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CAS ADVANCED ACADEMIA
FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMME:
Individual Fellowships 2017–2018

Bulgarian Module
Project Title:

The Russian Orthodox Church in Contemporary Geopolitics: Ecclesiological Aspects

Daniela Kalkandjeva
MA in History (Sofia University ‘St Kliment Ohridski’); MA
and PhD in History (Central European University, Budapest,
Hungary)
Affiliation: Scientific Research Department of Sofia
University 'St Kliment Ohridski'
Field of Study: History
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The project will explore the role of the Russian
Orthodox Church (ROC) in contemporary
geopolitics from an ecclesiological viewpoint.
More specifically, it will analyse the international
activities of the Moscow Patriarchate (MP) from
the perspective of ecclesiological concepts
that have been elaborated by the Russian
theologians after the Bolshevik revolution. This
approach is expected to reveal not only the
ROC’s inner interest in foreign affairs, but also
the specific mechanisms for its realization on
the international religious scene. In this way, the
project will contribute to a fuller understanding
of the ROC’s role in contemporary geopolitics.
The project combines both political and
ideological dimensions of the MP’s role, and
its ecclesiastical aspects. It sets up additional
objectives aimed to explain the ROC’s inner motives for engaging with international affairs; the

conceptualisation of this interest through the
prism of Orthodox ecclesiology and the ROC’s
historical experience; the MP’s ecclesiological
goals on the international scene; and the use
of specific religious means and mechanisms for
the achievement of those goals.
The project seeks to assess the role of the
interwar Karlovci ideology in shaping the MP’s
ecclesiastical foreign policy since the mid-1940s;
outline the evolution of the ROC’s concepts
about its geopolitical role in the Orthodox
interchurch relations as well as in international
religious affairs; to promote new sources for
the study of the role of religion and Orthodox
churches in international affairs, and to create
grounds for critical reflection on the role of
the Russian and other Orthodox churches in
contemporary geopolitics.
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Project Title:

Grounding Recognition Anew: Challenges to Honneth’s Recognition Paradigm
and Possibilities of Empirical Support for the Critical Social Theory

Hristo Gyoshev
MA and PhD in Philosophy (Sofia University ‘St Kliment
Ohridski’)
Affiliation: Department of Philosophy and Sociology
(New Bulgarian University)
Field of Study: Moral and Political Philosophy; Social Theory,
Analytical Philosophy

Since the early 1990s, following the works of
Charles Taylor and Axel Honneth there was a shift
in social theory with which recognition became
a key explanatory concept for social dynamics,
underlying not only social conflicts but also the
very normative dimensions of society. In spite
of the interpretative differences, the concept of
recognition was considered to derive its ultimate
conceptual meaning from Hegel’s master-slave
dialectics, which according to both Honneth and
Taylor can explain the basic normative structure
of society. This key role of recognition in social
philosophy and the social sciences granted the
concept a kind of plausibility, thanks to which it
could compete even with major existing models
of social justice and normative order.
Behind such normative claim about justice lies
a model which puts recognition forms above
abstract normative principles of equality and
wealth distribution. According to this claim social
norms, institutions, self and identity can only be
understood if they are related to psychological
patterns of recognition among persons. This
emphasis on recognition receives additional
relevance and analytical value today, considering the latest social-political processes (one of

the obvious cases being the European migrant
crisis which has been unfolding since 2015 and
challenging Europe's institutional stability).
Honneth has justified the intertwinement between recognition theory and contemporary
empirical research by the fact that certain
empirical and clinical conclusions about human behaviour point at the same direction as
is recognition theory. But are such observations
enough to support similar claim?
The main objective of the proposed project
is to offer an analysis of the relationship between recognition theory whose roots reach
back to Hegel's dialectics, and contemporary
research, utilising scientific methods that are
fairly distinct from dialectical methodology.
The project incorporates two main directions:
(1) its ultimate theoretical motivation, and its
viability in the context of contemporary social
philosophy and leading scientific paradigms in
which this theory is looking for empirical roots,
and (2 ) to track the developmental path which
reveals the inner dynamics but also points at
possible future solutions to the problems facing
recognition theory today

Project Title:

History of Philosophy and National Identities During the Communist Regime:
Avicenna and Al-Farabi Studies in the Soviet Union (1950s–1980s)

Iva Manova
BA in Philosophy, MA in Medieval Philosophy and Culture,
and PhD in History of Philosophy (Sofia University
‘St Kliment Ohridski’); PhD in Philosphy
(Padua University, Italy)
Affiliation: Institute for the Study of Societies and
Knowledge, Bulgarian Academy of Sciences
Field of Study: History of Philosophy

2016–2017

In the 1950s–1960s, a real boom of interest in
the theory of philosophical historiography took
place in Western Europe, which since the 1960s,
extended to the countries of the Soviet Bloc.
Two points emerged during the discussions
which are of special interest for the present
project: (1) the emphasis that Soviet theoreticians and historians on the role that nations and
nationalities play in the historical development
of philosophy, together with their interest in
‘national’ philosophies of the peoples populating the Soviet Union, and (2) the strong criticism
they developed of Eurocentrism, in general and
of Eurocentric accounts of the philosophy’s past,
in particular.
The research project intends to inquire into
the theoretical justifications to which Soviet
medievalist scholars resorted in order to legitimise their interest in a period during which,
according to the evaluations of the ‘classics’ of
Marxism-Leninism, ‘idealist’ teachings prevailed

over ‘materialist’ ones. By means of analysing
the Soviet Studies on Avicenna and Al-Farabi,
the project aims to test the conjecture according to which, in the specific case of these two
Central Asian thinkers, the standard criteria
for the evaluation of philosophical doctrines
(such as materialistic/idealistic; progressive/
reactionary etc.) were temporary laid aside and
replaced by others, such as the need to show
the equal importance and value of European
and non-European philosophy, or the need
to accommodate the patriotic feelings of the
peoples of Uzbekistan, or Tajikistan. A further
aim will be to evaluate the quality of the research on these two thinkers done by the Soviet
historians of philosophy, and compare it to the
relevant results in Western scholarship. Last but
not least the project is intended to answer the
question as how, if at all, Soviet Avicenna and
Al-Farabi scholarship influenced Soviet research
on medieval philosophers.
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Project Title:

The Ducatus of Philippopolis: An Ephemeral Balkan Crusader Lordship in Historical and Folklore Memory

Kalin Kirilov
MA in History, and PhD in History and Archeology
(Sofia University ‘St Kliment Ohridski’)
Affiliation: Independent scholar
Field of study: Medieval History; Regional History; Historical
Anthropology

The main task of this case study is to examine
and reconstruct the history of the Ducatus of
Philippopolis – a short-lived and ephemeral
Crusader lordship that emerged in Northern
Thrace in the early thirteenth century. It appeared as a result and a consequence of the
collapse, partition and conquest of Byzantium in
1204 A.D. and the foundation of the Latin Empire.
This Balkan Crusader lordship has been traditionally ignored by modern Bulgarian and
foreign historiography. Yet, despite its ephemeral existence, the Ducatus of Philippopolis
was among the important Latin lordships in
the Balkans and surprisingly, its history has
left interesting vestiges of a deep impact in
the historical and folklore memory which has

been understudied to date. In order to enrich
the knowledge about the Latin presence in
Northern Thrace in the age of the Crusades
and reconstruct the history of the Duchy of
Philippopolis in the early thirteenth century, the
project will include research and reexamination
of all available historical data on the subject, as
well as introduce an interdisciplinary, comparative approach towards less known, unpopular
or hitherto unused historical, archeological, art,
folklore and onomastic sources and evidences
on the subject.
Last but not least, the project might also shed
more light on the history of formation of mutual
stereotypes related to concepts of ‘Othering’ in
the world of the Medieval Balkans.

Project Title:

Pre-Miltonian Flashes of ‘the Liberty to Know, to Utter, and to Argue Freely'

Martin Ossikovski
BA in Philosophy (Sofia University ‘St Kliment Ohridski’); MA
in Medieval Studies (Central European University, Hungary);
PhD in Theory and History of Culture (Sofia University
‘St Kliment Ohridski’)
Affiliation: Department of Media and Public
Communications, University of National and World
Economy, Sofia

John Milton’s quest against state censorship
in the Areopagitica has long been stretched
between the passionate extremes of liberal
and non-liberal interpretations. This apparent
historiographical contrast may well be rooted
in the ambivalent dynamics of Areopagitica’s
own arguments. While moving against the tide
of the Licensing Order of 1643, and thus inevitably resonating ideas common to later liberal
thinkers, Milton fortified his stance in retrospection by relying heavily on plentiful Biblical,
patristic, and church historical evidence. Hence,
depending on the reader’s personal taste and
aspirations, Areopagitica may conveniently look

both ways—very modern or very traditional,
very ‘liberal’ or somewhat ‘illiberal’.
The project, however, suggests that John
Milton’s arguments against state censorship
were not entirely new to the intellectual scene
of pre-1640s Europe. Along this line, it proposes
to examine Milton’s position in parallel to earlier
authors, and thus to inject a dose of scepticism
into some overly liberalising approaches to
the Areopagitica. As an optional appendix – to
be published separately – the study will offer
a full annotated translation of Areopagitica in
Bulgarian.

Field of Study: History of the Pre-Modern and Early Modern
Political Thought

Project Title:

Rethinking the Process of Roma Minority Integration (The Bulgarian Case)
The main goal of this project is to rethink the
concept of ‘minority integration’ against the
backdrop of Roma integration policies carried
by the Bulgarian governments after 1999 as well
as their outcomes.

Maya Grekova
MA in Philosophy and Sociology, PhD in Sociology, and
Dr.Habil. in Sociological Sciences (Sofia University
‘St Kliment Ohridski’)’
Affiliation: Department of Sociology, Sofia University
‘St. Kliment Ohridski’
Field of study: Sociology
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If we are to assume that the Bulgarian society is
a national society and the nation is conceived
on the basis of citizenship, then the problem of
Roma’s outsider-positioning vis-à-vis Bulgarian
society should not be present as such, nor
should the need for politics of integration
(inclusion) of Roma within Bulgarian society
emerge. However, whether explicitly declared
or implicitly acknowledged, the publicly valid

image of Roma in Bulgaria today construes
them as a group that does not belong to the
Bulgarian society because of its significant
‘cultural differences’. This view has been steadily
reproduced over time and affects not only those
who were born or stigmatised as Roma but also
all citizens of the Bulgarian state.
The project will address the following research
questions:
• What is the hidden understanding of ‘integration of minorities/Roma’ that pierces through
the documents on the European and national
level?

ADVANCED ACADEMIA PROGRAMME: FELLOWS 2017–2018
• What are the consequences of transforming
this understanding of the minority integration process into concrete action plans and
programmes for ‘Roma integration’?
• What would be the concrete parameters
of a process of ‘sintegration of minorities/
Roma’ that is based on a consistent application of the understanding of disintegration
of Bulgarian society along ethnic lines and
hence, on an endeavour to launch a process

of overcoming the
• significance of ethnic origins/identity as
something that predetermines human interactions and leads to group isolation?
The theoretical analysis will build upon my understanding of the emergence and existence of
national minorities in the context of Bulgarian
history and contemporary political life, and
social reality.

Project Title:

Fear Management and Social Governmentality

Milena Iakimova
MA and PhD in Sociology (Sofia University ‘St Kliment
Ohridski’)
Affiliation: Sofia University ‘St Kliment Ohridski’
Field of Study: Sociology

Over the last two decades, the entire liberal
democratic world has seen voting behaviours
and the rise of political actors which can be
grouped in a common phenomenon: cultivation
of anti-systemic / anti-establishment attitudes.
They are broadly, though vaguely presented
as criticism of ‘the system’ and mark a shift of
political activity towards radical populisms and
non-systemic political players. The examples
range globally, and the rise of antisystemic
/ anti-establishment movements has been
concomitant with the replacement of the deliberative forms of interpretation of collective
identities and social living-together by collective
myths and propaganda clichés. These have also
spilled over into the Bulgarian public space, as
one of the central feelings/expectations that are
directed, intensified, fostered and stereotyped
in the Bulgarian media landscape (to the point
of mythic facts) is the feeling of the collapse
of Europe.
The project aims to study mass-media communicated threats directing the expectations of

the common future and fate, together with their
perception and (re)interpretation by the public.
The project aims at discerning the ‘propaganda
effect’ of directing social anxiety, of ‘wrapping
it up’ in simple repetitive figures which turn
anxiety into fear and thus establish pathways
of rendering society governable through its
expectations. The transformation of diffusing
anxiety into fear, i.e. into objectified threats,
will be examined as a rational strategy for social
manipulation and behavioural control.
The study will particularly focus on concerns
about the common political future – spontaneous formation and deliberate creation of
anxious expectations about what the future is
preparing for ‘us’, and hence, manipulation of the
readiness for action or for accepting illegitimate
political moves throughthese anxious expectations. My hypothesis is that creation of anxiety
is a form of preparing the public to accept the
circumvention of legitimacy, i.e. accept a state
of exception

Project Title:

Adapting Professional Musical Competence in the Transition from Western European to Non-European
Musical Traditions

Jordan Banev
BA, PhD (National Academy of Music, Sofia)
Affiliation: National Academy of Music, Sofia
Field of Study: Musical Aesthetics, Musical Philosophy and
Music Pedagogy

2016–2017

Jordan Banev was born on 6 August 1974 in
Sofia, Bulgaria. He completed his secondary
education at the National Lyceum for Ancient
Languages and Cultures, and took his BA
degree from the National Academy of Music,
both in Sofia. Jordan Banev graduated from
the Academy with a baccalaureate thesis on
Augustine's views on art, philosophy and theology as a part of his musicology. Meanwhile he
began studying Eastern neumatic notation, and
between September 2000 and January 2004
he stayed in Volos, studying the Greek way of
neumatic singing and modern Greek language.
After that he enrolled as a PhD student in the
field of musical aesthetics in Sofia.

In 2010 Jordan Banev defended his doctoral thesis on "The Musical Thinking in Antiquity and the
Patristic Age". Since then he has been teaching
at the National Academy of Music where works
as an assistant professor, lecturer and, after his
habilitation in 2012, as an associated professor.
Jordan specialized in Ottoman Classic Music
at Yıldız Technical University in Istanbul (20052006), and in philosophy and musical pedagogy as a visiting researcher at Balliol College
in Oxford, UK (2012-2013). His publications focus
on musical aesthetics, musical philosophy and
music pedagogy. The latest ones being on music
as a way of self-understanding, on sensing the
musical time in folklore and in Byzantine chant.

7

CAS ADVANCED ACADEMIA
FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMME:
Individual Fellowships 2017–2018
International Module
Project Title:

Bell Ringing in the Balkans: A Forgotten Soundscape from the Middle Ages

Alex Rodriguez Suarez (Spain)
BA in History (Universitat Autònoma de Barcelona, Spain);
MA in Late Antique and Byzantine Studies (Royall Holloway,
University of London, UK); PhD in Byzantine and Modern
Greek Studies (Centre for Hellenic Studies, King’s College
London, UK)
Affiliation: Independent Scholar
Field of Study: Byzantine and Medieval History

The proposed research promises to uncover a
significant but forgotten aspect of the everyday
life in the medieval Balkans. The religious use of
large bells is a Western European practice that
was adopted in the Balkans as a result of cultural
exchange and conquest. Before the adoption of
this new instrument, the Byzantine Empire and
the other Orthodox states present in the area
had only used the semantron, an elongated
piece of wood that was hit with a mallet in order
to produce a characteristic sound. The fifteenth
century witnessed the silencing and destruction
of church bells at the hands of the Ottomans and
only in very special circumstances and locations
was bell ringing allowed. The use of bells was
resumed – though not for religious purposes – in
the sixteenth century, with the construction of
the first Ottoman clock towers. These structures
only became popular in the rest of the Empire in
the nineteenth century. Church bells were again
widely used in the Balkans from the nineteenth

century onwards, when Serbia and Bulgaria
became independent states
Researching the use of bells will tell us about the
use of sound in traditional societies. Religious
authorities employed bells in order to broadcast
their power, i.e., the use of bells was another
means to express control over the society. Bells
probably produced the loudest sound that
people could hear in a medieval settlement in
times of peace; thus, sound was harnessed as
an instrument of authority. While similar uses of
art, architecture, urban interventions and laws
have been well studied, the use of sound from
that perspective has not been investigated. This
project, through a combination of archaeological
and written evidence, will result in a major step
towards the understanding of bell ringing in the
medieval states of Bulgaria and Serbia and will
certainly fill a significant scholarly gap.

Project Title:

Social Control of Sexuality and Reproduction in Eighteenth-Century Ukraine

Katerina Dysa (Ukraine)
BA and MA in History (National University of Kyiv-Mohyla
Academy, Kyiv, Ukraine); MA and PhD in History (Central
European University, Budapest, Hungary)
Affiliation: History Department, National University of
Kyiv-Mohyla Academy
Field of Study: History
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The bulk of literature on history of early modern
sexuality is growing year by year with new case
studies being added. However, so far, most
research has addressed case studies related to
Western Europe. The input of the researchers of
East European cases to the history of sexuality so
far is rather modest. Hence, the innovative aspect
of this work is focusing on approaches to and
punishments of illicit sexuality in eighteenthcentury Ukraine, and investigating attitudes
towards sexual relations and their social control.
In my work I plan to turn to the following research questions:
• What kinds of sexual relations were considered to be ‘forbidden’, ‘sinful’, ‘transgressive’?
Would it be possible to read the ‘norm’
through ‘transgression’?
• How were sexual transgressions in their various expressions handled in civil law codes?
Were they treated differently from other
crimes?
• How was the topic of sexuality represented in
sermons? How did it influence (if at all) what

was going on in the courts?
• How were sexuality and reproduction represented in medical texts?
• How did the town community react to cases
of sexual misbehaviour? What were the forms
of social control in such cases?
• What language and terminology was used
to describe transgressive relations? Was this
language gender-sensitive?
• Where bastards (most probable result of the
illegal relationships) regarded as burdensome
for the community?
• What was the role of the father of illegitimate
children? How was social control functioning
then?
The objective of my research is to create a
versatile picture of ideas about sexuality and
reproduction shared by various social groups in
early modern Ukrainian lands which will include
intellectual medical and theological discourse of
sexuality and reproduction, as well as popular
interpretation and practical use or abuse of
existing prescriptions.

ADVANCED ACADEMIA PROGRAMME: FELLOWS 2017–2018
Project Title:

(Minor) Popular Culture and the Apparatus of Area: The ‘Border’ Work
of Ukrainian Female Singer-Songwriters (1990–Present)

Iuliana Matasova (Ukraine)
MA in English, German Languages and Foreign Literature
and PhD in Comparative Literature (Taras Shevchenko
National University of Kyiv, Ukraine), MA in Comparative
Cultural Studies (Jean Moulin Universite Lyon 3, Lyon,
France)
Affiliation: Taras Shevchenko National University of
Kyiv, Ukraine; IETT Institut d’Etudes Transtextuelles et
Transculturelles, Lyon, France
Field of Study: Comparative Literary Studies, Comparative
Cultural Studies, Theory of Literature, Critical Theory,
American and Ukrainian Literature, American and
Ukrainian Popular Culture, Literature and Popular Culture,
Myth Criticism, Gender Studies, Studies in Corporeality,
Postcolonial Studies.

The first decade of Ukraine's independence witnessed the formation of the new social imaginary
largely accomplished in the domain of popular
culture. The conditions of Ukraine's post-Soviet
transformation revealed themselves in the ‘grey'
area of potentiality, actually allowing for such
formation. The same circumstances also made
obvious Ukraine's production and (self-) reproduction as a ‘border' nation. Marichka Burmaka,
Iryna Bilyk, Sestrychka Vika, Maryna Odolska,
Yulia Lord, Katya Chilly, Liuda Orlenko of DAT and
others, who made up the outstanding artistic
event of female singer-songwriters, played an
influential role in the construction of the new
social imaginary, allowing for labeling their
creativity as transformative social and artistic
practice. The creative efforts of women authors
could be read in Walter Mignolo's terms of ‘critical
border thinking’.

The current research of Ukraine's (minor)
popular culture and the Ukrainian female singersongwriter tradition takes a close look at the
strategies chosen by women authors in their
effort to defy the logic of the area. At the same
time, it provides an opportunity of considering
the condition of a popular culture operating outside the instituted industry. This particular ‘nonWestern' circumstance reveals the mechanics by
which the resistance potential of popular culture
is exploited in major, Western, popular culture.

Project Title:

Nationalism, Colonialism and Emancipation: Inventing Sexuality Through Ethnographic
Knowledge Production in the Late Nineteenth and Early Twentieth Century (Tradition of Premarital
Sleeping Together)
The research is aimed at studying the role of
ethnography in the creating of modern sexuality
at the end of the nineteenth and the beginning
of the twentieth century.

Maria Mayerchyk (Ukraine)

2016–2017

The body of ethnographic knowledge on
‘peasants’ sex life’ (the scholarly wording
invented around 1900s for designating the

genital-pleasure practices in pre-modern cultures) was produced in Europe in the nineteenth
and the beginning of the twentieth century
when European (and Ukrainian) ethnographers
and folklorists collected a considerable amount
of ‘obscene’/’indecent’ folk songs and rituals,
customs and practices that were perceived
as evidence of ‘sexuality’ in their day. A new
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Media Studies (‘Ivan Franko’ Lviv State University, Ukraine);
PhD in Ethnology (Ethnology Institute of the National
Academy of Sciences of Ukraine)

direction of research was launched resulting in
the sub-discipline of ethnosexology in the early
twentieth century.

Affiliation: Ethnology Institute of the National Academy of
Sciences of Ukraine

In the 1990s, sexuality became an object of ‘history of ideas’ studies. This is also the departure
point for my research project as, if the idea of
‘sexuality’ emerged in the nineteenth century,
then an appropriate question would be: what
did ethnographers do when they studied
‘sexuality’ in a culture lacking the notion and
any politics of sexuality?

Field of Study: History of Ideas, History of Sexuality

In this study, I consider the production of the
ethnographic knowledge on sexuality in its
relation to the notions of capitalism, nation,
norms and normativity, gender, heterosexuality, deviations, and reproduction. I would like

to trace the basic and complex interconnection
and interrelations of ethnographic knowledge
on sexuality with other new established social
realities such as nationalistic doctrines, capitalist
discipline, sexual order, and politics of normativity. I intend to explore the contradiction between
different simultaneous discourses: e.g. between
capitalist discourse of omnipresent ‘sexuality’ in
all times and cultures, on the one hand, and national romanticism’s idea about peasants’ sexual
purity and chastity, on the other hand. My aim is
to problematise and deconstruct the apparently
stable and secure foundations of knowledge
production as I would like to uncover how the
notions of ‘traditional norms of sexuality’ or ‘traditional sex’ were invented along the necessity
to naturalise nation-states and cultures.

Project Title:

Violence as Cause and Consequence: Comparisons of the Anti-Communist Armed Resistance
in Yugoslavia and Bulgaria after the Second World War
The general aim of the research is a comparative
study of the armed resistance against the establishment of communist regimes in Yugoslavia
and Bulgaria, waged in the two Balkan countries
after their fall under the strong influence of the
Soviet Union after 1945.

Dmitar Tasić (Serbia)
BA, MPhil and PhD in History (Faculty of Philosophy,
Belgrade, Serbia)
Affiliation: University College Dublin, Centre for War Studies
Field of Study: History

The main goals of the project are to bring
together the state-of-the-art results of several
historiogaphies dealing with the topic under
study; to analyse existing narratives addressing the issue; to broadly contextualise the
anti-communist armed resistance as an integral
part and characteristic of the early Cold-War
phenomenon in Southeastern Europe; to focus
on violence as a central feature of the anticommunist armed resistance; to bring in social,
military and religious aspects of the matter;
to find, analyse and present similarities and
distinctions between the two countries; to try

to explain if and how the indigenous traditions
of warfare contributed to the appearance of the
anti-communist armed resistance there.
The proposed project aims to improve our
understanding of the anti-communist armed
resistance in the Balkans after WWII. It will fill in
an important gap in the literature by bringing
together a wide range of disciplines such as sociology, anthropology as well as political science
and the history of religion, in order to investigate
a common set of questions. The project will
place the anti-communist armed resistance
in Yugoslavia and Bulgaria within the broader
context of the early Cold-War period in Europe.
It will introduce modern Western approaches
to hitherto traditionally addressed questions
in Serbian and Bulgarian historiography, and
to the issue of politically motivated violence,
in particular.

Project Title:

Heroes, Killers, Victims: The National Army Soldiers During the Greek Civil War (1946 –1949)

Spyridon Tsoutsoumpis (Greece)
BA in History/Politics and MA by Research History
(University of Central Lancashire, UK); PhD in History
(Manchester University, UK)
Affiliation: Independent Scholar
Field of Study: Modern History
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Over since Thucydides’ masterful study of the
Peloponnesian war, civil wars have been a constant feature of intrastate relations. However,
in the past two decades both the number and
length of such wars has increased rapidly; over
90% of ongoing conflicts are waged within the
territory of nation states rather than between
them. The proliferation of this type of conflict
has captured the attention of non-governmental
organisations, militaries and scholars alike and
resulted in an outpouring of studies which have
analyzed aspects of civil wars – recruitment,
population displacement and governance –
which had been previously neglected.

The purpose of the research project is to contribute to ongoing discussions by looking at one
of the most brutal conflicts that took place in
twentieth-th century Europe: the Greek Civil War
of 1946–1949. I choose to focus on this conflict
for three reasons. The first is the significance of
the Greek civil war in the unfolding of the political and military struggles between east and
west that characterised the second half of the
last century in Europe and beyond. The second
reason is the scale of loss and destruction as
the Greek Civil War was the bloodiest and most
destructive conflict waged in Europe after the
Second World War. The third reason is the nature
of warfare during this conflict. The majority of

ADVANCED ACADEMIA PROGRAMME: FELLOWS 2017–2018
civil wars waged on European and American
soil between 1860 and 1945 were conventional
wars fought between regular standing armies.
Unlike these conflicts the Greek Civil War was
a guerrilla struggle that was characterised by a
series of violent practices (the forcible displacement of civilians, the use of rape as a weapon of
war, the recruitment of minors in armed groups
and the use of parastatals against civilians). The
study of the Greek Civil War will therefore provide
broader insights about the nature of civil wars,
the patterns and causes of atrocities and the
experiences of civilians in recent conflicts.

The present study will contribute in several ways
both to discussions of the Greek Civil War and,
more generally, to the study of insurgency and
civil war. The study of the combat experience will
provide a more nuanced view of the factors that
motivated combatants to fight and sustained
them through hardship. Furthermore, it will
facilitate a more complex understanding of the
patterns and causes of atrocities in civil wars and
the ways to prevent them and demonstrate the
impact of these actions to the lives of soldiers
and civilians alike. The project is part of a broader
study of the civil war that will result in the publication of an academic monograph.

Project Title:

Changing Patterns of Spatial Marginalisation in CEE Countries

Tünde Virág (Hungary)
MA and PhD in Sociology (Institute of Sociology and Social
Politics, Eötvös Loránd University, Budapest, Hungary)
Affiliation: Hungarian Academy of Sciences Centre for
Economic and Regional Studies, Institute for Regional
Studies
Field of Study: Sociology

My proposed comparative research focuses on
the processes, mechanisms, institutions and
politics that (re)produce and maintain spaces for
marginalised social groups, Roma in particular in
Central and Eastern European (CEE) countries.
Based on empirical findings of previous and
ongoing research on the cases of Hungary and
Bulgaria, my study will shed light on how national and supranational politics affects and defines
changing patterns of segregation through local
policies, practices and institutions. The research
intends to compare how the changing patterns
of segregated neighbourhoods are influenced
by central governmental policy and local urban
politics, but also determined by the demographic, socio-economic processes embedded
in the social history, the ethnic composition of

the city and the region the city is located in. I
assume that in accordance with, or in contrast to
national politics, urban policies strengthen social
and spatial boundaries between different parts
of the city and between different social strata
affected by class and ethnic relations.
The proposed project will contribute to the
body of international literature analysing the
relationship between urban policies, the role of
institutions and the patterns of spatial and social
marginalisation. By building on the findings of
my research I will create a detailed typology of
segregated neighbourhoods which will enable
me to provide comparison on mechanism and
patterns of spatial marginalisation in CEE countries, Hungary and Bulgaria in particular.

Project Title:

Eugenic Thinking in the CEE Countries: A Never-Ending Story of Root Metaphors?

Victoria Shmidt (Russia)
MS in Educational Psychology (Volgograd University, Russia)
and MS in Social Policy (Manchester University, UK); PhD in
Educational Psychology (Psychological Institute, Moscow)
and PhD in Social Policy (Masaryk University, Brno, Czech
Republic)
Affiliation: Institute of Research for Inclusive Education,
Masaryk University, Brno, Czech Republic
Field of Study: History of Segregation against the Roma

2016–2017

According to the statistical analysis of professional periodicals, since the mid–1980s, the
interest to eugenics has consistently proliferated
along with increasing the diversity with regard
to attitudes to its impact on contemporary policies and practices. Both a science and a social
movement simultaneously, eugenics has played
a unique role in interwinding various realms of
scientific knowledge in favour of creating root
metaphors that interlink diverse differentiation
(ethnic, gender, social capital, health, etc.).
My project intends to develop a particular
method for recognising the history of ideas, by
focusing on root metaphors, and on the analogy
between Roma, disabled and children, in particular – an analogy that has been typical for the
social sciences in all CEE countries over the last
hundred years. The concept of root metaphor
puts together two core connections of intellectual history: ideas as a driving force of social and
political development, on the one hand, and an

outcome of inter-cohort, inter-country and interscience academic communication, on the other.
The core idea of the study is to explore the
origin, (re)production, and mutation of the
root metaphors produced by eugenicists as the
direct reflection of multifaceted communication between different cohorts and epistemic
communities of eugenically thinking scientists
in the CEE countries. I intend to tell the history
of eugenics not as confined to one country but
as unfolding in the Region, thus putting forward
the diverse connections between scientists
from different countries, generations and communities. During my stay at CAS, I will focus
on the mutual transfer of knowledge between
Bulgarian eugenically thinking scholars and the
scholars from other countries. Mostly, I will pay
attention to the impact that such communication exerted on policies regarding Roma people
and people with disabilities.
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Andrei Cusco (Moldova)
BA in History and English (State University of Moldova, Chisinau); MA in Central European History (Central European
University, Budapest, Hungary); PhD in Comparative in Central, Southeastern and Eastern Europe (Central European
University, Budapest)
Affiliation: Department of History and Philosophy, State University of Moldova
Field of Study: History
Project Title:

Violence, Population Politics, and Total War in the East European Borderlands (1914–1920)
The radically transformative character of World
War I cannot be overstated. The scale and character of the violence unleashed in 1914 was
unprecedented not only in terms of military
operations, but also in the social and political
sphere. Recent historiography has increasingly
turned to the East European dimension of the
war, highlighting the topics of imperial collapse,
widespread social disruption, radical population politics and de-colonisation as the major

consequences of the conflict. The project focuses on these processes of (geo)political, social,
ethno-national, and cultural transformation in
order to provide a synthetic view on the history
of the East European borderlands in wartime.
The main goal of the project is to apply and
transfer these trends in recent historiography to
the case of the Russian-Romanian borderlands,
from a comparative, regional and European
perspective. The methodology of the project

is indebted to the fields of empire studies,
comparative and entangled history, discourse
analysis, and symbolic geography, and coupled
with an explicit emphasis on the link between
modernity, mass mobilisation and violence that
defined the transition from the imperial to the
post-imperial order. The intended outcome of
this project will be a PhD-level university course,
to be taught within my home university’s doctoral programme.

Călin Cotoi (Romania)
Medicine (University of Medicine and Pharmacy “Iuliu Ha ieganu”, Cluj-Napoca); BA in Sociology (Babeș-Bolyai University/
University of Bucharest, Romania); MA in Social Anthropology (University of Bucharest); PhD in Philosophy (University of
Bucharest)
Affiliation: University of Bucharest
Field of Interest: Social History, Sociology
Project Title:

The History of the Social: Social Laboratories and Networks of Reform in Europe
Against the background of the lasting long
crisis of both welfare state and neoliberalism,
the social has been proclaimed as either dead,
or as undergoing some kind of renaissance
through social economy, civil society projects,
and community (re)building and development.
My course intends to explore the social as a way
of creating a meaningful ‘history of the present’, a history of the social that is focused on
Central and Eastern Europe, but is also part of a
larger European comparative and transnational
framework.
The social I explore in this project is a project
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instituted in various ways, with different shapes
and histories. It is a tensioned interaction field
between various groups involved in the institutional set-ups of local modernity - neutralised
and managed by authoritative expertise.
It emerges as groups of professionals gain
legitimacy by tackling ‘social problem(s)’, by
imagining a scientifically legitimised nation and
state, and by attempting to create normalised
individual and collective bodies. It is about the
emergence of new organisations of knowledge
and public activity around ‘the social’, i.e. the
way in which experts and reformers constitute
a field of technical/ technocratic intervention

and normativity out of the tensions of real-life,
historically concrete societies and polities.
The project focuses on two moments – the
1870s–1914 and the 1990s– present day periods – when dense networks, discourses, and
practices were organised in order to create
social change and reform. I argue that a clearer
understanding of the constitution of the social,
in its local historical setting, is important for the
rethinking of the meaning of social sciences,
historiography, and even for the functioning of
social reform.

Volodymyr Kulikov (Ukraine)
MA and PhD in History (Karazin Kharkiv National University, Kharkiv, Ukraine)
Affiliation: Department of History, Karazin Kharkiv National University
Field of Study: Business History
Project Title:

Eastern European Business in a Global Perspective.
The Leading Companies in the Early Twentieth Century
Leading – the largest, most profitable, innovative, and sustainable companies, i.e. big business – have been in the focus of business history since the emergence of the field. However,
regarding the industrial period, these studies
have been based on data mostly from North
America and Western Europe. My previous research demonstrated that when compared to
contemporary British, German, and French companies, the largest firms in the pre-World War I
Russian Empire, too, were large by international
standards. This implies that our understanding

of global big business, its development and
operation has been distorted by the limited
geographical scope of the data. In my proposed
project, I intend to create a basis for a more
comprehensive analysis of global big business
prior to WWI, by combining available data from
all over the world and including the largest East
European and Russian firms, too. The outcome
is expected to be an open-access dataset and
an on-line interactive map of the world’s leading
companies prior to WWI, as well as a research
paper analysing how the new information from

Eastern Europe changes the global picture of
big business. The online database and map are
effective means to communicate the findings on
the emergence of modern business enterprise
to the international scholarly community. Thus,
the project aims to contribute to the integration
of Eastern Europe into the study of a global history of business leadership and excellence in the
past and present. Based on the research, I will
prepare teaching materials for the course The
History of Business in Eastern Europe and Russia
in a Global Context.

Georgi Niagolov (Bulgaria)
BA in English and American Studies; MA in English and American Literature; PhD in English Medieval and Renaissance
Literature (Sofia University ‘St Kliment Ohridski’)
Affiliation: Department of English and American Studies, Sofia University
Field of Study: English Medieval and Renaissance Literature, Shakespeare, Education, Pedagogies
Project Title:

Educational Board Game for Teaching Literature
The project proposes to develop an educational
board game for teaching higher order thinking
skills (critical, metacognitive and creative thinking) and social skills (effective communication,
confidence, leadership, teamwork) through the
close reading of literary texts. The game will not
be limited to one particular literary work, genre
or approach – it will provide an expandable
toolkit of analytical instruments, applicable to
any literary text. Moreover, the game will not
be limited to one particular level of instruction
either – although the target audience of the
project are university students, the game will

2016–2017

also be applicable to secondary school students
and people outside the educational system.
The project is based on two major premises.
First, traditional passive, content-based, teacherdominated, individualistic forms of learning
need to be counterbalanced by active, inquirybased, student-centred, collaborative forms of
learning. Second, the sense of freedom and enjoyment associated with play and games holds
an enormous potential for enhancing learning
and student engagement, which remains unused in higher levels of education.

Within the framework of the project, the game
will be created, tested in the classroom, while
its pedagogical effects will be measured and
discussed in a research publication, and a
model for assessing student participation will
be proposed.
From a broader perspective, the project hopes
to contribute to a better education, focused not
only on knowledge but also on skills and values
that increases the employability of graduates
and creates freethinking, responsible citizens.
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Nadezhda Alexandrova (Bulgaria)
MA in Bulgarian Philology (Sofia University ‘St Kliment Ohridski’); MA in Gender Studies (Central European University,
Budapest, Hungary); PhD in Literature (Sofia University ‘St Kliment Ohridski’)
Affiliation: Faculty of Slavic Studies, Sofia University ‘St Kliment Ohridski’
Field of Study: Literary History, Ottoman History, Gender Studies
Project Title:

Teaching History of Emotions in Bulgarian Culture of the Nineteenth Century
The aim of the course is to initiate reflection in
MA students on nineteenth-century Bulgarian
culture from the perspective of history of emotions. Its design and goals are in accordance
with the conceptual framework of the whole
MA programme to provide multidisciplinary
methodological keys for interpretation of anthropological phenomena.
The chosen timeframe presents a period when
Bulgarians were subject to multidirectional
influences – from Western Europe on the one
hand, and from the Ottoman context, on the
other hand. Although the transcultural flow of

folklore motives, literary works, and policies for
communal life had a rhizomic character, the
parallel process of national identity building
obliged the contemporary intellectual elite
to define the Bulgarian cultural heritage as
unique and unparalleled by others. The reflection of those two tendencies on Bulgarian
public discourse involves an articulation of a
great variety of reactions from the repertoire of
emotions. The goal of the course will be to help
students to decipher the emotional spectrum
of written accounts (letters, manuscripts and
publications) and to acquire a different dimension of understanding of this time period – not

only through narrow nationalistic lenses but
by means of broader, cross-cultural and crossdisciplinary ones.
The innovative aspect of the course is twofold.
First, the selection of topics and readings is
intended to make students acknowledge the
entanglement of literary histories in the Region
and deduce the features of this intellectual
exchange in Bulgarian cultural life. Second, my
course will offer possibilities for data collecting and data processing in paper and digital
archives, thus building students’ transferrable
skills as independent researchers.

Nikolai Vukov (Bulgaria)
MA in Bulgarian Philology and minor in English (Sofia University ‘St Kliment Ohridski’); MA in History (Central European
University, Budapest, Hungary); PhD in Anthropology and Folklore Studies (Institute of Folklore – Bulgarian Academy of
Sciences); PhD in History (Central European University, Hungary)
Affiliation: Bulgarian Academy of Sciences
Field of Interest: Identities, Mobility and Transformations, Cultural Policies and Practices in Southeastern Europe; Oral History,
Methodologies of History.
Project Title:

Communism as ‘Heritage’, Heritage as ‘Nostalgia’:
Teaching East European Communist Pasts in United Europe
The goal of the current project is to analyse the
procedures related to the construction of communist ‘heritage’ in Eastern Europe, from the
perspectives of the public debates surrounding
its interpretation and valorisation, and in the
context of recent trends of teaching twentiethcentury history in the European Union.
Taking as a launching point the double-bound
meanings of heritage as ‘legacy’ and ‘patrimony’
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(that is, as ‘something given that has inevitably
been received from the past,’ or as a ‘value that
has to be transmitted to the future’), the project
will explore the challenges in interpreting the
artifacts of the Communist period as ‘heritage’ and the ways in which these challenges
are met in the different countries of Eastern
Europe. Methodologically, the project will
seek to juxtapose the fields of heritage studies and European studies and will utilise their

potential in understanding the meanings of
the Communist pasts in present-day European
context. Adhering to a wide comparative
framework with different states of East Central
and Southeastern Europe, the project will
analyse diverse cases related to the construction of ‘heritage’ from the Communist epoch
and will reflect on the involvement of such
cases in teaching materials of twentieth-century
European history.

CAS FELLOWS' INTERVIEWS

The Janissaries:
Stories of Reception
and History
of Emotions

A Talk with CAS Fellow,
Dr Nadezhda Alexandrova

You have been working in the field of
the history of emotions and you earlier research at CAS was related to the
perception of the the Janissary order in
the mid- nineteenth century Ottoman
context as viewed from a literary perspective. Traditionally, sustained by
the nationalist and communist narrative, the Janissary topic evokes painful
interpretations in the Bulgarian public
realm. However, how has the image of
the janissaries been translated from
historical facts (as in the archives) into
literature?
Dr Nadezhda Alexandrova: The topic of
the janissaries is amongst the most traumatic ones in the perception of the Bulgarians about their Ottoman past. Indeed, one
generally associates the janissaries with
the devşirme, i.e. the blood tax, and with
military recruitments from non-Muslim
families, often linked to ultimate cruelty
and aggression towards the Christians. The
goal of my study was to investigate how the
image of the cruel janissaries was created
and reproduced through written sources in
the nineteenth century, and how it differed
from the one we believe to know today,
the more so that even Bulgarian folklore
contains stories that unveil an attitude to
the Janissary order as some kind of ladder
for a military career. The boys sent to the
2016–2017

caserns in their teenage years were likely to
be integrated into a very complex system of
power relations that infiltrated any political
or economic level, and brought prestige
and income to its members. Scholars in
Ottoman studies have produced a large
amount of research on the history and
complexity of the Janissary corps and
the reasons for its destruction by Sultan
Mahmud II in 1826, in his efforts to restore
absolute power in his hands.
I based my research on two major kinds of
sources – literary and historiographical ones,
which were written in the Tanzimat era across
the Ottoman territories. My hypothesis was
that the image of the janissaries that we
usually refer to today was predominantly
a product of the nineteenth-century written culture. It encompasses both fictional
representations, memories from the recent
turbulent past about the janissaries’ criminal
activities alongside other bandits, and last
but not least, historical accounts dating back
to the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. I
suggested three types of factors that formed
the image of the janissary as an aggressive
enemy - official Ottoman historical narratives,
Western historiography, and local versions of
history that in the course of the nineteenth
century shaped the national historical narrative (as is the case with Bulgarian history).
After the destruction of the Janissary army,

the Ottoman sultans desired to erase its
image from history. Blaming the janissaries
for the obstruction of the reforms, they pronounced that the extermination of the corps
was the ‘fortunate event’ of a new beginning.
The ‘purity-decline’ paradigm, known for the
way the janissaries were presented in mainstream Ottoman history both in the West and
in Ottoman history, could be conjunct with
another notion – that of rebirth, or progress.
in terms of the Tanzimat discourse of reforms
in the Ottoman Empire. Western observers,
travelers and writers during the nineteenth
century, such as Alphonse Royer, were in
favour of the latter version. In contrast, Bulgarian writers and revolutionaries were skeptical about the efficiency of the reforms and
preferred to associate the janissaries with the
criminal gangs who acted very aggressively
in the provincial areas (known by the names
of kırcali or dağalı), and praised the haiduts
as representatives of military formations that
first fought against the Ottoman governance.
What surprised you about your research
findings?
N.A.: One of the strangest observation
that I drew from investigating textbooks of
Ottoman and Bulgarian history as well as
other types of historiographical accounts
on the janissaries, such as journal articles
and academic projects, was that Bulgar-

15

CAS FELLOWS' INTERVIEWS

ian written records from the nineteenth
century tend to present the janissaries as
immoral criminals from the ‘time of turmoil’
(i.e., the end of eighteenth and the beginning of the nineteenth centuries), rather
than enact the traumatic narrative of the
devşirme practice that ended in the long
seventeenth century.
Another surprise was the ‘detective story’
emerging around the transfer of ideas and
plots in the Tanzimat era which allowed the
circulation of the notion of the janissaries
among wide audiences in the course of at
least four decades, from 1840s to 1870s.
The novel Les Janissaires by Alphonse
Royer was a proof of such a circulation. Its
multiple receptions require a supranational
comparative perspective, such as that of
‘entangled histories’. There were seven
translations of the novel into five languages: into Greek (1843 and 1860), Romanian
(1848 and 1850), Bulgarian (1848–1850),
in karamankidika, i.e. the language of the
Turkophone Christians-Orthodox population (1854), and into Armenian (1870).

mountains to Ruse, Bucharest and Vienna.
Royer travelled together with a young
painter, Camille Rogier, who was later
known as a host to Gerard de Nerval and
Theophile Gautier when they embarked
in Constantinople. In fact, these romantic
writers and painters were also Alphonse
Royer’s friends. Their correspondence
reveals that Royer inspired them to start
their own journeys to the Orient.
Is his novel, Les Janissaires, comparable
to Shakespeare’s Romeo and Juliet? If so,
in what aspects?
N.A.: In fact, Alphonse Royer was much
influenced in his historical writing by both

You are amongst the first, if not the first
scholar in Bulgaria to study Alphonse
Royer. Could you share some interesting
facts about him with our readership?
N.A.: Indeed, beside the musicologists
who have investigated Alphonse Royer’s
approaches to the librettos of the French
versions of the operas by Rossini, Donizetti, Verdi, and Wagner, I may turn out as
one of the few researchers who have ever
‘revealed the curtain’ over this forgotten
writer of popular historical novels, plays,
travelogues, historical accounts, etc. Alphonse Royer was an influential figure in
the Parisian musical life in the second half
of the nineteenth century, and his creative
methods in writing librettos and staging
operas were certainly similar to the genre
and style of his novel Les Janissaires. Beside this novel, Royer was also very much
interested in discussing Ottoman politics,
law and material culture in his travelogues.
His two-volume work, Aventures de voyage,
tableaux, récits et souvenirs du Levant (1837),
describes a journey from Budapest Zemun
and Belgrade through Sofia and Edirne to
Constantinople and back across the Balkan
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William Shakespeare and Walter Scott. As a
result most of his characters represent the
fight between good and evil, demonic and
angelic, ruling and ruled. The plot of the
novel Les Janissaires contains the interfaith
love story between Necip and Herminie.
With the resources of the sentimentalist
discourse the characters are experiencing
continuous emotional turmoil because
of all impediments in their relationship.
The ending of the story is tragic, yet it
is less a conflict between two families
as in Romeo and Juliette, than a collision
between two religious traditions and two
visions of family structure – polygamous

and monogamous. The novel was meant
to be serialised as roman-feuilleton, and
this actually happened widely when it
was translated in the Ottoman context,
and more specifically in the first Bulgarian
newspaper in Istanbul, Tzarigradski Vestnik.
You are planning to integrate the field of
history of emotions in your MA course
‘Interpretative Anthropology’ at the
Faculty of Slavic Studies, Sofia University. What inspired this methodological
decision and what new perspectives
could this approach offer to students?
N.A.: The new CAS programme ‘Teaching
Europe’ is a great opportunity for researchers who experiment with interdisciplinary
comparative methods and innovative
pedagogical tools. My goal is to enlarge the
case study that I have just described as a basis for a bigger and more culturally diverse
study, namely, to trace the perceptions of
emotions in the nineteenth-century Ottoman context by choosing examples from
written texts that have a multireceptional
past and were substantial for the creation
of the modern cultural and literary national
landscapes in each Balkan country. The
channels of transfer of ideas that I will
investigate with my students may reveal
common symbolic and stylistic potentials
that were present and acknowledged
during the Ottoman period, but which
were later erased or downplayed when
the new post-Ottoman realities brought
about competing nationalist cultural and
literary policies. The course will encourage
my students to historicise the perceptions
of emotions, to delineate the change of
mentalities as well as the appropriation
of new sets of manners and etiquette by
Bulgarian intellectuals in their desire for
cultural emancipation in the nineteenth
century. By now I have selected sources and
bibliography for the themes in the course.
One year from now, when the programme
finishes, I will be able to make an analysis
of the effect of this new course on the way
Bulgarian students perceive Europe, the
Region and their own emotional identities.
Interviewed by the Editor
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There is no
Golden Age
in the Past to
Escape the Future

An Interview with Professor Wolfgang Höpken

2016–2017

Prof. Höpken, you have been working in the field
of the history of Eastern and Southeastern Europe
for decades. Have you noticed any shifts in the
historiography regarding interests, approaches,
and methodologies since the ‘wind of change’ in
the 1990s?

Studies in a more globalised historiography, i.e. to
take a transnational approach to national histories.
The political changes in the 1990s mattered as long
as the fall of Communism opened new archives for
investigation and new research questions and topics
were on the agenda.

Prof. Wolfgang Höpken: There have been changes but
not necessarily related to the political changes in 1989.
In fact, the first substantial shift occurred in the 1970s,
when attempts were made to link Southeast European
Studies to theories and methods typical of historiography in general, and introduce social history and modernisation theory approaches in the field. There was
a second, more recent shift which I would not link to
any political developments either. In Germany, where
Southeast European Studies were a research field in its
own right, this was the move towards cultural history
and everyday history in the 1980s. And yet a third shift
happened in the 1990s which I would not associate to
the political events happening in Eastern Europe. This
was the attempt to incorporate Southeast European

Your talk at CAS spent a long period of a hundred
and fifty years and was followed by intense discussions. Were there questions from the audience that
you found thought-provoking and captured your
attention?
W.H.: We know relatively little about how power was
generated in the Balkans. One of the interesting questions was how to interpret the Ottoman legacy in the
Balkans in terms of power, i.e. whether we could assume
that power relations since the post-Ottoman period
here have been continuously reproducing themselves
in the age of the nation states, under Socialism, and
even today. This question implies a very deterministic
approach to Balkan history, as if the Balkan countries
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have been imprisoned in an iron cave that they can’t
escape from. For me, this is a question of interpretation
as there are a lot of contingencies involved.
Yet, could we nevertheless talk about certain peculiarities linked to power distribution in Southeastern Europe which are far less typical of other
geo-political regions?
W.H.: We have to deal with interpretations of patterns
of historical development in a very sensitive way. But of
course, history matters and there are some structural
conditions in history that are more stable and may
shape some continuity. I touched upon such aspect
in my talk – this is the weakness of institutions, the
reliance on personal relations. You can find it in the
nineteenth-century nation states; you have it under
socialism, you have it today. There is an example coming to my mind: I recently read an article by a Bulgarian
political scientist who was dealing with the reforms in
Bulgaria under democracy. The author’s conclusion
was that there is a lot of patronage in administration,
which partly stems from the expectations that once
in power, local party officials need to provide jobs for
their adherents. This is a typical instance of partisanism in Bulgaria. However, I found the same description of partisanism when I was going through the
correspondence of Prime Minister Konstantin Stoilov
from the late 1890s in the archives. So, there are some
stable structures but I think that we have to take in
mind that these structures are subject to changes, too.
They also adapt to different conditions and there is
nothing like a deterministic way of development that
we cannot break off. Moreover, there are legacies that
we tend to describe as balkanisms but in fact, they
are not that different from other regions. Patronage,
for example, or deficit of parliamentarism go beyond
the regional divide.
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Yesterday was 10th November – an emblematic
day for Bulgaria as it marked twenty-seven years
since the start of the democratic changes in the
country. Yet, surprisingly, according to a survey
broadcast on the national radio, young people
could not link the date to any particular event in
Bulgarian history. How can a nation be robbed of
its recent historical memory and what could be the
consequences?
W.H.: When I woke up yesterday morning, I realised
that it was my second 10th November in Bulgaria. In
fact, my first one was in 1989! I, too, expected more
public reactions to this day, besides some references
in the media. It might do with the fact that in Bulgaria,
the 10th November was more a party overrule of the
leader, rather than a revolution from below. It lacked
the pathos of real eruption that we witnessed with the
Fall of the Berlin Wall in Germany. And then, people
have had their own sobering experiences for the last
twenty years which have influenced their memory…
But there is also a kind of short-term memory in society
as when I speak in seminars about Communism, some
students can’t make sense of the names of once celebrated leaders. This could be a generational problem,
but it is also a problem of how intensively a society is
dealing with its historical memory. In this case, it questions whether Socialism has been a topic for public
discourses. In Germany, there has been a very serious
debate about the ex–GDR, and a lot of academic institutions have been engaged to deal with its issues. The
debates are going down now, ‘going into the store’, so
to say, because time, too, is a factor. You can’t talk fifty
years about Socialism every day. In Bulgaria, Socialism
has been the topic of heated political discussion, but,
with the exception of some cultural anthropologists, I
don’t really see a broad, systematic academic attempt
to work on this period.
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According to the 2015 Eurostat publication on the
average satisfaction with different aspects of life in
the EU member states, Bulgaria ranked the lowest
– despite the increase in the population’s purchasing power and the rise of life expectancy in the
country. This made the mass media pronounce the
Bulgarians as the least happy people in the EU. As
a historian, can you recall a particular era or period
in history when people felt happy?
W.H.: I have doubts whether there is anything like
collective happiness. There is a trend in social sciences
dealing with happiness studies, but I am somewhat
sceptical about looking for happiness in an entire
society. However, societies do react to changes in
their surroundings, and if these changes are too complex, too demanding, and too challenging, then they
produce a feeling of uncertainty. But it is precisely the
feeling of certainty that can cause a state of happiness.
When times are becoming uncertain, people start
feeling more uncomfortable. As for Germany, there
certainly was a period when people were living with
a feeling of security. Even in the Communist period in
the 1970s, despite the Bloc divide, people had a feeling
of happiness: there was no threat of war but security
and positive increase. However, developments today
are complex and there is a feeling of crisis around us.
They create so much uncertainty that they stimulate
a feeling of unhappiness.
If you could board a time machine right now, where
would you go?
W.H.: I don’t think there was a golden age which we
can turn to in order to escape the future. Instead, we
should learn how to seek solutions for current problems and be real about our social values. Social values

are construed on the lessons we have acquired from
history. There is a relationship between the past and
the future; it is not about going back, but bearing in
mind what we have learnt from the past.
Interviewed by the Editor
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Place and
Subjectivity
in Pictorial
Narratives
of Late
Sixteenth-Century
Istanbul

Professor Çiğdem
Kafescioğlu
Boğaziçi University,
Department of Histor y,
Istanbul

On 16th May 2017, the Centre for Advanced Study Sofia had the privilege to welcome Prof. Çiğdem Kafescioğlu
(Boğaziçi University, Istanbul) for a lecture on Place and Subjectivity in Pictorial Narratives of Late Sixteenth-Century
Istanbul. Her talk attracted an eager scholarly audience interested in Ottoman History and Art, and Art History
as a whole.
Prof. Çiğdem Kafescioğlu holds an MA degree in Art History, Department of History, Boğaziçi University, Istanbul,
1988. She has defended a PhD thesis in Art History, Department of Fine Arts, Harvard University, 1996, with
a dissertation on ‘The Ottoman Capital in the Making: the Reconstruction of Constantinople in the Fifteenth
Century’. She served as a teaching fellow at Harvard University, Departments of Fine Arts, History, Near Eastern
Languages and Civilisations, 1990–1997. An Associate Professor at Boğaziçi University, Department of History
in 2008–2017, since 2017 she is Professor at the same university. Her research interests are in the fields of urban,
architectural and visual culture of the Ottoman world, 1400–1700; spatiality and urban imagination; urban
waterscapes; vernacular architecture and residential patterns; Mediterranean cartography.
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of Istanbul, the Atmeydanı, along the main processional artery,
the Shahrah, or the Divanyolu, and at the boundary between
court and city, the gate of the imperial palace. In texts and images,
tropes of viewing and being viewed (captured in the words nazar,
seyir, temaşa, involving groups and individuals in public spaces
looking and being looked at, vistas and viewing points framing
monuments, lands and seas), intermingled with tropes of the
spectacle and the spectacular. Aspects of Istanbulite urbanity and
visuality, such themes were framed in new modes of pictorial and
textual representation. Within the same years, norms of courtly
visuality predicated on the notion of an all-seeing, often invisible
monarch were transformed as a reciprocal engagement between
ruler and ruled now (also) located in public spaces, and entered
the representational world of Ottoman painters and authors.

The lecture engaged with a familiar, if little noted aspect of Ottoman painting of the later sixteenth century: the sudden appearance of Istanbul's public spaces and its denizens in the pages of
courtly manuscripts. The illustrated Sūrnāme narrating and depicting the 1582 festival in Istanbul is one such book Prof. Kafescioğlu
focused on, alongside a set of illustrated histories of the period.
She suggested that those books incorporate what she would like
to call ‘the view from the street', a new way of representing city and
urbanity, whose emergence was connected to shifting spatial practices and a shifting regime of visuality that reshaped the city centre
of Istanbul at the turn of the seventeenth century. Within those
years, new performative engagements on the part of urbanites and
on the part of Ottoman elites informed the uses and the representations of public space at the city centre: at the main public square
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Prof. Kafescioğlu located this novel set of topographic, narrative
and textual imaginings of city and urbanity at a juncture of change,
the profound transformation of Ottoman political and social order
that began in the later decades of the 1500s, with immediate
reverberations in the imperial capital. Her lecture explored the
plural and dialogic aspects of the books produced at the court and
incorporating the perspectives of the street and the urbanite. Her
talk engaged with three sets of questions in an attempt to understand the emerging view from the street: it clarified practices and
discourses of looking in connection to shifting spatial practices; it
explored modes of urban subjectivity in relation to place and its
representations; and finally, it sought to understand the actual,
imaginary, and performative makings of public space in an early
modern context.

21

CAS GUEST LECTURE SERIES

On the State
of Orthodox
Christianity
Today

An Interview
with Professor
Victor Roudometof

In 2016 the Center for Advanced Study Sofia (CAS) and the Center for Governance and Culture in Europe (GCE) at the School of
Humanities and Social Sciences in the University of St. Gallen
have established a NETWORK of scholars from Southeastern and
Western Europe devoted to the history of monastic economy (for
further details, see CAS Newsletter 2015–2016, pp. 9–11). Its goal is
to nurture research in this field in a comparative perspective and
in view of the longue durée relevance of the monastic tradition
for economic culture. The NETWORK supports the creation of a
scholarly community by fostering intellectual debates, facilitating
contacts and mobility through a panoply of research allowances,
and bringing together academics from different thematic and
institutional backgrounds.
The first workshop of the NETWORK was organized and hosted by
CAS on November 10–12, 2017. This highly successful event was
attended by 22 researchers from Bulgaria, Cyprus, Greece, France,
Romania, Serbia and UK. They discussed a number of topics related
to current trends and the recent past of the monastic economy, the
economy of the Holy Mountain (Mount Athos), the management
of monastic wealth and activities.
The workshop was opened with a keynote speech delivered by
Professor Victor Roudometof (Department of Social and Political
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Sciences, University of Cyprus, Nicosia) on The Transformations of
Orthodox Christianity in the Longue-Durée: A Sociological Analysis.
Prof. Roudometof is an expert in the fields of Economics, Sociology,
Cultural Studies & History. He has held positions with Princeton
University, Washington and Lee University, Miami University and
currently is Associate Professor at the University of Cyprus. His
research interests include globalization, culture, religion, nationalism, transnationalism and diasporas. He is the author of four
monographs and has edited five volumes and several issues of
refereed journals. His work has been published in Greece, Bulgaria and FYROM. He has served in various positions as evaluator
or reviewer for major international agencies, publishing houses
and other organizations. Currently, he is a member in the editorial boards of the European Journal of Social Theory, Nations and
Nationalism, the Greek Review for Social Research, Interreligious
Studies and Intercultural Theology and Religions. He is Faculty
Fellow with Yale University's Center for Cultural Sociology, Cyprus
Correspondent for EUREL - Sociological and Legal Data on Religion
in Europe, Cyprus Program Director for the European Values Study
and Board Member in the European Sociological Association's
Research Network on Global, Transnational and Cosmopolitan
Sociology. He is also co-founder and vice-president of the Historical and Literary Archives of Kavala, an organization responsible for
historical archives in Eastern Macedonia.
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there were political restrictions placed on
research in this field, so the 1990s became
a moment of opportunity for the scholarly
community. Personally, my interest in the
state of Orthodox Christianity evolved out
of my study of nationalism in the nineteenth-century Balkans. One cannot explain the phenomenon of nation creation
there without the active role of religion.
When talking about the Orthodox
Church, the common public holds a vision of gilded icons, mystic chants and
bearded men in black robes ... Are such
images as frozen in time justified?
Professor Roudometof, for the last years
you have devoted yourself to the study
of Orthodox Christianity which – despite
being one of the largest and oldest
branches of Christianity – has been a
relatively underprivileged topic of interest by social scientists. What sparked
your research interest in it?
Victor Roudometof: Orthodox Christianity
certainly used to be an underprivileged
field of study twenty-five years ago, but
today this is not the case anymore. Before
the fall of Communism in Eastern Europe,
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V. R: This is a general perception which
people have of Orthodoxy. However, they
tend to forget or perhaps, have never
learnt, that a great deal of the contemporary image of Orthodoxy is the result of
the eighteenth-century religious revival in
the Region, and especially in Mount Athos
– the centre of Orthodox monasticism
then. Thanks to philokalia, a collection of
religious texts written between the fourth
and fifteenth centuries, and published in
the late eighteenth century, the sense of
the mystic as well as the images of the saint

and hermit spread throughout the Orthodox world to become a nineteenth-century
phenomenon. In Russia, this image was
immortalised by Feodor Dostoevsky and
certainly, it is alive today as long as there
are contemporary instances of people
embracing and retreating to a monastic life.
This role is a reaction to their living experience in the modern world, an attempt to
cope with the limits of rationality through
endorsing and looking for transcendental
meanings that can take them beyond
rationality. Their active engagement with
Orthodox Christianity is an example of a
broader pattern of analysing modernity.
You link the state of Orthodox Christianity to the process of state formation
in the Balkans. However, nowadays
historians tend to speak of a plurality
of nationalisms just as anthropologists
talk about multiple traditions. Is there a
plurality of Orthodoxies?
V. R.: It is valid to talk about a multitude of
cultural forms within Orthodoxy as it depends on the particular era and the context
we have in mind. Ever since the creation of
the nation states in the nineteenth century,
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the religious culture of each nation has
been influenced by the broader tradition
of Orthodox Christianity as well as by the
secular culture specific to each individual
society. As there are different languages
and circumstances in which the Orthodox
Christians operate, there are also different
religious cultures within the broader tradition of Orthodox Christianity. However, the
existence of these religious cultures does
not translate into the existence of multiple
Orthodoxies. I do not believe we could talk
about a variety of different Orthodoxies
in general as, at least for twelve centuries, there has been a specific branch of
Christianity in the Region which has been
characterised by a blueprint that is easily
recognisable and observed. But I do believe
that Orthodox Christianity has assumed
markedly different formats in different
contexts: Orthodoxy was quite different
in the era of the Roman or the Ottoman
Empires from the format it has assumed in
the modern world of nation states.
Modernity is traditionally related to
secularisation; yet there has been a
perceptive interest in religion in Eastern Europe for the last decades. New
churches are being built in neighbourhoods, religious tourism has been gaining popularity, and there are debates
about introducing religious education in
schools. Are we witnessing an upsurge
of religiosity today?
V. R.: Whether modernity equals secularisation has been questioned to such an
extent that it certainly cannot be taken
for granted. It is true that there has been
a religious revival in Easter Europe which
can be attributed to the fall of Communism.
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That has levelled off during the last fifteen
years, I think, and if one looks at the rates
of religious attendance, Eastern Europe
still seems to be more secular than Western Europe nowadays. On the other hand,
Orthodox Christianity is a major marker
of national identities in most Orthodox
countries, and it is more so than in Western
Europe. Hence, there is no single answer to
your question as it depends on the situation in the different countries. However,
Europe as a whole is more secular than
other parts of the world today although it
is rather uneven in its pattern of secularity.
How do you see the future of Orthodoxy,
especially in a high-tech age when the
Internet provides free access to online
church services of all sorts of religious
denominations around the globe?
V. R.: This openness may bear serious consequences as religious communities of various kinds are investing efforts to expand
into new territories. If you go online, you
will discover that there is a great presence
of Orthodox institutions, too, on the Internet. The Orthodox churches have been very
open and willing to engage with the new
information and communication technologies as they give them an opportunity to
revitalise and respond to challenges. In my
opinion, the important issue that Christianity is currently confronted with is how
to adjust itself and continuously produce
new visions of social, political and cultural
relevance for our life today. This is a broader
challenge posed to religion as a whole. And
certainly, it is valid for Orthodoxy, too.

Interviewed by the Editor
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Policies of the Rule of Law

The Rule of Law is a political ideal rooted in Constitutionalism and Liberalism. It stipulates
that authorities and institutions are subordinated to well-defined and established laws
which restrict their arbitrary exercise of power. The concept receives its institutional
cladding once the constitution is approved and ratified.

Daniel Smilov

The Rule of Law, backed by the political ethics of self-restraint, is as an unwritten convention for a successfully operating state. After the fall of Communism in 1989, Eastern
Europe became a gigantic experimental laboratory of constitutional engineering. For
the last decades, the Region ‘transplanted’ the most avant-garde institutional forms to
protect and defend the supremacy of law and human rights. Independent constitutional
courts were created, alongside autonomous bodies for managing the judiciary, which
were followed by advanced investigation proceedings and litigations. Nevertheless, the
principles of the rule of law proved vulnerable and fragile. Some of the most advanced
countries in the Region – Hungary and Poland – witnessed severe attacks against the
rule of law, turning the latter into an almost unattainable ideal.
The diagnosis is clear: the established institutions cannot guarantee the supremacy of
law if functioning within a political environment hostile to the principles of self-restraint.
The resistance of institutions may slow down the collapse of the rule of law, yet cannot
prevent it from happening. The bodies initially designed to protect human rights are
becoming yet another tool for suppressing of the politically inconvenient.
Hence the conclusion: the fortification of the rule of law cannot be achieved with the
mere reformation of certain laws and institutions; it requires the imposition of an ethics
of self-constraint mandatory for the institutions’ smooth performance.

Christian Takoff (1965–2017)

The new CAS Discussion Series ‘Policies of the Rule of Law’ explores the principles of the
rule of law through the prism of various fields of study – law, political science, history and
psychology. Related issues are discussed from the point of view of Constitutional Theory
as well as from the angle of recent developments taking place in Europe.
The new Discussion Series was initiated by CAS Academic Associate Dr Daniel Smilov
(DPhil, Oxon; SJD), and within its framework, three seminars were organised in 2017, with
prominent Bulgarian speakers from the field of law:
¡

7th April 2017: Assoc. Prof. Daniel Smilov (Faculty of Law, Sofia University ‘St Kliment
Ohridski’): Constitutionalism as a Political Doctrine

¡

9th June 2017: Assoc. Prof. Christian Takoff (Faculty of Law, Sofia University ‘St Kliment
Ohridski’): Justice in Law

¡

21st June 2017: Dr Stefan Popov (RiskMonitor Agency): Stasis: Civil War as a Prerequisite of the Constitutional State

Stefan Popov
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Diana Mishkova
and Balázs Trencsényi
(Eds.)
European Regions
and Boundaries.
A Conceptual History
Berghan, 2017

It is difficult to speak about Europe today without reference to its
constitutive regions – supra-national geographical designations
such as ‘Scandinavia’, ‘Eastern Europe’, and ‘the Balkans’. Such
formulations are so ubiquitous that they are frequently treated
as empirical realities rather than a series of shifting, overlapping,
and historically constructed concepts. The volume is the first to
provide a synthetic account of these concepts and the historical
and intellectual contexts in which they emerged. Bringing together prominent international scholars from across multiple
disciplines, it systematically and comprehensively explores how
such ‘meso-regions’ have been conceptualised throughout modern European history.

With a roster of authoritative scholars, the chapters of this book chart
the construction and use of the key concepts of European space.
By focusing on conceptual ‘clusters’, an extraordinary number of
subjects are covered, and the complex processes at work are further
highlighted by the frequent cross-referencing between chapters and
topics, making this compelling book much more than the sum of its
individual studies.
Wendy Bracewell, University College London

ISBN 978-1-78533-584-6
409 pages, 8 illus., bibliog., index.
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CONTENTS
Diana Mishkova
and Balázs Trencsényi:

Introduction

PART I: EUROPEAN MESO-REGIONS
Stefan Berger:
Western Europe
Bo Stråth and Marja Jalava:
Scandinavia / Norden
Pärtel Piirimäe:
The Baltic
Vaso Seirinidou:
The Mediterranean
Guido Franzinetti:
Southern Europe
Xosé-M.Núñez Seixas:
Iberia
Diana Mishkova:
Balkans / Southeastern Europe
Balázs Trencsényi:
Central Europe
Frithjof Benjamin Schenk:
Eastern Europe
Mark Bassin:
Eurasia
PART II: DISCIPLINARY TRADITIONS OF REGIONALIZATION
Stefan Troebst:
European History
Virginie Mamadouh
and Martin Müller:
Political Geography and Geopolitics
Georgi Ganev:
Economics
Attila Melegh:
Historical Demography
Uwe Hinrichs:
Linguistics
Alex Drace-Francis:
Literary History
Eric Storm:
Art History
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Roumen Avramov
The Economy
of the ‘Revival Process’

CAS, 2016

On 15th February 2017, CAS organised a public presentation of
monograph The Economy of the ‘Revival Process’, which was attended by more than eighty people. Antonina Zheliazkova (The International Center for Minority Studies and Intercultural Relations,
IMIR), Mihail Ivanov (New Bulgarian University) and Georgi Ganev
(Centre for Liberal Strategies) spoke about the book. BIT Television
and the Bulgarian National Radio also surveyed the volume.
The volume was published at the end of 2016 under CAS Research
Forum Series. The ‘Revival Process’ is the euphemism coined by
the Bulgarian Communist regime for the forced assimilation
campaign (1984–1989) against the Turkish minority in the country.
This dark, large-scale episode of social engineering has had deep
and complex sequels in the collective memory and the society
at large. It has been approached from different points of view
but still a number of grey zones remained unexplored. The book
delves over 760 pages into the decision-making process and the
events through their economic dimensions. It structures and
calibrates the different costs paid for this paranoiac endeavour. In
a broader perspective, the monograph outlines the key catalytic
role of the climax of the ‘Revival Process’ – the exodus of more than
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300 000 ethnic Turks during the summer of 1989 – for the Big Bang
that led to the collapse of Communism in Bulgaria. Meanwhile,
in an effort to face the emergency and to preserve its power, the
regime activated a panoply of most retrograde tools characteristic
of ‘War Communism’. This mix of rudimentary proto-capitalism
and fading socialism moulded in many respects the economic
culture of the subsequent ‘Transition’ in Bulgaria.
The book is based on empirical evidence drawn from a great variety of archives and statistical sources, many of them untouched till
now. This monograph by CAS Permanent Fellow Roumen Avramov
is an extension of his fellowship research under the 2012/2013
Advanced Academia Programme.

ISBN 978-954-320-491-5
760 pages, 33 tables.
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Daniela Koleva
(Ed.)
The Body under
Socialism – Regimes
and Representations
CAS, 2016

Although bodies may seem biologically constant, they are actually
historically bound, culturally situated and mediated. That is why
questions about the body and corporeality are legitimate, as well
as the questions about the representations and the regimes of
physicality under socialism. How do the social and the corporeal
intertwine and interact, how does the symbolic order translate
into a somatic one?
The authors in this volume approach the topic through various
aspects of the biopolitical imaginary: from scientific theorizations
and the ensuing medical and educational practices through legal
and institutional discourses about health and reproduction, to
efforts to channel the consumption and, finally, to the body as
metaphor in the memorial landscape of socialism. The authors
seek the agenda that has imposed the model and the regimes
of socialist corporeality, as well as the changes of this model and
its regimes over the years; the grounds and ways of disciplining,
normalization and stylization of the body. In their entirety these
studies demonstrate that the body, as a receptacle of meanings,
has no immediate political affiliation and could therefore convey
effective political and ideological messages.

CONTENTS
Daniela Koleva:
Kristina Popova:

Socialist Corporeality and Its Troubles
The Higher Nervous Activity under Socialism.
The Revolutionary Implementation of a Dog’s Saliva in
the Pre-school Education of the 1950ies.
Gergana Popova:
The Mass Physical Culture and Sport in the Communist
Machine for Production of Disciplined Bodies
Kristina Yordanova: Can Youth Sexuality Be Educated? Pedagogy, Didactics
and Role in the Family and School Magazine in the
1980ies.
Todor Hristov:
Hysterization of Labour: Mental Hygiene and Bipolitical
Regulation of the Female Body
Julian Chehirian:
Reduced to Bodies. Soviet Psychiatry in the People’s
Republic of Bulgaria
Nikolay Voukov:
The (Re)produced Body: Infertility and Ideological
Discourse in Socialist Bulgaria
Stoyan Stavru:
The Patient – A Body that Brooks no Patience
Nadezhda Galabova: Political Dimensions of Bulgarian Socialist Discourse on
Cosmetics: the Impact on Women’s Bodies
Svetla Kazalarska: The Dressed Body under Socialism
Violeta Detcheva: The Institutional Pressure on the Actor’s Body
Evelina Kelbecheva: The Monumental Body-ness of Communism

ISBN 978-954-320-581–3
288 pages, 24 illus.
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Mongol Warfare
Between Steppe and Sown:
Military, Social
and Cultural Perspectives
CAS International Workshop

On 25th–26th May 2017, the Centre for Advanced Study Sofia hosted the International
workshop Mongol Warfare Between Steppe
and Sown: Military, Social and Cultural
Perspectives, organised by former CAS fellow Dr Konstantin Golev, adjunct researcher
at Sofia University and visiting researcher at
the Comenius University in Bratislava, and Dr
Boriana Antonova, assistant professor at the
University of Economics, Varna. The organisers
planned the event with the intention to bring
together young scholars working in the field of
Mongol Imperial History and exploring different aspects of the past of the largest contiguous land empire in the history of mankind.

2016–2017
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The very size of the United Mongol Empire
and its succeeding Khanates determined
the varied research profile and educational background of the participants. The
diverse composition of the international
team (with scholars coming from Israel,
China, Turkey, Hungary, Serbia, Croatia,
Slovakia, France, Italy, the UK, and Bulgaria) reflected the global nature of the
phenomenon. The keynote lecture was
delivered by Professor Michal Biran (The
Hebrew University of Jerusalem), a leading
specialist in the field of Medieval Mongol
History and co-editor of the forthcoming
Cambridge History of the Mongol Empire.
The workshop was held with the institutional and financial support of CAS. The
aim of the organizers was to highlight the
position of Sofia (and Bulgaria, in general)
as one of the research centres on the history of the medieval Eurasian nomads,
and at the same time, to stimulate further
the interest in this field of studies among
broader circle of local scholars and university students by bringing them into contact
with successful young researchers from
diverse background.
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Interdisciplinary Workshop
on Transnational
Smuggling Networks:

Historical
Perspectives and
Contemporary Narratives
about Illicit/Black/
Second Markets
in the Black Sea Region
and Southeastern Europe
The workshop was organised by the Center for Governance
and Culture in Europe, University of St. Gallen, Switzerland
(GCE – HSG), and hosted by Centre for Advanced Studies
Sofia in October 19-21, 2017. As the GCE is committed to
advance the current state of research on political, historical,
and social questions in the Black Sea region and beyond, the
workshop took the development of the illicit/black/second
market economies as its point of departure to encourage contributions on empirical data collection, comparative research
methods, and theory in local, as well as transnational contexts.
The workshop was split into two panels: the first section was
dedicated to historical perspectives, and development of
smuggling networks, while participants in the second panel
looked at contemporary narratives, and analysed experiences
of agents involved in the smuggling chain, as well as consumers of the smuggled goods.

individual agents, criminal organisations, corporations, and/
or state institutions. Hence the topic of interests focused on

The processes of collapsing empires, successive Great Wars,
and the Cold War era precipitated the creation of new states,
but also allowed for the creation of cross-border trading
networks. And yet, cross-border connections might also be
conceptualised as the continuation of historically constituted,
and traditional networks. The workshop organisers were
especially interested in the motivation and experiences of

The workshop brought together a broad international
scholarly community, with researchers in history, sociology,
anthropology, political science, economics, and other related
fields of study, from universities and research institutions in
Switzerland, Germany, Serbia, Turkey, Italy, Denmark, Romania,
and Bulgaria.
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¡

¡
¡
¡
¡
¡
¡

Historical development and/or trajectory of the illicit/
black/second market economy in the local and/or transnational context;
Involvement of, and/or cooperation among states in question;
International organisations and illicit trading;
Cross-border mobility as a precondition for transnational
smuggling networks;
Transnational smuggling conceptualised as a socialised
routine;
Oral history and narratives about illicit/black/second
market economy, as well as
Consequences, solutions.
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‘I Do Not Believe in Path Dependence’…

An Interview
with Sandra
King-Savić

Sandra, you are the initiator of the interdisciplinary workshop on transnational
smuggling networks, organised by the
Center for Governance and Culture in
Europe, University of St Gallen University, and hosted by CAS. What is the
history behind the research interest of
this international forum?
Sandra King-Savić: The informal and black
market was not my initial choice of study.
A few years ago, I went to Novi Pazar as an
aspiring social anthropologist, with a very
different research plan on my mind. Novi
Pazar is a multicultural city in south-western Serbia located in the historical region of
Sanjak. It has a large Bosniak minority, and
during the Yugoslav wars of the 1990s, its
Muslims had been subject to persecution
by the authorities in Belgrade. In response
to the wars of the Serbian government
in Bosnia and Croatia, the international
community had imposed sanctions on
all Serbian citizens, including the Bosniak
population. As I started interviewing locals
in Novi Pazar, I got absorbed by their experiences. These frequently touched on the
informal economy that had developed out
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of the international economic sanctions in
the area. So, instead of pushing my former
research agenda, I started developing a
socio-anthropological frame within which
people could talk and make sense of these
experiences.
I kept revisiting the region to follow the
same group of people over the next
four-five years and conducted in-depth
interviews with them. After a while I began to wonder how my research would
resonate with other scholars and whether
something could be done about legalising
certain aspects of this informal economy,
so that the state could collect taxes on its
products and eliminate the black market.
I am not absolutely sure that we can solve
the problem. Yet, there must be ways to address the phenomenon as informal trading
practices are common in Serbia, Bosnia,
Bulgaria, Romania and Turkey, etc. I have
started cooperating with Vladan Jovanović
from the Institute for Recent History of
Serbia on this subject as well as with other
researchers from the Region. I hope that
in the end we can put together a book or
perhaps, a special issue on this topic.

Would you be interested to add a comparative perspective to your study, with
countries outside Southeastern Europe?
One may be left under the impression
that the Region generates patterns of
corruption and illicit economic practices
that infect the rest of Europe …
S.K.S.: It is not my point to orientalise the
Balkans. Instead I want to create a record
of the lived reality people experience on a
more or less daily basis. We could discuss
identity and ethnicity till the cows come
home, but people need to eat. If there is no
government that creates responsible institutions for the welfare of all citizens, people
will take care of themselves. They will build
solidarity networks to earn money to put
food on the table at the end of the day. This
has been happening for ages, and we need
to look at the phenomenon from this perspective. It is not correct to say that it will
make our Region look bad – this is simply
a reality many people experience. On the
other hand, a lot of the products of the illegal trade here – tobacco, drugs, etc., – go
to Western Europe. This has been acknowledged in several OECD reports. As Western
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Europe is a large recipient, we can’t claim
that second markets are a phenomenon
confined to Southeastern Europe only.
There is no production without demand.
A number of speakers at the workshop
pointed out that transnational smuggling networks in Southeastern Europe
emerged for the purpose of personal
enrichment, and not just for the sake of
making ends meet. Could there be aspects related to local cultures or kinship
that engender corruption? What factors
would you hold most responsible for?
S. K. S.: Trust! Trust is a necessary element
for illegal activities to flourish. No one
would engage in anything that would turn
them into prey to the authorities if they did
not trust their comrades and companions.
To put the blame on factors like ethnicity or
identity is part of a narrative constructed to
feed nationalism and justify statements like
‘we can’t have a multinational state here’.
A lot of my respondents talk about magla
(fog – Serbian), i.e. they hold the state responsible for creating ‘a fog’ that benefits
a nationalist discourse in order to convince
the public of trouble-making multi-ethnic
areas. However, many respondents believe
that in reality it is the state itself that is
creating a ‘foggy’ area of trouble so that
certain goods could be transported illegally
across the border. This is not my theory;
this is what is coming out of my interviews.
Do such practices lead to yearnings
amongst the population for a strong
authoritarian hand in the political field?
S.K.S.: No. Of course, I can only speak

2016–2017

on behalf of Serbia or more particularly,
southern Serbia where I have conducted
in-depth interviews and where a lot of the
population wishes to join the European
Union. However, people do not long for the
EU we see now, taking a turn to the right
or centre-right, but for a democratic EU.
People in Serbia have had an authoritarian
leadership for long and that has not worked
out well for them.
The workshop on illicit markets bears
a distinctive historical touch. Are there
repetitive patterns emerging that are
rooted in nineteenth- and twentiethcenturies practices?

What I would like is academics with similar
interests to enter a dialogue about this
topic and make their voices heard. There
has been a decline in political participation over the last years. I would like to see
political participation increase, and people
to engage in politics meaningfully. I would
like people to experience what it means to
shape the state together, rather than have
a top-down perspective only… I doubt this
will happen because of this workshop here.
Yet it is my personal inspiration for carrying
out this work.
Interviewed by the Editor

S.K.S.: This is a big question that I am not
necessarily qualified to answer because I
am not a historian. I have not conducted
extensive research on this topic in the
archives. However, I am not a fan of path
dependence because it implies historical
determinism. To be sure, past decisions
do influence the present, and present
outcomes are contingent on historical
events, but not in a linear fashion. I am
more interested in identifying how certain
conditions lead to a sequence of events,
and how people cope with these outcomes.
So far, we could identify a common thread
in the presentations – if the state attempts
to suppress markets, there will always be
channels evolving to transfer illicit products across the border.
Who is the major addressee of your
research?
S.K.S.: I am under no illusion that policymakers will pick up our research findings …
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CAS
C A L EN D A R OF EVENTS
October 2016 – December 2017

October 2016
3 October 2016
Opening of the New Academic Year 2016–2017
27 October 2016
Fellow Seminar
Dr Elitsa Stoilova: Tradition and Innovation: Valorising the Authentic
Food

November 2016
03 November 2016
Fellow Seminar
Dr Maria Baramova: Armistice vs. Pax Perpetua: Habsburg-Ottoman
Peace Treaties and their Interpretation, 16th–18th Centuries
10 November 2016
CAS Guest Lecture Series
Prof. Wolfgang Höpken: Power, Political Order and Everyday Life
in the Balkans: From Post-Ottoman Nation States to Post-Socialist
Democracies
17 November 2016
Fellow Seminar
Dr Tom Junes: Student Protest in Bulgaria Revisited: The University
Occupation Strikes and the Anti-government Rallies of 2013–2014
29 November 2016
CAS Discussion
Dr Jani Kirov: Laws in a Legal and Social Context: Before and Now

December 2016
01 December 2016
Fellow Seminar
Dr Sarolta Klenjansky: Cooperation of Hungarian and Bulgarian
Cities and Departments with the Capitalist West during the Cold
War.
15 December 2016
Fellow Seminar
Dr Nadezhda Alexandrova: Love and Violence: Literary
Transmissions of the Image of the Janissaries among the
Communities across the Ottoman Empire in the Nineteenth Century

January 2017
19 January 2017
Fellow Seminar
Dr Toni Veneri: Framing the Edges of Europe:Turns in Cartographical
Regionalisation
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26 January 2017
Fellow Seminar
Dr Zafar Najmiddinov: Contribution of Central Asian Hanafite Jurists
in the Development of Islamic Legal Sciences in the Ottoman Empire
and the Balkans

February 2017
09 February 2017
Fellow Seminar
Dr Martin Valkov: Victors’ Justice or a Travesty of Justice: The
Prosecution of War Crimes in Bulgaria after the First World War
15 February 2017
Book Launch
The Economy of the ‘Revival Process’
Venue: Club of the Architects
16 February 2017
Fellow Seminar
Dr Pantelis Charalampakis: The Social, Fiscal and Administrative
Status of the Slavic Communities within the Byzantine Empire
23 February 2017
Fellow Seminar
Prof. Attila Melegh: Unequal Exchange and the Radicalisation of
Demographic Nationalism in Hungary

March 2017
22 March 2017
Advanced Academia Public Lecture
Dr Veronika Dimitrova: The ‘Homeless’ and Co-operative
Development: Economic Aspects of the Housing Policies in Sofia in
the Interwar Period
29 March 2017
Advanced Academia Public Lecture
Assoc. Prof. Dimitar Vatsov: What Do We Do When We Say ‘This
Is the Truth!’?
30 March 2017
Fellow Seminar
Dr Milena Iakimova: Fear Management and Social Governmentality

April 2017
05 April 2017
Advanced Academia Public Lecture
Prof. Irina Genova: Bulgaria’s Perspective on Art from beyond the
Iron Curtain during the 1960’s. An After-History of Art

06 April 2017
Fellow Seminar
Dr. Victoria Shmidt: Eugenic Thinking in the CEE Countries: Neverending Story of Root Metaphors?
07 April 2017
CAS Discussion Series:
Policies of the Rule of Law
Dr Daniel Smilov: Constitutionalism as a Political Doctrine
12 April 2017
Advanced Academia Public Lecture
Assoc. Prof. Anni Ilkov: Creative Change (The Social History of a
New Literary Writing, 1989–2014)
20 April 2017
Advanced Academia Public Lecture
Dr Elitza Stanoeva: ‘1300 Years Bulgaria’ and ‘750 Years Berlin‘:
Comparing National and International Objectives in Late-Socialist
Anniversary Celebrations
26 April 2017
Advanced Academia Public Lecture
Dr Elitsa Stoilova: Tradition and Innovation: Valorising the Authentic
Food
27 April 2017
Fellow Seminar
Dr Tünde Virag: Changing Patterns of Spatial Marginalisation in
CEE Countries

May 2017
3 May 2017
Advanced Academia Public Lecture
Dr. Maria Baramova: Armistice vs. Pax Perpetua: HabsburgOttoman Peace Treaties and Their Interpretation, 16th-18th Century
4 May 2017
Fellow Seminar
Dr. Yordan Banev: Adapting Professional Musical Competence in
the Transition from the Western-European to non-European Musical
Traditions
10 May 2017
Advanced Academia Public Lecture
Dr. Nadezhda Alexandrova: Love and Violence: Literary
Transmissions of the Image of the Janissaries among the non-Muslim
Communities across the Ottoman Empire in the 19th c.
11 May 2017
CAS Guest Lecture Series
Dr. Adam Balazs: Lateness: a European Perspective
16 May 2017
CAS Guest Lecture Series
Prof. Çiğdem Kafescioğlu: Place and Subjectivity in Pictorial
Narratives of Late 16th-Century Istanbul
17 May 2017
Advanced Academia Public Lecture
Dr Martin Valkov: Victors’ Justice or a Travesty of Justice: The
Prosecution of War Crimes in Bulgaria after the First World War
18 May 2017
Fellow Seminar
Dr Dimiter Tasic: Violence as Cause and Consequence:
Comparisons of Anti-Communist Armed Resistance in Yugoslavia
and Bulgaria After the Second World War
25–26 May 2017
International Workshop
Mongol Warfare between Steppe and Sown: Military, Social and
Cultural Perspectives
Hosted by the Centre for Advanced Study Sofia

2016–2017

June 2017
01 June 2017
Fellow Seminar
Dr. Maya Grekova: Rethinking the Process of Roma Minority
Integration (The Bulgarian Case)
08 June 2017
Fellow Seminar
Dr. Alex Rodriguez Suarez: Bell Ringing in the Balkans: A Forgotten
Soundscape from the Middle Ages
09 June 2017
CAS Discussion Series:
Policies of the Rule of Law
Assoc. Prof. Christian Takoff: Justice in Law
15 June 2017
Fellow Seminar
Dr Hristo Gyoshev: Grounding Recognition Anew: Challenges
to Honneth’s Recognition Paradigm and Possibilities of Empirical
Support for the Critical Social Theory
21 June 2017
CAS Discussion Series:
Policies of the Rule of Law
Dr Stefan Popov: Stasis: Civil War as a Prerequisite of the
Constitutional State
29 June 2017
Fellow Seminar
Dr Daniela Kalkandjieva: The Russian Orthodox Church in
Contemporary Geopolitics: Ecclesiological Aspects

October 2017
19-21 October 2017
International Workshop at CAS
Interdisciplinary Workshop on Transnational Smuggling Networks:
Historical Perspectives and Contemporary Narratives about Illicit/
Black/Second Markets in the Black Sea Region and Southeastern
Europe

November 2017
10 November 2017
CAS Guest Lecture Series
Prof. Victor Roudometof: The Transformations of Orthodox
Christianity in the Longue-Durée: A Sociological Analysis
11-12 November 2017
International Workshop at CAS
Does Monastic Economy Matter? Religious Patterns of Economic
Behaviour
23 November 2017
Fellow Seminar
Dr. Martin Ossikovski: Pre-Miltonian Flashes of the ‘Liberty to Know,
to Utter, and to Argue Freely
30 November 2017
Fellow Seminar
Dr. Iuliana Matasova: (Minor) Popular Culture and the Apparatus
of Area: the ‘Border’ Work of Ukrainian Female Singer-Songwriters
(1990-Present)

December 2017
7 December 2017
Fellow Seminar
Dr. Maria Mayerchyk: Nationalism, Colonialism and Emancipation:
Inventing Sexuality Through Ethnographic Knowledge Production
in the Late 19th and Early 20th Century (Tradition of Premarital
Sleeping Together)
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