same time as a reactionary response of patriotic, nationalistic historical thought seen prominently in the United States. There is also a continued divide between a smaller, borderline antiquarian thought, borne most prominently in the late 20th century with microhistories, and a grander, more unified historical school of thought intending to create a larger narrative towards the field. Simultaneously, there is a severe crisis in history stemming from a systematic defunding of the humanities at large, with history departments in universities based in the United Kingdom being struck especially hard, having had a continued decline in funding and, therefore, existence, with some universities now dropping their history departments entirely. 

History is a broad discipline which, it can be argued, contains many other disciplines under its wing. The likes of archaeology, anthropology, linguistics, mythology and religious studies all necessarily interact with history heavily. Archaeology in its very existence is a study of historical human activity, primarily known to the public at large as excavating the ruins of old buildings and studying the implications of the structures and interpreting them through a historical lens. Anthropology, the studying of human activity and societies, cannot interact with the current existence of human societies without interrogating the past societies and previous forms of the society and activity the field is studying. Linguistics is built off a backbone of previous forms of the language studied, making most linguistic study at least adjacent to and continuing a history of language. Mythology and religious studies are both primarily focused on the reinterpretation and studying of symbolism, messaging and language from texts often thousands of years old in origin and older in oral tradition, which requires an understanding of the historical context when these were written. History is thusly uniquely interlinked with many other subjects within the humanities, and histories of non-humanities disciplines are also common.

The direction of history as a discipline is, as it always has been, fractured. The Bibliography of British and Irish History (BBIH) recorded 4,288 new publications in June 2020 and recorded that 430 of these had the subject text “women”, 284 had the subject text “urban” and 257 had the subject text “gender relations”[footnoteRef:1]. These being the most popular publication themes indicate an increased focus in recent years on interdisciplinary studies. This BBIH report also indicated an increased focus on animal publications known as the ‘animal turn’, with 60 publications having the subject text “animals”[footnoteRef:2], and noted a significant uptick in the relatively new subject text of ‘celebrity’[footnoteRef:3]. It can thus be seen that historiographic writing has shifted substantially toward interdisciplinarity and more new subjects of study. [1:  Bibliography of British and Irish History, ‘What’s trending in new historical writing? Four perspectives from the Bibliography of British and Irish History’ (28 July 2020). <https://blog.history.ac.uk/2020/07/whats-trending-in-new-historical-writing-four-perspectives-from-the-bibliography-of-british-and-irish-history/> [accessed 26 October 2025]]  [2:  ibid.]  [3:  ibid.] 


[bookmark: _Int_m8hD4Ypv]In a 2024 briefing from the Royal Historical Society, a clear split becomes visible between post-1992 universities and pre-1992, non-Russell Group universities. While both groups of universities are significantly cutting their numbers in history, this is markedly more dramatic in post-1992 universities; 88% of departments in post-1992 universities reported a decrease in staffing since 2020, while 58% reported the loss of one or more degree programme, and 80% reported a loss of one or more courses[footnoteRef:4]. While these numbers are less concerning in pre-1992 universities, they are still troubling. 68% of these universities’ departments report a decrease in staffing, while 36% report the loss of one or more degree programmes, another 36% having reported a loss of one or more courses.[footnoteRef:5] These numbers are catastrophic. With many British students choosing history as their subject of choice on degree courses, the prospect of continued cuts to history departments is a burgeoning crisis. History A-levels are the fifth most studied of any discipline[footnoteRef:6], but these prospective students face the reality that they are going into largely underfunded courses which are suffering budget cuts. This casts a dark cloud over the prospective future of history in the United Kingdom, as there does not seem to be an increase in budgets or employment on the horizon within history degree courses. The Royal Historical Society proposes that a solution to this is emphasising the positive value of having a history degree, with their briefing offering positive employment numbers for history degree holders. 87% of graduares were ‘in sustained employment, further study or both’ five years after completing an undergraduate degree’[footnoteRef:7], which the Royal Historical Society shows as evidence of the positive value of studying history. [4:  Royal Historical Society, The Value of History: a new briefing from the Royal Historical Society (October 30 2024). <https://blog.royalhistsoc.org/2024/10/30/the-value-of-history-a-new-briefing-from-the-royal-historical-society/> [accessed 26 October 2025]]  [5:  ibid.]  [6:  ibid.]  [7:  ibid.] 


Historians Steven Mintz and Johann Neem have both theorized about a greater, nationalist history in response to right-wing movements societally in the United States. Their responses both echo a pre-1970s historical grand narrative, with Neem advocating for a history that ‘share(s) not just the present but also the past’ as he opines America currently requires a ‘mainstream’ history, a midpoint between the ‘post-American’, progressive historical approach, and the ‘hyper-American”, which creates an idealized vision of American history where the atrocities which can be attributed to the American state are secondary to a free state revelling in the beauty of operating under the natural human condition[footnoteRef:8]. Mintz does not take such an active approach toward attempting to unite America beyond a shared history and instead aims to create a ‘new history’, arguing that academia’s ‘overspecialization and fragmentation [...] has also led to a fragmentation of the field, where historians focus on narrower topics and methods, at the expense of broader, interdisciplinary approaches.’[footnoteRef:9] He proposes a more global, interdisciplinary approach to history study, with an internationalist attempt to expand history’s remit and create a new paradigm of academia.


In general, therefore, there is no agreed consensus for how to solve the problems currently affecting the history sector. While it is undeniably a serious issue for both political and monetary reasons, the solutions proposed are either attempting to call back to a simpler, grand narrative form of history, or simply emphasising that history graduates can hold down employment easier after university. Nonetheless, it is highly unlikely that these threats will cause the destruction or even significant long-term damage to the field. History is interwoven in so many forms of the humanities that it is inescapable. Any humanities degree holder, and many in the non-humanities fields, will interact with a subject history at minimum, with an understanding of their disciplines requiring a grasp on history. It is incredibly deeply interwoven, and despite attempts to form a larger, more cohesive history, smaller interdisciplinary studies continue to dominate the field, as they have for much of the 2020s.









 [8:  Johann Neem, ‘Bringing American History Back Home for the 250th', American Historial Association, 14 July 2025. <https://www.historians.org/perspectives-article/bringing-american-history-back-home-for-the-250th/> [accessed 26 October 2025]]  [9:  Steven Mintz, ‘How History Can Reclaim Its Relevance in the 21st Century’, Inside Higher Ed, August 15 2024. <https://www.insidehighered.com/opinion/columns/higher-ed-gamma/2024/08/15/re-engaging-history-social-sciences-and-modern> [accessed 26 October 2025]] 
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