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CAS NEW PROGRAMS AND FELLOWSHIPS

CENTRE
FOR ADVANCED
STUDY SOFIA
CALL FOR APPLICATIONS
2022 / 2023
Application deadline:
31 March 2022

Gerda Henkel Fellowships
With the support of the Gerda Henkel Stiftung
The Centre for Advanced Study Sofia announces a Call for Applications for its GERDA HENKEL Fellowship for fundamental
historical research in the field the social sciences and the humanities. The five-months in-residence fellowships are granted under
the framework of the CAS Advanced Academia programme and
supports PhD holders from the following countries: Afghanistan, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, China (only Tibet and Xinjiang
Autonomous Regions), Georgia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Moldova,
Mongolia, Russia, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, Turkey, Ukraine, and
Uzbekistan..
Full description at: https://cas.bg/en/2022–2023-call-forapplications-gerda-henkel-fellowships/

Advanced Academia
PFORZHEIMER SENIOR FELLOWSHIPS
With the personal donation of Carl H. Pforzheiemer III
As part of the Advanced Academia Fellowship Platform this call
provides opportunity for Senior Bulgarian scholars from the
social sciences and the humanities to apply for 5-months research
fellowship at CAS for 2022/2023.
Full description at: https://cas.bg/en/2022–2023-call-forapplications-advanced-academia-pforzheimer-senior-fellowships/

Advanced Academia Fellowships
for BULGARIAN SCHOLARS
With the support of the Bulgarian Ministry of
Education and Science and the Swiss State Secretariat
for Education, Research and Innovation
CAS Sofia annually grants five 9-months scholarships (including
a visit of up to one month in a foreign institution) to promising
Bulgarian post-doctoral researchers from the fields of the social
sciences and the humanities who are striving to advance in their
academic career.
Full description at: https://cas.bg/en/2022–2023-call-forapplications-advanced-academia-fellowships-for-bulgarianscholars/

Advanced Academia Fellowships
for INTERNATIONAL SCHOLARS
With the support of the Porticus Foundation
The Centre for Advanced Study Sofia announces a Call for Applications for its 2022/2023 In-Residence Advanced Academia Fellowships for fundamental research in the fields of the humanities and
the social sciences for non-Bulgarian scholars.
Full description at: https://cas.bg/en/2022–2023-call-forapplications-advanced-academia-fellowships-for-internationalscholars/

RE-LINK FELLOWSHIPS
FOR BULGARIAN DIASPORA
With the support of the Bulgarian Ministry of Education
and Science and the Swiss State Secretariat for Education, Research and Innovation
The Centre for Advanced Study Sofia (CAS) provides two 3-months
RE-LINK Fellowships in the field of the humanities and social sciences for Bulgarian scholars residing abroad.
With the support of The Bulgarian Ministry of Education and Science and the Swiss State Secretariat for Education Research and
Innovation.
Full description at: https://cas.bg/en/2022–2023-call-forapplications-re-link-fellowships-for-bulgarian-diaspora/
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Social Relevance of the Humanities Fellowships
With the support of the Porticus Foundation.
The ‘Social Relevance of the Humanities’ (RevHum) fellowship
programme, proposed jointly by the Centre for Advanced Study
Sofia and the New Europe College Bucharest, aims to underscore
the cognitive functions of the humanities and their potential as
critical disciplines by opening them up to issues relevant in/for
the contemporary digital world – issues that are “practical”, but
also epistemological, ethical, philosophical, etc. The program is
intended to accommodate a broadest range of themes pertaining
to humanities and social science disciplines provided that they
link up to contemporary debates about or major challenges to
the human condition stemming from the technological advances
and ‘digital modernity’.

The programme is guided by the belief that there is a considerable added value for humanities scholars across the academe,
whatever their field, to be encouraged to rethink their topics in
terms of their broader contemporary relevance (be it political,
ethical, religious or academic), yet necessarily of significance for
the world we are living in.

In recent decades, industrialization, technicization, globalization
and digitalization have accelerated at mind-blowing rates. The
humanities, at the same time, have been subject to a growing
devaluation within the academic world, with educational decisionmakers promoting the hard sciences (STEM) or business management programs in universities competing to attract students and
increase their status in global university rankings. Scholars in the
field raised alarm bells about the state of the humanities; some even
proclaimed the death of the humanities, while others pinpoint to
natural evolution of scholarship in which the humanities need to
reinvent and readapt themselves. Underpinning these developments is the misconception of STEM education as value-free and
a good investment, while ignoring the human and social costs of
the unbridled pursuit of economic gain and technological advance.
At the same time resurgence of nationalism in many countries, and
especially the current pandemic and our growing reliance on virtual
tools – for economic, educational or societal purposes – have led
to additional debates in academia and in society at large about the
relevance of the humanities in an increasingly technology-reliant
society. It is a timely initiative to connect to such debates and, linked
with other initiatives hosted by CAS and NEC, to direct the Fellows’
interest towards the social relevance of the humanities.

A case in point is the emergence of popular history as a challenge
to academic history, in many cultures fed by a general distrust of
traditional institutional frameworks and a search for an identitybuilding based on collective myths. Coupled with the financial
precariousness of the academe in this part of Europe, the crisis of
confidence often triggers false solutions, such as “academic populism”. Another effect is the misreading of the public responsibility
of the educational and research community in terms of a schematic understanding of social or economic relevance (for instance
demanding business partners for basic research or confusing accountability with a rigid metric system).

In higher education and academic research, humanities generally,
and more pronouncedly in South-Eastern and Eastern Europe, are at
present faced with a dual predicament: to offset their “ivory tower”
public image, i.e. of a field of specialized knowledge production
with limited interaction beyond the scholarly subculture, on one
hand, and to counteract politicization, on the other. Both exist in
a different proportion and their interplay might differ in different
contexts. In some cases, the counter-reaction to the high specialization of knowledge production is the emergence of an alternative
framework which is anti-academic and anti-intellectual. In other
cases, the growth of political control pushes out scholars from the
socially relevant themes toward more “neutral” topics.

2021 – 2022

The programme provides in-residence fellowships of five- to
nine-month duration to post-doctoral international scholars.
Full description at: https://cas.bg/en/2022–2023-call-forapplications-humanities-in-the-digital-age-fellowships/

As a countermeasure to these ominous trends we propose to establish a fellowship programme which aims to underscore the cognitive
functions of the humanities and their potential as critical disciplines
by opening them up to issues relevant in/for the contemporary
world – issues that are “practical”, but also epistemological, ethical,
philosophical, etc. Some of the obvious directions such opening may
take are towards STEM, higher education (in terms of research in/for
education and teaching methods, where digital humanities throw
a bridge to STEM) and, certainly, the social sciences. The ultimate
objective of the programme is, through a sustained effort to link up
to broader societal developments during their fellowship, to help
Fellows become aware of what they want to do with their knowledge,
what big questions and challenges their knowledge can address.
The programme is intended to accommodate all kind of humanities
and social science disciplines and themes, on the condition that
they are connected to or reflecting on a contemporary debate,
social problematique or social challenge. We see a considerable
added value for humanities scholars across the academe, whatever their field, to be encouraged to rethink their topics in terms
of their broader contemporary relevance, be it political, popular or
academic, yet necessarily of significance for the world we are living in. We believe that even scholars investigating archaeological
or medieval topics would benefit if urged to re-think their subject
matter along such lines.
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CHALLENGES
FACING THE FUTURE
OF SOCIAL SCIENCES
AND HUMANITIES
Pilot phase projectof the Centre
for Advanced Study Sofia, 2019–2022,
supported by the Centre for Culture
and Governance in Europe,
University of St. Gallen

Year Two
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In the previous issue of the newsletter, we introduced ‘Challenges
Facing the Future of SSH’ – a three-year pilot phase of a longerterm project taking on domain-specific policies affecting the
health status of the humanities and social sciences in Europe. In
short, the project aims to bring forward a comparative snap of
what is on the table in this regard in different sections of Europe.

•
•
•
•

The project has now nearly completed its second year – with an
expanded group of contributors, who are working on country-specific narrative reports covering a total of 12 European countries:
Bulgaria, Croatia, the Czech Republic, Germany, Greece, Hungary,
Italy, the Netherlands, Poland, Romania, Russia, and Serbia. For
each country, our reports will provide detailed analyses of the
local SSH landscapes around several focal points following the
methodological guidelines delivered in the project’s first year:
•

•
•

Research evaluation mechanisms (independent national academic ranking systems and state mechanisms for evaluation
of academic output);
National regulation and funding frameworks related to research and education in the domains of SSH;
The general status of SSH within the respective evaluation
and regulation local context.

Additionally, in each one of the countries above we are circulating
a demo version of an in-depth survey to obtain both qualitative
and quantitative data about how and what SSH colleagues feel
about their professional future. The survey will measure the respondents’ attitudes within several indicator groups:

2021 – 2022

General attitude to local SSH policies related to education and
research;
Attitude to SSH-specific attitudes at the respondent’s home
institution;
Specific attitudes to the influence of national ranking and
evaluation mechanisms on SSH;
Specific attitudes to national regulatory and funding contexts
regarding SSH.

(The survey welcomes new submissions at https://forms.office.
com/r/wTMeV0LUFg.)
Once the team is ready with all narrative reports and survey data,
CAS is planning to organise a recap get-together on site in Sofia
in the summer of 2022, when the team will have a collective look
and discuss the findings, as well as add the finishing touches. By
the spring of 2023, the narrative reports and the survey will be
published in an open-access separate booklet and, more importantly, fed into a new webtool hosted by CAS, where an interactive
map will provide access to all country-specific data.
Surely, as noted, this is a pilot phase of a longer-term project.
Therefore, we are in the process of locating additional funding to
not only enlarge the number of the countries surveyed, but also
improve our methodology and turn the whole initiative into a
permanent SSH European observatory of a kind. We are doing so
in the hope to provide quick and reliable access to how research
and education policies around Europe are impacting our field, and
how one can best respond to the challenges rising on the horizon.
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PREVEX project
Preventing Violent
Extremism
in the Balkans
and the MENA
Strengthening Resilience
in Enabling Environments
This project has received funding from
the European Union’s Horizon 2020
research and innovation programme
under grant agreement No 870724.
The overarching objective of the PREVEX project is to contribute
to more effective and fine-tuned approaches to preventing violent extremism. The focus is on the broader MENA region and the
Western Balkans, where context-sensitive, in-depth case studies
of the occurrence and non-occurrence of violent extremism will
be carried out and brought together in a regional comparison.
Particular emphasis is placed on how to strengthen resilience,
by investigating cases of non-occurrence of violent extremism in
“enabling environments”. To achieve this, PREVEX has established
a Consortium of institutions and scholars, which together combine
in-depth knowledge of EU institutions, violent extremism, Peace
and Conflict studies, as well as extensive country and area knowledge from all the regions under scrutiny.
As a member of this consortium, the Centre for Advanced Study
Sofia has been tasked with coordinating the work on the Balkan
region carried out by five national teams – from Albania, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Kosovo, North Macedonia and Serbia. At the centre
of this work is to investigate expressions of violent extremism in
the Balkans and identify lessons learnt and best practice for the
EU’s work on preventing violent extremism. It started in 2020 by
looking into the P/CVE measures taken by the EU in particular, but
also by the Balkan states themselves, along with other key regional
and international stakeholders and identifying what these stakeholders deem as priority areas in their P/CVE strategies. It mapped
and analysed the strategies, policies, tools and measures that the
EU (and other key stakeholders) adopts with regard to P/CVE,
and how they are perceived and received by target populations.
Special attention was paid to how the EU frames the phenomenon
and its drivers, and how EU policies are expected to impact upon
direct and indirect beneficiaries, vulnerable groups, and the threat
environment.
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In the course of 2021, the five teams undertook extensive fieldwork aimed at identifying the causes of
occurrence and non-occurrence of violent extremism
and providing insights into the factors that result in
some ‘enabling environments’ experiencing violent
extremism, while others remain relatively resilient. It
employed a wide range of tools, including interviews,
focus groups, surveys and lab-in-field experiments.
The target group includes civil society actors (such as
social and religious groups), people who work directly
or indirectly with violent extremism in ‘enabling environments’ (including youth, education, vulnerable
communities), as well people who have previous
affiliations with groups known to have engaged in
violent extremism.
Based on this in-depth fieldwork, on extensive desk research and the country-based reports CAS delivered a
massive “Working Paper on enabling environments, drivers, and occurrence/non-occurrence of violent extremism
in the Balkans.” It analyses the various drivers of violent
extremism in the contemporary Western Balkans and
elaborates a refined, nuanced and context-sensitive
understanding of the concept of ‘enabling environment’, i.e., the cluster or combination of various factors in a given society that renders the emergence of
violent extremism likely. At the centre of attention are
the root causes of conflict, including local and regional
cleavages and grievances, focusing in particular on
aspects of identity, religion and politics. The paper
thus provides an analytical explanation of the central
question of why some communities tend to be more
resilient to violent extremist ideologies than others,

2021 – 2022

despite identical “enabling” conditions. Given the geopolitical significance of the Western Balkan region, an
approach that prioritizes non-occurrence of violence
may respond more adequately to the strategic need for
strengthening resilience to radicalization, extremism
and terrorism there. (For the full paper see https://www.
prevex-balkan-mena.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/01/
D5.2-final.pdf)

Building on the findings derived from the above
research, CAS submitted a policy brief titled “Summarising lessons learnt on the EU’s measures to prevent violent extremism in the Balkans” (https://www.
prevex-balkan-mena.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/01/
D5.6-Policy-Brief_WB-1.pdf). It is aimed at providing
concrete, evidence-based advice to the EU and its
member states on how to increase the conflictsensitivity and effectiveness of P/CVE strategies in the
region. Recommendations identify and suggest how to
upscale best practice and suggest ways in which the
EU itself can strengthen the resilience against violent
extremism and enhance the effectiveness of its prevention measures, and how co-operation with other
stakeholders can be expanded and/or enhanced. The
unique knowledge produced also advances scholarly
debate on the drivers of violent extremisms and how
it might best be prevented.
More news on and publications of the PREVEX project
can be found on the website: www.prevex-balkanmena.eu.
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CAS ADVANCED ACADEMIA
FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMME:
Individual Fellowships 2021–2022
Bulgarian Module

Valentin Kalinov (Bulgaria)
Bulgarian-Swiss Fellowship
MA in Philosophy (Sofia University); PhD in Philosophy (Sofia University)
Affiliation: Independent scholar
Field of Study: Philosophy
Project Title:

Between Repression and Resistance:
The Critical Reception of Psychoanalysis in Bulgaria (1947–1990)
The project aims at studying the reception
of Freudian psychoanalysis in Bulgaria in the
period of 1947–1990, viewed through the
optic of the psychoanalytic concepts of ‘repression’ and ‘resistance’ and the dialectic relation
between them. The main hypothesis includes
identifying those ‘places of repression’, existing
at the level of discourse, in which the psychoanalytic ideas are stylized, refuted, denounced
and rejected from the position of the official
Marxist ideology taken as a framework for the

sciences of mental health. Along with that, the
hypothesis allows – without assuming – the
existence also of ‘places of resistance’ in which
the psychoanalytic ideas are integrated into an
implicit or disguised form in the discourse of
sciences, managing to circumvent ideological
censorship. By means of an interdisciplinary
methodology the project studies the modalities
of relation between real repression and possible
resistance both on the discursive level and on
the level of the personal history and individual

behaviour of certain figures who were involved
in the subversive practicing of psychoanalysis
in socialist Bulgaria. The final aim is not only
to construct the concept of critical reception
of psychoanalysis but also to reveal – in the
meaning of values and philosophically – those
meaning potentials of analysis that have made
it become a ‘counter-discourse’ and a form of
resistance against every (totalitarian) invasion
on freedom and thinking.

Delyan Rusev (Bulgaria)
Bulgarian-Swiss Fellowship
MA in Turkology (University of Hamburg, Germany); PhD in History (Sofia University)
Affiliation: Assistant researcher at the Institute of Balkan Studies and Center of Thracology at the Bulgarian Academy of
Sciences.
Field of Study: Historiography

Project Title:

Imagining One’s Own Infidel:
Ottoman Muslim Accounts of Balkan Non-Muslims, 15th–17th Century
The research project aims to explore a hitherto
understudied perspective on Christian-Muslim
relations in the premodern Ottoman society,
namely the discourses on Balkan non-Muslims
in Ottoman Muslim narrative sources produced
between the fifteenth and the seventeenth centuries. It will cover a wide range of partly unpublished texts in the Ottoman Turkish and Persian
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languages falling according to their genre into
the main categories of history, hagiography,
geography, and travel accounts. By applying
to the relevant accounts an interdisciplinary
approach including historical, hermeneutic,
text-critical, and codicological methods, the
project will situate its findings within a larger
sociological framework based on the concept

of ‘interpretative communities’. The aim is to
trace the sociopolitical implications of Muslim
accounts of ‘the other’ as well as to provide a better understanding of how identities functioned
and interacted in a premodern imperial setting.

ADVANCED ACADEMIA PROGRAMME: FELLOWS 2021–2022

Radoslav Dimitrov (Bulgaria/Canada)
Bulgarian-Swiss Fellowship (Diaspora Scholar)
MA in International Peace Studies; PhD in Political Science (University of Minnesota)
Affiliation: Professor at Simon Fraser University in Vancouver, Canada.
Field of Study: Global Environmental Politics, International Climate Change Negotiations and UN Diplomacy.

Project Title:

Empty Institutions in World Politics
The project explores international institutions
that are deliberately designed not to produce
any policy output. Certain multilateral agreements and permanent organizations are
deprived of capacity for policy development
or implementation. Examples include the
UN Forum on Forests and the Copenhagen
Accord. Such institutions can be an obstacle

to cooperation and prevent governance by
legitimizing collective inaction. Empty institutions serve two political purposes: they hide the
failure of international negotiations and neutralize public calls for genuine policy. Research is
based on direct participatory observation of
twenty-nine rounds of international environmental negotiations between 1999 and 2015

and interviews with diplomats and policymakers. During the period of the fellowship, I will
conduct interviews at ministries in Sofia and
finalize a book that documents these diplomatic
processes and introduces a new concept to
academic scholarship on global governance.

Evlogi Stanchev (Bulgaria)
Bulgarian-Swiss Fellowship
MA in „History of Eurasia, Russia and Eastern Europe“ and „Ethnology and Cultural Anthropology“ (Sofia University); PhD in
„History of Russia“ (Sofia University)
Affiliation: Assistant researcher at the Institute of Balkan Studies and Center of Thracology at the Bulgarian Academy of
Sciences.
Field of Study: History of Eurasia and Southeast Europe

Project Title:

The Diasporic Experience (Re)considered: Idioms of Belonging and Transborder
Ethnic Kinship Within Crimean Tatars in Bulgaria
The current project proposal aims to reconsider, both theoretically and empirically, the
concept of the ‘diaspora’ through investigating
how it functions in the case of the presentday Crimean Tatar community in Bulgaria. A
special aim of the study is to answer the question, to what extent the sense of transborder
ethnic kinship with ‘other’ Tatars from abroad
(mainly Romania) defines Tatar identity among

locals. It is of utmost importance to outline
the symbolic boundaries of these ‘diasporic’
representations reproduced by the community, e.g. investigating cases where some Tatar
ethnic groups (Volga, Siberian, Astrakhan, etc.)
are perceived as ‘others’, ‘alien’ and thus not
included within the domain of ‘our’ ‘Crimean’
Tatars. Recent research has shown that many
scholars in the field have so far failed to address

the various contradictions inherent in the ‘diaspora’ concept, usually approaching the term
in an objectivist, static and even essentialist
manner. This situation results in considerable
analytical gaps within the field of the so-called
diaspora studies. Therefore, for the purpose of
the project, an updated, nuanced and contextsensitive understanding of the ‘diaspora’ is
strongly needed. Following some of the latest
achievements in social sciences,
in theoretical terms, the current
project will be based on a nonobjectivist, situational, cognitive
understanding of concepts such
as ‘identity’, ‘ethnicity’, ‘nationalism’, etc. Methodologically, the
proposal will integrate a flexible
interdisciplinary approach using
some relevant observations from
various academic fields (history,
sociology, social anthropology)
and will rely upon extensive desk
work and field research.
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Pavel Pavlovitch (Bulgaria)
Pforzheimer Fellowship
BA in History (Baghdad University); MA, PhD and Doctor of Science in History (Sofia University)
Affiliation: Professor at the Department of Arabic and Semitic Studies, Faculty of Classical and Modern Philology at the Sofia
University.
Field of Study: History of the Arabs before Islam, methodology of studying the early Islam, early-Islamic law and exegesis,
and development of the early criticism of Muslim traditions (ḥadīth)

Project Title:

Muslim B. Al-Ḥajjāj of Nishapur (D. 261 H/875 CE): The Critical Saint
Muslim b. al-Ḥajjāj of Nishapur (d. 261 H/875
CE) is famous for his al-Musnad al-ṣaḥīḥ (The
Sound collection). The Ṣaḥīḥ is a compilation
of traditions (ḥadīth) going back to the Prophet
Muḥammad (d. 11 H/632 CE) that Sunni Muslims
regard as the third most authoritative source of
legal norms after the Qurʾān and Muḥammad
b. Ismāʿīl al-Bukhārī’s (194–256 H/810–70 CE)
ḥadīth collection al-Jāmiʿ al-ṣaḥīḥ. Muslim ranks
among the founders of the science of ḥadīth
criticism. Despite his renown, Muslim’s life and

works came only sporadically to the attention of
Western ḥadīth scholarship while arabophone
studies have been restricted by the apologetic
perception of Muslim. The present project studies Muslim’s life, works, theology, and method in
ḥadīth criticism based on a wide range of biographical sources and ḥadīth collections. These
sources are studied by a variety of text-critical
approaches, including the method of ‘compilation criticism’. For the first time Muslim’s theological views are studied in a systematic manner,

which offers a glimpse in the development of
the early Sunni theology. Four works by Muslim
that were considered lost will be reconstructed
from hitherto neglected later sources. A detailed
study of the transmission of Muslim’s Ṣaḥīḥ is
part of the project, which is expected to result
in the publication of a peer-reviewed article and
a monograph about Muslim in English.

Martin Ivanov (Bulgaria)
Pforzheimer Fellowship
MA in History and Law, PhD in Economic History (Sofia University)
Affiliation: Associate Professor at the Department of Sociology at the Sofia University.
Field of Study: Social and Economic History

Project Title:

Between Nostalgia and Negation:
Understanding the Social Change in Socialist Bulgaria
Three decades after the fall of the Berlin Wall
Bulgarians are still on the crossroad between
nostalgia and negation, seemingly unable to
construct an overall picture of their socialist
past. Importantly, we still lack a thorough
study on the characteristics of social change
that was accomplished by the socialist regime.
Understanding the dynamics, the magnitude,
and the thoroughness of the social change,
which transformed Bulgarian society in the
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half-century after the World War II would be
the prime task of this research project. Due to
various reasons it would restrain from the conventional approach and instead would go along
the new current in the academic literature,
which applies alternative measures of standard
of living like (1) real wages, (2) infant mortality,
(3) life expectancy at birth, (4) daily calories
intake, and (5) anthropometric data (height and
weight) of children and adolescents. Given the

near-complete infancy of Bulgarian research on
the subject it would be naïve to pretend that it
could master a full understanding of the social
change. Rather, this proposal is a first stage of a
larger and continuous research which has to be
confined to a less ambitious scouting exercise
for mapping the data scene and initial analysis
of the preliminary findings.

ADVANCED ACADEMIA PROGRAMME: FELLOWS 2021–2022

Mirela Ivanova (Bulgaria/United Kingdom)
Bulgarian-Swiss Fellowship (Diaspora Scholar)
MA in Late Antique and Byzantine Studies; PhD in History (University of Oxford)
Affiliation: University College, Oxford and Faculty of History, University of Oxford
Field of Study: Medieval History
Project Title:

Greek in the Early Medieval Balkans, 880–1014
This post-doctoral project will be the first social
history of multilingualism in the Balkans and, in
particular, of the role and significance of Greek
after the late ninth-century arrival of the newly
invented Slavonic alphabet. It will argue both
that the Balkans were decidedly multilingual,
contrary to scholarly consensus, and reveal how
medieval multilingualism was manifested and

experienced on the ground.
It proposes two methodological innovations.
The first is to focus on an area rather than a
national entity. The second to integrate both
manuscript and epigraphic written artefacts
toward a new social history of the uses of Greek
in the Balkans. This mixed-method approach will
look at manuscripts and epigraphic monuments

not simply as vessels for historical information,
but as objects whose materiality is central to the
formation of their meaning. By bringing new
theoretical approaches to the study of inscriptions to the region, it hopes to fundamentally
transform scholarly perceptions of the early
medieval Balkans.

Angel Nikolov (Bulgaria)
Pforzheimer Fellowship
BA in History (Sofia University); PhD in Medieval Bulgarian History (Sofia University)
Affiliation: Associate Professor in Medieval Bulgarian History at the Sofia University.
Field of Study: Medieval History

Project Title:

Ancient Magic in the Age of the Enlightenment: Medieval Book Amulets as Textbooks
and Popular Reading among the Bulgarians in the 18th-19th Centuries.
The project focuses on the late transformations,
marginalization and disappearance of an older
medieval tradition characteristic of the culture of
Orthodox Bulgarians, Serbs and Vlachs: the copying and carrying as apotropaia of small–format
manuscript miscellanies (‘book amulets’) containing Slavic translations of various apocrypha,
prayers, as well as calendar, divination, prognostic,
medicinal and other works, each perceived as a
textual amulet. In the 18th and 19th centuries,

these ‘magical’ texts were frequently used to
teach children, but the practice was gradually
discontinued with the development of a modern
school system based on printed textbooks and
dominated by secular teachers dedicated to modernizing Bulgarian society along pro–European,
rational and pragmatic lines. However, interest in
this type of literature declined slowly due to the
strong belief in its special protective powers, as
evidenced by the numerous printed editions of

some of the most popular textual amulets in the
form of small pamphlets of the second half of the
19th century. Thus, the project aims to explore, by
means of a case study, how the modernization of
society sealed the fate of some traditional worldviews and beliefs whose roots could be traced back
to the cultural traditions of the ancient Middle East
and the Greco–Roman Mediterranean.

Antonina Bakardjieva Engelbrekt (Bulgaria/Sweden)
Bulgarian-Swiss Fellowship (Diaspora Scholar)
MA in Law (Sofia University, PhD in Private Law (Stockholm University)
Affiliation: Professor of European Law at the Stockholm University.
Field of Study: European Economic Law and Governance.

Project Title:

Ensuring the Effectiveness of EU Law through Decentralized Enforcement:
The Role of Enforcement Networks and the Challenge of Institutional Diversity.
The project looks into the challenge of decentralised enforcement in core areas of the Internal
Market, like competition law, consumer law
and IP law. One way of ensuring coherence of
decentralised enforcement has been through
different types of enforcement networks.
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However, while the concept of ‘network’ presumes equivalence of interconnected units, in
the regulatory areas at the centre of this project,
there is considerable diversity in institutional
design and governance approach among the
EU Member States. Through a combination

of theories and methodologies the project
explores the impact of institutional diversity on
the effectiveness of network governance and in
turn, the implications of network governance for
national institutional autonomy.
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Paula Angelova (Bulgaria)
Bulgarian-Swiss Fellowship
MA in Philosophy (Universities of Bonn and Toulouse); PhD in Phenomenological Anthropology (Sofia University)
Affiliation: Independent scholar
Field of Study: Phenomenology

Project Title:

Phenomenological Perspectives on Existential Spatiality
Phenomenology has historically accorded a
privilege to temporality. In contrast, by scrutinizing the constitutive role of existential spatiality
for human existence, this project defends the
equiprimordiality between temporality and
spatiality. I will present an outline of a “transcendental geology” of lived space, grounded
on some leading phenomenological discourses
– phenomenology of affectivity and corporeity, existential psychiatry and Daseinsanalysis,

as well as hermeneutic phenomenology. If
Heidegger’s project in Being and Time (1927)
reveals the normative and axiological character of lived space, the particular problems of
bodily nature [Leiblichkeit] and embodiment
are left undiscussed in his early hermeneutic
phenomenology. On the other side, Richir’s and
Maldiney’s phenomenological projects outline
an expanded scope of existential spatiality, proceeding from the questions regarding the origin

of lived space and the consequences of deviated
spatialization in abnormal psychic states of human life. Thus, the aim of the following research
is to perform a methodological synchronization
of the above-mentioned discourses in the form
of architectonics of the existential spatiality,
revealing the dimensionality of lived space as
pre-condition for the original openness of the
human existence to the world and to the other.

Elitza Stanoeva (Bulgaria)
Bulgarian-Swiss Fellowship
MA in Philosophy (Sofia University), MA in History (Central European University, Budapest), PhD in History (Technical
University Berlin)
Affiliation: Independent scholar
Field of Study: urban history and memory politics in socialism and post-socialism; détente and East-West economic
cooperation; Cold War tourism.

Project Title:

Architects and Heritage Demolition in Late Socialism and After: Politics of History
Versus Politics of Profession
This project investigates how architects responded to politically dictated demolition
of architectural heritage in Sofia and Plovdiv,
Bulgaria’s largest cities, in two periods: late
socialism when the relics of the ‘bourgeoismonarchic era’ were still subjected to ‘socialist
reconstruction’, and post-1989 transition when
socialist landmarks became targets of ‘decommunization’. At the focus of my study is a dual
politicization of architectural heritage: obliteration triggered by politics of history, and expert
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advocacy for preservation. I analyze the latter
through the lens of politics of profession, i.e. as
part of a coherent vision of both a harmonious
city and the architect’s role in its production.
My working hypothesis is that architectural
heritage was a stake in architects’ quest for
reclaiming expert agency before and after 1989,
tackled in conjunction with larger professional
themes and urban problems: issues of authorship and collegial solidarity; problems of environmental and social deterioration; questions

of cultural identity and historical value. The
project methodology is discourse analysis of
primary sources: (1) stenographic records of
discussions within architects’ organizations,
specialized architectural journals and architects’
publications in mass media; (2) state decrees
and programs related to urban (re)planning;
(3) changing legal definitions and conservation
procedures concerning material heritage and
cultural monuments.
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Lilia Topouzova (Bulgaria/Canada)
Bulgarian-Swiss Fellowship (Diaspora Scholar)
MA in History; PhD in History (University of Toronto, Canada)
Affiliation: Institute of Communication, Culture, Information & Technology, Centre for Russian, European and Eurasian
Studies, Munk School of Global Affairs & Public Policy, University of Toronto, Canada
Field of Study: History and Narrative Non-Fiction.

Project Title:

The Life-Stories of Bulgarian Gulag Survivors in the Post-Communist Public Space
Between 2006 and 2019, I recorded forty interviews with survivors from the Bulgarian gulag.
I employed a methodology based on the “lifestories” model of oral history, developed by the
Center for Oral History and Digital Storytelling
at Concordia University. This approach aims at
extending the interview beyond the narrative
of atrocity to a more in-depth account of each
person’s experience. Thus, the project’s findings also shed light on the identity formation
of survivors of violence during the communist

period and the transitional years. Additionally,
one of the main goals of the oral history project
was to capture the experience of both men and
women, and in this instance, gender played a
particularly important role in how people lived
through repression. What remains certain and
undisputed is that for all of the interviewees,
repression is a continued experience, one that
outlasts the release from a camp or a prison.
All of the men and women who shared their
stories are invariably and forever marked by

their internment. During my tenure at CAS, I
will integrate the testimonies that I collected,
together with other personal writings, memoirs
and diaries, and video recordings of former
camp and prison inmates. This project will result in my second scholarly monograph titled,
Survivors Remember: Ethnography and Oral
History, a history of the recorded life-stories and
personal archives of Bulgarian gulag survivors

Aneta Vasileva (Bulgaria)
Landis and Gyr Artistic Fellowships
PhD in Architectural History and Theory (University of Architecture, Civil Engineering and Geodesy – Sofia)
Affiliation: Assistant professor at the “History and Theory of Architecture” Department of UACEG – Sofia.
Field of Study: Postwar Architecture and Preservation of Architectural Heritage

Project Title:

Contested Heritage: Contextualizing Difficult Pasts
Cultural heritage is generally accepted as a
universal good. It is key for the development
of human civilization and is connected to
primary values and basic human rights - the
“right to heritage”. Yet there are cultural areas
where we fail to reach mutual understanding
on this “indisputable universal good”, on the
contrary - neutral acceptance is non-existent
and social unrest prevails. These are the areas where conflicts arise and the so-called
“contested” (or “dissonant”) heritage claims its
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presence. The heritage of totalitarian regimes
in general is contested heritage par excellence
yet staying only there is simplifying the matter.
This project will address various issues coded in
its headline. Firstly, what qualifies as contested
heritage today? Secondly, how can we place
the heritage of postwar and post-Wall art and
architecture within that context? What are the
urgent questions to be asked when discussing
such contested heritage sites in a post-2020
world, in present day Europe? Research will

start from the field of architectural history and
theory and will develop adding political, social
and cultural factors, outlining social tensions,
problems of evaluation, acceptance, diversity
and appropriation and potential preservation
issues. Contemporary cultural conflicts and
different architectural examples will be used
as illustrative case-studies.
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Carlos Conde Solares (Spain)
Independent International Fellowship
MA in Hispanic Studies (Hons); PhD in Medieval Hispanic Studies (Queen Mary, University of London)
Affiliation: Senior Lecturer at the University of Northumbria, Newcastle.
Field of Study: Cultural, religious, and imperial vicissitudes of late medieval and early modern Spain.

Project Title:

The Antisemitic Myth of the Jewish Puppeteer: Sephardic Experiences
Throughout history, Antisemitic accounts and
portrayals have served the purpose of alienating, othering and isolating vulnerable Jewish
minorities from their respective societies. The
common thread is one of scapegoating in
times of change, uncertainty, crisis or war. These
tropes are often transnational, versatile, and
adaptable to very specific contexts: they tend
to take the shape of universal myths that adopt

local customs and peculiarities. The result is a
powerful dehumanisation of a Jewish collective
that becomes the target of an irrational hatred
based on tribal fears of infiltration and secrecy.
Hoax, rumour and conspiracy theory operate
independently from the Jews themselves: they
appear both in contexts with a Jewish presence
and in those without one. In the case of the
latter, popular perceptions of globalization can

act as a sounding board. Late medieval Spain,
immersed in an age of exploration and discovery, and in the transition between manuscript
and print, was the cradle of a ‘world conspiracy’
with unearthly resemblances to those of our
era of globalization and fast-paced spreading
of information, and propaganda, across the
internet and social media.

Evgeny F. Troitsky (Russia)
Gerda Henkel Fellowship
MA in International Relations (Tomsk State University, Russia); PhD in World History (Tomsk State University, Russia)
Affiliation: Professor at the Department of World Politics, Tomsk State University, Russia.
Field of Study: Historiography

Project Title:

The Two “Great Games”: “Homo Ludens” in Central Asia
The project “The Two “Great Games”: “Homo
Ludens” in Central Asia” has been born out of
the applicant’s experience of research of international politics in post-Soviet Central Asia.
The pervasiveness of the label “the new “Great
Game” linking the nowadays developments in
Central Asia with the Anglo-Russian rivalry of
the 19th century has made me question the
“ludic” dimension of international politics in this
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region. The project would try to reveal why and
how the metaphor of the “Great Game” has become so entrenched in the analyses of international politics in Central Asia; what this historical
analogy elucidates and what it obfuscates; what
it means for practical policy-making. The project
would also raise fundamental questions: does
the “game” reference imply that there might
be some “rules of the game”? Does it hint that

there is something “not quite serious”, something “ludic” about the international politics
of Central Asia? The project would expand our
knowledge of how and under what conditions
the academic and political representations
of Central Asia developed and crystallized. It
would help, in this particular case, to narrow
the gaps separating the philosophy of politics,
international relations theory and area studies.
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Mirjam Landolt (Switzerland)
Landis and Gyr Artistic Fellowships
Photography at the Centre d’enseignement professionnel de Vevey, Switzerland; Cinema at the Haute école d’art et de
Design in Geneva, Switzerland
Affiliation: Independent artist
Field of Study: Film and Visual Arts

Project Title:

Water Bodies
Mirjam's particular interest to explore Sofia, lies
in Public Swimming Pools and Baths as places
where people meet, where architecture tells us
about the past and the present, and where the
movements of the body and the behaviours

tell us about the respective body cultures and
(non)comfort zones. This is the starting point for
her to investigate through swimming pools the
importance of water, communities and rituals in
an urban environment. For this, she wishes to

dive into abandoned pools, still open ones, as
well as into archives, and make and find images
there to work with.

Ionuț Epurescu-Pascovici (Romania)
Independent International Fellowship
MA in Medieval Studies, PhD in Medieval Studies (Cornell University)
Affiliation: Independent scholar.
Field of Study: Social History of France and Italy in the later Middle Ages.

Project Title:

The Pandemic and Society’s Response: The Plague in the Western Alps, c. 1348–1355
This research project proposes a holistic approach to the study of the 1348 plague in the
Western Alps. Capitalising on the exceptionally
detailed data of the accounts of the territorialadministrative units of late-medieval Savoy, the
project focuses on the societal and institutional
response to the demographic and economic

2021 – 2022

impact of the Black Death. The project seeks
to bring together in an inclusive analytical
framework the range of responses to the pandemic, from the scapegoating of Savoy’s Jewish
community to the reforms in local governance
ushered in by the spectre of the impending fiscal disaster; post-plague internal migration and

other initiatives for economic recovery will also
be analysed. To understand the response to the
plague in Savoy, special attention will be paid
to the dialogue between local communities, the
territorial officers, and the central government.
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Elena N. Boeck (USA)
Independent International Fellowship
MA and PhD in Art History (Yale)
Affiliation: professor at DePaul University.
Field of Study: The arts of the medieval Mediterranean world.

Project Title:

The Legend of Troy in the Middle Ages: Imagining Migration and Resilience
For centuries Troy and its tragic heroes served
as exempla of audacious aggression, spectacular reversals of fortune, and migration
as a regenerative force in history. In places
as diverse as Madrid and Moscow, Britain
and Bulgaria a fascination with Troy and its
resilient refugees captured the imagination of
medieval patrons. Ultimately, the story of Troy
after antiquity foregrounds forced migration
and cultural confrontations as cornerstones of
the global historical process. Remarkably no
comparative, cross-cultural study of medieval
visual representations of Troy currently exists.

Using unpublished and published illustrated
manuscripts I am pursuing a new, interdisciplinary book project which focuses on intellectual
and visual constructions of Troy in the medieval
imagination. This project engages with such
subjects as migration, imagined origins, usable
pasts, trauma, gender tropes, and visualizations
of violence. This study moves well beyond the
familiar Troy stereotypes such as the Trojan
horse or Helen as the possessor of a ‘face that
launched a thousand ships.’This book is the first
comparative, cross-cultural exploration of this
subject across western medieval and eastern

Christian cultural communities. I am applying
for the Advanced Academia Fellowship in order
to evaluate one of the most famous Bulgarian
medieval manuscripts in comparative perspective. The Vatican Manasses manuscript (Vat. Slav.
2), which was produced for Ivan Alexander of
Bulgaria in the mid-fourteenth century, features
a fascinating visual adaptation devoted to Troy.

Wojciech Brzozowski (Poland)
Independent International Fellowship
MA in Law and Political Science and PhD in Law (University of Warsaw)
Affiliation: Associate Professor at the Faculty of Law and Administration, University of Warsaw.
Field of Study: Constitutional Law and Law and Religion.

Project Title:

Freedom of Religion or Belief in the Orthodox-Majority Countries Before the
European Court of Human Rights
When reading the statistics of the European
Court of Human Rights, one may find it striking
how often violations of freedom of religion
or belief are found in cases involving the
Orthodox-majority countries. As of the end
of 2019, this happened in 51 out of total of 79
cases in which the Court held that there had
been a violation of Article 9 ECHR. There is no
doubt that the existence of the Orthodox majority in these countries shapes profoundly the
relationship between the State and the religious
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communities. But how is this context recognized
and reflected in the case-law of the Strasbourg
Court? The project will attempt to explore the
place of Orthodox Christianity in the Court’s
case-law by identifying the references to the
particularities of this religious tradition in the
case-law, tracing the differences in treatment
vis-à-vis non-Orthodox countries, assessing
whether the relevant judgments constitute
an important contribution to the Court’s jurisprudence, and finally making suggestions

concerning the desired evolution of the Court’s
future case-law. The project’s findings should
fit well in the ongoing discussion in law and
religious studies, at the same time expanding
the borders of the previously existing research.
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Georgios Chatzelis (Greece)
Independent International Fellowship
MA in Ancient and Medieval Warfare (Cardiff University), PhD in Byzantine History (Royal Holloway, University of London)
Affiliation: Aristotle University of Thessaloniki.
Field of Study: Byzantine and Medieval History.

Project Title:

Strategems and the Byzantine Culture of War: Theory, Practice, Report, Reception
and Cross-Cultural Exchanges with the Muslim World (c. 800–1204)
The project studies stratagems and the
Byzantine culture of war c. 800–1204. It focuses
on Byzantine attitudes towards stratagems and
examines cross-cultural exchanges between
the Byzantines and the Muslims by exploring
case studies of intertextual relationships and
similarities/differences in the conduct of war
when similar stratagems occur in Byzantine and
Arab literature. To achieve its goal, the project
will centre around the following objectives:
a) exploration of Byzantine attitudes towards
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stratagems, b) exploration of intertextual relationships and similarities/differences in the
conduct of war when similar stratagems occur
in Byzantine and Arab literature. Objective A will
mainly be realised through a study of sources
written by both non-military (e.g. orations,
religious texts, mirrors for princes, historiography) and military men (e.g. correspondence,
military manuals). For Objective B, the occurrence of similar stratagems will be explored on
two levels: 1) veracity/literary purpose in their

respective cultural contexts, 2) military. For the
first, research will consider critical evaluations
of war writing in Byzantine and Arab historiography, mimesis, literarily topoi, theories of
character in the Middle Ages as well as rhetorical
narrativist philosophical theory. For the second,
the examination will explore military factors
which impacted the employment of similar
stratagems (e.g. leadership, martial virtues,
geomorphology).
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Galina Babak (Ukraine)
Independent International Fellowship
PhD in Slavic literatures (Charles University, Prague, Czechia)
Affiliation: Independent scholar.
Field of Study: Intellectual History and History of Science with a focus on literary theory and comparative literatures, mainly
Ukrainian and Russian.

Project Title:

Embracing Modernism: Soviet Ukrainian Literature and Russian Modernist Literary
Theory (1920s – the beginning of 1930s)
The project reconstructs the history of the literary theory and criticism in Soviet Ukraine in the
1920s and early 1930s in its close connection
with the theoretical achievements of Russian
formalism. The aim of the research is to demonstrate how the project of radical “modernization”
of Ukrainian literature with the help of literary
technique was used for the construction of the
new national identity in the 1920s. The project
deepens our understanding of political, cultural

and intellectual history of Soviet Ukraine in the
1920s. On that basis, the cultural-historical and
ideological context of the history of Ukrainian
literary criticism and literature of the late 19th –
first decades of the 20th century is consistently
reconstructed. It offers a conceptually new
reading of the literary and theoretical material
of the 1920s. The success of this project will set
a new benchmark in the historical narrative
about modern and contemporary Ukraine. The

project is based on the unique Ukrainian and
Russian archival materials from the 1920s–1930s
which are introduced into scientific circulation
for the first time.

James Pickett (USA)
Independent International Fellowship
MA in History (Georgetown University) and PhD in History (Princeton University)
Affiliation: History Associate Professor in the History Department of the University of Pittsburgh.
Field of Study: Empire and Islam as entangled sources of authority, with particular attention to historical memory and state
formation.

Project Title:

Seeing like a Princely State: Protectorates in Central and South Asia at the Nexus of
Early Modern Court and Modern Nation-State
Beginning in the eighteenth century (South
Asia) and nineteenth century (Central Asia), an
age of city-states gave way to an age of imperialism, which brought with it a new political
form: the protectorate, a semi-colonial form of
government characterized by indirect imperial rule. Local dynasts were left ostensibly in
charge of their domain, but were also answerable to colonial authorities. As indirectly ruled
territories of the British and Russian empires
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respectively, Hyderabad and Bukhara provide
something of a natural experiment: structurally
similar political entities enmeshed in a single
culture of Perso-Islamic documentation. This
project is thus at once comparative and transregional. How was the role of Islamic scholars
transformed under indirect colonial rule? And
how did semi-colonial status contribute to the
development of characteristics that we associate with the modern state? Having already

conducted important archival work in Russia,
Uzbekistan, and India, this fellowship would
provide a critical opportunity to begin drafting
the book manuscript.
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Nina Peršak (Slovenia)
Independent International Fellowship
LLM and MPhil in Social and Developmental Psychology (University of Cambridge), PhD in Law (University of Ljubljana)
Affiliation: Institute for Criminal-Law Ethics and Criminology, Ljubljana.
Field of Study: Justice, criminalisation, human rights, social control, victimology, socio-legal studies and social psychology.

Project Title:

Diversity and European Courts:
Implications for Judicial Legitimacy and the Rule of Law
The project focuses on understanding diversity
(and wider topics of inclusion, representation,
participation and equality) in the context of judicial legitimacy and rule of law in Europe. It aims
to inspect and document the ways in which diversity considerations have been acknowledged
as relevant for, or even incorporated in, the
functioning and legitimacy of European courts,

and to examine relevant factors, benefits, downsides, justifications, limits and effects of diversity
in relation to judicial legitimacy and the rule of
law. It will build upon the literature on equality,
procedural legitimacy and rule of law, as well
as my existing research on judicial legitimacy
and the rule-of-law challenges in the EU. The
overall approach is interdisciplinary, drawing on

a variety of sources (such as legal, philosophical, socio-legal and (social) psychological texts
as well as existing judiciary-related actions and
policy initiatives). In addition to the descriptive
and normative engagement with the topic, we
shall also reflect on the policy implications of
research results – with a view on increasing
judicial legitimacy in Europe.

Mariana Bodnaruk (Ukraine)
Gerda Henkel Fellowship
MA in Medieval Studies (Central European University, Budapest), PhD in Medieval Studies (Central European University,
Budapest)
Affiliation: Visiting Assistant Professor at the Al-Quds Bard College for Arts and Sciences, East-Jeruzalem.
Field of Study: social and cultural history of late antiquity, epigraphy, early and middle Byzantine hagiography and
iconography, history of precapitalist modes of production, and intersectional feminism.
Project Title:

Transvestite Saints in Jerusalem: Embodiment, Materiality, and Cult Practices of
Pelagia the Penitent, Mary of Egypt, and Susanna of Eleutheropolis
The research project focuses on the materialization of fictional hagiographic figures in late
antiquity (3rd-7th centuries AD) that found
embodiment in the sacred topography of
Jerusalem and the Holy Land. It is especially
interested in female holy figures, who are literary characters in their origin, such as Pelagia
the Penitent, Mary of Egypt, and Susanna of
Eleutheropolis. This project is twofold. It will first
explore the construction of gender fluidity and
ambivalence in the Lives in order to understand
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the registers of late ancient gender, gendered
performances, as well as the gendering of virtue,
spiritual progress, and asceticism, as integral
to the construction of early Christian identity
(objective 1). It will review, metacritically, the
feminist theoretical apparatus that hagiography
critics bring to bear on the vitae. The second
part of the project looks at the embodiment
of the saints and materialization of their cult
places as reflected in sacred architecture of the
Holy Land (objective 2). It concentrates on the

connection between late antique hagiography
and establishment of the saints’ holy places
of Palestine as well as superposition of sacred
spaces and holy sites. In late antiquity, these
three women entered the liturgical calendar
of the Byzantine Church and received places of
worship in Jerusalem, visited by Western and
Eastern pilgrims from the early Middle Ages
onwards. It is this localized production of these
ideological narratives and associated cultic sites
that is to be specified historically.
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SCIENCE FICTION
IS NOT REALLY ABOUT
PREDICTING THE FUTURE;
IT IS ABOUT
CONFRONTING
THE PRESENT

Dr Alexander Popov is a computational linguist who also
works in the broad field of
science fiction studies. He obtained his PhD in Informatics
from the Bulgarian Academy
of Sciences, with a dissertation
on the topic of lexical modeling in the context of artificial
intelligence and natural language processing. Dr Popov is
a long-time editor and author
at “ShadowDance” – the oldest media outlet in Bulgaria
dedicated to the speculative
arts. He teaches science fiction
at Sofia University “St. Kliment
Ohridski.”

A Talk with Dr Alexander Popov,
CAS Fellow within the Independent
Bulgarian-Swiss Fellowship Programme
for Bulgarian Junior Scholars (2020–2021)

Your CAS research focuses on thinking
about the future of artificial intelligence. Some seven decades ago,
when Stanford computer scientist John
McCarthy coined the term “artificial
intelligence”, this would have still been
a question sparkling the imagination
of science fiction writers. Yet, the last
decades witnessed the pervasion of
“intelligent machines” into all fields of
human life, altering our perception of
everyday normality. Could humankind
even dare consider a future without
artificial intelligence today? What is the
inspiration behind your research and
what aspects of the future of artificial
intelligence does your research reflect
upon? What perspectives do you adopt
to speculate on its future?
Dr Alexander Popov: There is a phenomenon that people have called “the AI
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effect”, namely that as soon as AI becomes
effective in solving a particular problem,
people stop perceiving it as AI, or they say
it is not “real” AI. But a scenario in which
humanity makes a giant leap and suddenly invents a fully-realized general AI that is
equal or superior to humans is simply not
a plausible one. AI develops gradually, as a
field and as a family of technologies it is an
enormously complicated ecosystem. We
probably will keep on discounting new AI
technologies as less than “real” AI right up
to the moment when it becomes smarter
than our own selves. In the meantime,
all those previously magical capabilities
that AI makes mundane (fast and precise
arithmetic, machine translation, speech
and face recognition, etc.) will become
ever more tightly integrated with our
bodies and our ways of being in the world.
In fact, through digital technologies our
bodies are now being extended beyond
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the merely physical. We become materialsemiotic bodies which move as much in
“cyber” space as we do in the physical
world. So in that sense, AI is becoming
ever more difficult to disentangle from
our world and future. AI is also an integral
part of our world in another, less obvious
sense – the very structure of our economic
systems can be seen as a kind of simple AI
algorithm, a mechanism for calculating
value and passing the message to other
agents in the system. This is now more
obvious than ever with the automatization
of financial capital, technologies such as
high-frequency trading, etc.
But perhaps imagining a future without
AI is not such a difficult task, maybe it is
possible and in some scenarios preferable.
This is in a way a utopian line of thinking
because it assumes that we are capable of
fundamentally changing the current sociopolitical systems that control our being
on the planet, maybe even for the better.
This is the topic of utopian science fiction
novels like Always Coming Home by Ursula
Le Guin, Walkaway by Cory Doctorow. My
personal feeling at this point is that we
need a synthetic approach. We need to be
learning to be less reliant on AI technology
and to disengage ourselves from bad cognitive artifacts: auxiliary technologies that
diminish our autonomy, what
are called “competitive cognitive
artifacts” by Donald Krakauer.
We need to think independently
and critically, and we also need
more “complementary cognitive
artifacts” – technologies which
can truly become part of ourselves and which are under our
critical control, instead of predating on us (e.g. social network
algorithms, algorithms for racial
profiling). For such a distinction
to be useful, however, we need
to think much more critically
about the nature of intelligence,
about what makes a human
human, and also about what
would make an AI “human” – in
some broader sense of the word,
perhaps.
These questions form an important part of my research within
the CAS programme. Some of
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them have been formulated in one shape
or another by philosophers, cognitive scientists, anthropologists and even literary
scholars. These interdisciplinary webs of
thinking are central to my work, but my
greatest inspiration is derived from the
genre of science fiction (SF), which I see as
one of our best laboratory spaces for transdisciplinary thought experimentation.
CAS: Initially, artificial intelligence (AI)
was scholarly linked to the “simulation
of human intelligence processes by machines”. However, prior to it, the concept
of “intelligent machines”, notably as
robots/androids, had already gained
fame in fiction and film. Combining
your concurrent viewpoint of both a
computing scientist and a philologist,
how do the fictional and the scientific
ideas of AI co-exist?
A.P.: Indeed, our AI and robotic imaginaries have been very important factors
for the development of AI. Not so much
in purely technical terms, although we
should not underestimate the power of
SF to inspire scientific and engineering
careers. Rather, the figure of the AI/robot
moulds our cultural lives as it is being
molded by them in turn. Scholars like
Jennifer Rhee have shown how the robotic

imaginary has been used again and again
to reinforce certain boundaries between
categories like human and nonhuman,
to privilege some and put others in subordinate positions: women, racial Others,
labourers, animals. AI has more often than
not been invested with this role of being
Other; in this way it can focus in itself and
rework underlying social anxieties, and
also make it easier to naturalize other kinds
of hierarchies that are very much real in
everyday life.
But there is also a utopian side to AI representation in art. In my research, I try to
think about a subversive function that AI
can play in fiction. I call it “a Trojan horse”
into Western metaphysics, one which
exploits our fascination with AI (often figured as a kind of death drive) and makes
it possible to destabilize the boundary
between human and nonhuman. Films
like Her by director Spike Jonze and novels
like Klara and the Sun by Kazuo Ishiguro,
Galatea 2.2 by Richard Powers and Aurora
by Kim Stanley Robinson carry out cultural
work of this kind, I think. Those artifacts
are machines for thinking, within their
narratives the laboratory of SF allows us
to bring together insights from multiple
disciplines and walks of life, without being constrained by the necessary rules
of siloed academic production.
With them, it is much easier to
think about the phenomenology of neural networks, and
about how metaphor might be
the structuring principle of consciousness. None of this is science, of course, but it is a kind of
critical theory in action that allows us to question, deconstruct
and reconstruct fundamental
concepts. At the same time, the
field of AI research itself has
been an important source of
tools and insights applicable in
art and theory.
Part of your research interests
addresses the former Eastern
Bloc science fiction. What are
its peculiarities? How does
it compare to Western and
American science fiction? Are
there any particular topics
or approaches that it prides
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with? Are there issues that have never
been tackled? If so, what would the explanations be? Have their geographies
and ontologies converged since the collapse of communism in Eastern Europe
or do their differences still inform sci-fi
authors?
AP: Western and Eastern Bloc science
fiction do differ significantly, but SF has
multiple origins and because of that, the
two strands have never fully separated. SF
is very cosmopolitan, as readers in Bulgaria
are well aware – the SF novels published
in the “Galaktika” series (“Georgi Bakalov”
Publishing House, Varna – Editor) during
the communist regime were literally and
figuratively smuggled inside the country.
And across the Atlantic, American writers like Ursula Le Guin, for instance, were
avidly reading any new translation by
the likes of the Strugatsky brothers and
Stanisław Lem. So there was a lot of cross
influence going on.
But indeed, Eastern Bloc SF has its peculiarities and those differences can be tied
to a great extent to the characteristics of
the communist and capitalist projects,
broadly speaking. The theme of Utopia,
for instance, manifests in slightly different ways and at different times across the
divide. The utopian genre becomes increasingly stagnant in the West in the first
half of the twentieth century, it is almost
buried underneath anti-utopian attacks
– in fiction and in actual politics – until it
reemerges in the 1960s. In Russia and the
Soviet Union, however, utopia was very
much alive during the periods in which
serious SF was not censored – consider Red
Star (1908) by Alexander Bogdanov, Aelita
(1923) by Aleksey Tolstoy, The Andromeda
Nebula (1957) by Ivan Efremov. And then,
at some point, utopia is transmuted in
a very exciting way, chiefly by the Strugatskys and by Lem, but also later on in
the post-Soviet era by the likes of Viktor
Pelevin, Vladimir Sorokin, Tatyana Tolstaya,
Ivan Popov in Bulgaria, etc. Utopia ceases
to be the “good place,” eutopia, and returns
to that other sense in Thomas More’s great
pun – it embraces its life as a “no-place,”
and it does it with a vengeance. The Zone
from Roadside Picnic, the forest from
Snail on the Slope, the medieval society
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of Hard to be a God, the sentient ocean
in Solaris, mediaspace in Pelevin’s stories
and cyberspace in Popov’s Hackers of the
Human Soul – these become no-places
where the human subject, as produced in
the Enlightenment period, is no longer a
master. The human subject in fact tends
to dissipate in such zones. I think Eastern
Bloc SF was first to grapple head-on with
the difficult question of totality, which is
at the heart of both Utopia and Empire as
political projects. Western SF has done that
too, but later and less forcefully. It seems to
be currently catching up somewhat – see
for instance Jeff Vandermeer’s Southern
Reach trilogy, which feels like a descendant
of Roadside Picnic written for the age of
climate breakdown.
Does gender play any role in AI presentations? If so, how do female versus
male depictions parallel in speculative
fiction? What has the trajectory of its
dynamics been?
A.P.: Yes, indeed it does. AI is very often
feminized in art, doing care and household
work. This is obviously entangled with certain oppressive politics, but I think there is
also a potential for power in it. Feminine
AIs seem to be emancipating themselves
in our cultural imaginary, as evidenced in
popular films and TV shows like Her, Ex
Machina, Westworld. It will be interesting to
see whether the AI figure can be harnessed
for thinking new kinds of politics centered
around notions of solidarity and mutual
care (like in Klara and the Sun and Aurora,
for instance).
As its editor-in-chief, you are also part
of the mysterious team (as long as its
members are represented by their pen
names) of ‘ShadowDance #1: Cyberpunk.
Magazine for speculative fiction, culture,
and future studies’ (published in Bulgarian). How popular is the magazine
amongst the fans of virtual reality; what
does it offer to its readership, and what
are their specifities – age, gender, walks
of life? What particular needs of modern
audiences does it attend to?
A.P.: We do keep our nicknames when we
write for the website, which is our main
publishing outlet. This is an artifact of the

past before social networks, when some
of the most interesting conversations
were happening in web forums and chat
rooms. We cherish that memory and won’t
be giving up those nicknames soon! But
we are not so mysterious after all, and in
fact our print issue on cyberpunk reveals
the correspondences between our “real”
names and our nicknames. The issue is in
some sense directed to a broader audience
and that is one of the reasons we use our
actual names in it.
I think that project has been very successful. We managed to create a huge
anthology (almost 300 pages) of critical
articles, reviews, short stories and original
visual art and design, and even more importantly, we managed to reach a sizable
readership. As far as I am aware, its readers
are an extremely colorful crowd: people
who enjoy various kinds of SF literature,
but also people who consume SF in other
media such as film, TV, video games, music.
Some of these readers are not even aware
that what they enjoy is SF, some did not
even realize that cyberpunk is among their
favorite genres or styles. We are currently
hard at work to publish a second issue on a
different topic and hopefully, it will be met
with similar levels of enthusiasm!
Back to the world of science, what does
the future of AI have in store for human
civilization? Are we to be assisted by
“ethical machines” or confronted by
“terminators” in the years to come? Are
we prepared to face and deal with our
ever more sophisticated AI creations if
Isaac Azimov’s “three laws of robotics”
do not hold true?
A.P.: Only time will tell! But there is a lot of
important work that we can and should do
right now. SF is not really about predicting
the future; it is about confronting the present. We can use that to reorient our cultural
imaginaries, we can also use it for better
thinking in AI ethics and in AI design. The
future of AI will be much stranger than the
one projected by Asimov, but all futures
tend to be that way.
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NOSTALGIA,
RAPTURE AND
CHANGE
IN RECENT
BULGARIAN
HISTORY
A Talk with Assoc. Prof.
Martin Ivanov,
CAS Fellow within the
Pforzheimer Fellowship
Programme Junior
Scholars

Associate Professor Martin Ivanov,
Department of Sociology, Sofia University “St Kliment Ohridski”, is an established name in the field of modern
Bulgarian history. For decades, he has
been working on the country’s post1878 economic and social development, focusing on her modernization
trajectories, agriculture, economic
reforms, commerce, foreign debt policies as well as elites.

Your research at CAS is addressing
nostalgia for and negation of the
socialist past in Bulgaria – a conflicting issue that has never ceased
to plague post-1989 Bulgarian
society as a whole. What are the
factors and/or agents that regularly bolster the wistful longing for
the communist regime in Bulgaria?
Assoc. Prof. Martin Ivanov: In fact,
my research uses the nostalgia/negation framework only as a starting
point. The aim of the project is to cast
more light on the social change that
the communist regime has achieved.
If I get back to your original question,
it seems negation is easier to explain.
Nostalgia is indeed more puzzling
and requires an interdisciplinary
approach to be tackled. Historians
can offer the facts but we need also
sociologists, anthropologists, and

2021 – 2022

psychologists for a deeper understanding of the problem. I am not
sure if such an effort has been consistently made so far, which leaves the
nostalgia puzzle still open.
It is usually believed that nostalgia
rests on the romanticism with which
elderly people tend to remember
their youth. No doubt this is only part
of the answer. Employing commanding tools like centralized control and
fear, the regime was able to achieve
a very rapid social change – urbanization, structural change, improvement in the standard of living. Social
leveling, the so called uravnivilovka,
probably also plays a role for the
prevailing candied memories. Yet
there is another school of thoughts.
Some scholars recently insisted that,
in Bulgaria at least, nostalgia stems
from the overall ‘communitarian’ attitudes that prevailed for centuries.
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Negation of communist achievements
in the former Eastern Bloc was strong
in its immediate aftermath, encompassing all fields of life. However, over
the course of time, historians started
adopting an ideologically detached,
scientific approach to the post-World
War II period in Bulgaria, and in Eastern
Europe overall. So, how has the social
feeling of nostalgia been addressed in
the scholarly field? How have its alternating periods of rise and subsidence
been explained?
M.I.: As I have already mentioned, academic research both here, in the former
Eastern Bloc countries and in the West, is
still in debt on the subject of communist
nostalgia. The truth is that since the mid1990s, historiography has generally lost
interest (in the West) in this topic or shied
away (in the East) from it. Your question,
however, brings me back to my original
research agenda. Understanding the dynamics, the magnitude, and the thoroughness of the social change that transformed
Bulgarian society in the half-century after
the World War II is the prime task of this
research project.
Given the near-complete infancy of Bulgarian research on the subject, it would
be naïve to pretend that a five-months
project would have the time to master a
full understanding of the social change
in the period between 1944 and 1989, as
well as its dynamics and different manifestations across various sub-groups of the
population. Rather, it should be viewed
as a first stage of a larger and lengthier
research which, for the time being, has to
be confined to a less ambitious exercise
for mapping the data scene and an initial
analysis of my preliminary findings. It
should be mentioned though, that even
such data collection required herculean
efforts for venturing into parallel and not
straightforwardly connected academic
fields such as nutrition, mortality, longevity, stature and health, all of which necessitate a sound and advanced theoretical
preparation.
Indeed, your CAS project is based on the
exploration of non-traditional sources
and relies on alternative measures of
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standard of living, including anthropometric data. What different, novel
insights do you expect them to bring
into the “big picture” of Bulgaria’s past?
As your research has advanced, are
there any unexpected, surprising facts
emerging that you would like to share
with our audience?
M.I.: Stepping aside of the wide, paved
road of the GDP aggregates and of superficial comparisons of quantities of consumption, my research follows the yet narrow
but promising new current in the academic
literature which goes beyond the “big
picture” of the national accounts and the
sweeping generalizations, and instead,
applies alternative measures of standard of
living in the socialist countries. The intention of my CAS project is to collect data on
five important indicators that are usually
applied in the literature as alternative measures of standard of living: (1) real wages,
(2) infant mortality, (3) life expectancy
at birth, (4) daily calories intake, and (5)
anthropometric data (height and weight)
of children and adolescents. All of them,
either directly or indirectly, measure the
living conditions in terms of nutrition and
health status and, thus, people’s quality of
life as a whole. Equally importantly, these
unconventional indicators are probably
exempt from political surveillance and, at
least partly, avoided the common “figure
forging” by the communist regimes.
Your own studies, so far, have largely
focused on the social and economic
history of Bulgaria’s 1944–1989 era.
From an unbiased, scholarly perspective, what popular assertions about
Bulgaria’s recent past could be affirmed,
challenged or, entirely refuted?
M.I.: After nearly five months of data mining, I am still not prepared to fully answer
your question. Information on these five
indicators still have to be fully keyed into
the database and statistically analyzed.
What emerges so far is a new trajectory of
Bulgaria’s social change under socialism.
Opposite of what was proclaimed by the
propaganda at the time and is upheld by
the nostalgic narrative today, the improvements in the standard of living were not
exponential and uninterrupted. Instead,

social change in the country seems to
have gone through at least three phases:
of stagnation/decline – from 1944 roughly
to 1960, steep growth during 1960s and
(probably) the first half of 1970s, and
followed by slow growth/stagnation between c. 1975 and 1989.
Such a cyclical chronology comes at odds
with what we know about the key fundamentals in the health care (number of
doctors, hospital and maternity network
per 10,000 people) and sanitary conditions
(water supply, electrification), etc. It is still
no explanation why the uninterrupted and
exponential growth of these fundamentals
failed to produce a matching trend of improvement in the standard of living.
Despite the multitude of ruptures in
the social and economic life of modern
Bulgaria due to overthrows and seizures
of political regimes, are there certain
continuities that have been passed over
to the following period(s)? If so, could
you outline any of them?
M.I.: It would hardly be very surprising for
anyone if I say that continuities between
pre- and post-1989 prevail in Bulgaria
and probably in most, if not all, former
Eastern Bloc countries. In fact, the entire
exit from the ancien régime and the transition to a Western type democracy was
designed not as a rupture, but rather as a
gradual change. The former elites were not
toppled entirely and were given a chance
to transform their political power into an
economic might. Moreover, the communist ideology was not subject by a second
Nuremberg-like trial, either.
Finally, are there any tendencies in
contemporary Bulgarian economy and
society whose legacies are firmly set in
the past?
M.I.: More than three decades after 1989, I
wish to believe that the legacies of the past
are fading away. At least for Bulgaria there
might be some signs of that. However, the
process is far from overarching...
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MUSLIM B. ALḤAJJĀJ AND
ASPECTS
OF ISLAMIC
HISTORIOGRAPHY

A Talk with Prof. Pavel
Pavlovitch,
CAS Fellow within the
Pforzheimer Fellowship
Programme

Professor Pavel Pavlovitch is a scholar
in Medieval Arabo-Islamic Civilization at
the Department of Arabic and Semitic
Studies, Faculty of Classical and Modern
Philology, Sofia University “St. Kliment
Ohridski.” He works and publishes in the
fields of history of the Arabs before Islam,
methodology of studying the early Islam,
early-Islamic law and exegesis, and development of the early criticism of Muslim
traditions (ḥadīth).
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Your research project at CAS is
centred on a relatively underexplored, yet, highly relevant figure
for the Islamic civilization – Muslim
ibn al-Ḥajjāj. Who was Muslim ibn
al-Ḥajjāj? Why have his life and
work not been subject to systematic studies so far, regardless his
sanctification in the Islamic world?
Professor Pavel Pavlovitch: Muslim
b. al-Ḥajjāj al-Naysābūrī is a foremost
collector, evaluator, and transmitter
of traditions (ḥadīth), as well as a
theologian and an adherent of the
movement of the Partisans of Tradition (ahl al-ḥadīth). Muslim was born
in the Hijri year 202 (817 CE) in the
city of Naysābūr, 660 kilometers to
the northeast of present-day Tehran. When fifteen years old, Muslim
began to travel in pursuit of knowledge, by which is meant collection
of ḥadīth. He visited the main scholarly centers of the Islamic empire in

northeastern Iran, Iraq, and Egypt.
Muslim spent most of his life in his
native Naysābūr, where he combined
ḥadīth scholarship with the trade of
a cloth-merchant at a local market,
known as Khān Maḥmish. He died in
261/875. The biographical legend
has it that his death was caused by
anxiety over a specific tradition for
which he had to comb his records an
entire night. In the process, he ate a
basket full of dates, which resulted
in his death.
Muslim composed several works that
played a crucial role in the emergence of a new critical approach to
traditions and their transmitters, the
articulation of traditionalist theology,
and were instrumental in the formation of the Sunni identity in the first
half of the third century H/ninth century CE. The foremost of these works
is al-Musnad al-ṣaḥīḥ (The sound
collection with uninterrupted chains
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of transmission), a compilation of ḥadīth
associated with the Prophet Muḥammad
that Sunni Muslims rank as the third most
authoritative source of legal norms after
the Quran and Muḥammad b. Ismāʿīl alBukhārī’s (d. Bukhara, 256/870) ḥadīth
collection, al-Jāmiʿ al-ṣaḥīḥ (The sound
compilation). The Ṣaḥīḥ ushered in a new
era of critical selection of traditions, based
on a set of criteria that Muslim outlined
in the famous Introduction to this work.
Muslim’s ḥadīth criticism was frowned
upon by many of his contemporary scholars, who took him to task for selecting
as sound only about 3 000 from 300 000
traditions that he allegedly had collected
during his scholarly travels. This approach
caused outrage among the old-school
traditionists for implying that most of the
traditions that had been transmitted during the century preceding Muslim’s birth
were untrustworthy of forged. Despite
the outcry, Muslim’s teaching scored a
triumphant victory over the lifetime of the
next two generations of scholars. Owing to
its uninterrupted chains of transmission
(isnāds), the Ṣaḥīḥ came to be revered as
a receptacle for the Prophet Muḥammad’s
true verbal relics (āthār), while Muslim’s
tomb in his native Naysābūr became a
destination of ritual visits (mazār).
How did you learn about Muslim ibn alḤajjāj and what sparked your scholarly
interest in his work?
P.P.: In 2018, I was asked by the editors of
Encyclopaedia of Islam Three to contribute
an article about Muslim. Because of the
scholar’s fame, I expected my work on the
entry to come down to a dull summary of
many publications that largely exhaust
the biographical reports about the great
Naysābūri traditionist and study in depth
his extant works, ḥadīth-critical method,
and theology. However, although numerous, the arabophone publications on
Muslim failed to meet my expectations.
These studies take a reverential stance on
Muslim and often present his biography
and works with little or no attention to
off-key reports that may impinge, from an
apologetic point of view, on his canonical
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image. Thus, they fail to notice the methodological tension between Muslim and
his contemporary ḥadīth collectors, who
were far from impressed by his selective
take on traditions. The apologetic and
descriptive character of the arabophone
publications on Muslim make them
hardly differ from one another. In Western
academia, Muslim was overshadowed
by his more prominent contemporary,
al-Bukhārī. This is not to say that Western
scholars disregarded Muslim. A chapter
on him and al-Bukhārī is included in the
second volume of Ignaz Goldziher’s classic
Muhammedanische Studien (1890). During
the next 130 years, several articles and
encyclopedia entries dealt with aspects
of Muslim’s life and works, but no separate
monograph about him has seen the light
of day. Neither arabophone nor Western
publications have paid attention to important aspects of Muslim’s woks, such as,
for instance, his theology. An important
reason for this is that Muslim is a traditionbased theologian, who presents his audience with strings of traditions devoid of
explicatory comments, and it is up to the
recipient to unravel the implied theological message. This is not an easy task, insofar
as the same tradition may address diverse
theological issues, especially if it is an extensive compound narrative. Sometimes,
a single word may be infused with a high
hermeneutical value. Muslim as a rule does
not set out fixed thematic boundaries to
signal the beginning and the end of his
arguments for or against a theological
doctrine but seamlessly proceeds from
one topic to another. Nor does he identify
his adversaries, whom the recipients must
infer from their background knowledge
about the political and intellectual history
of Iraq and northeastern Iran in the secon
d/eighth and the third/ninth century.
After studying the sources and modernday publications on Muslim, I realized that
the scholarly community in the field of
Islamic studies is in need of a monograph
about this outstanding scholar. In my
project, I focus on Muslim’s theology and
ḥadīth criticism. An important part of the
project is the study of the transmission of
Muslim’s Ṣaḥīḥ between the third/ninth

and the tenth/sixteenth century, which
allows me to shed light on the regional
networks of traditionists and the ways of
communication between them.
How did Muslim ibn al-Ḥajjāj contribute
to the formation of the Sunni identity in
Islam? An early Islamic scholar dating
back to the ninth century, what is his
legacy today?
P.P.: Muslim contributed to the articulation of important socio-political concepts
and scholarly approaches that are shared
by the Sunni community until our day. A
case in point is the “rightly-guided caliphate,” an exemplary period in the history of
early Islam extending from the death of the
Prophet Muḥammad in 11 H/632 CE until
41 H/661 CE, when the Umayyad dynasty
assumed power. It is well known that during this period the Muslim community was
led by four “rightly-guided caliphs,” to wit,
Abū Bakr al-Ṣiddīq (r. 11–13 H/632–634 CE),
ʿUmar b. al-Khaṭṭāb (r. 13–23 H/634–644
CE), ʿUthmān b. ʿAffān (r. 23–35 H/644–656
CE), and ʿAlī b. Abī Ṭālib (r. 35–40 H/656–661
CE). The history of early Islam is often
taught on the assumption that already the
four caliphs’ contemporaries and immediate successors consensually regarded their
rule as an exemplary period in the history
of the Islamic community. This is, however,
a misleading notion. ʿAlī’s caliphate was a
period of civil war, which split the community into three warring parties. One of
them comprised those who did not accept
ʿAlī’s caliphate and clashed with him in
the famous battle of Ṣiffīn on the northwestern border of Iraq (37 H/657 CE) and
who, broadly speaking, assumed power
with the advent of the Umayyads. The
others were ʿAlī’s partisans, who formed
the backbone of the anti-Umayyad opposition. The third party became known as the
Kharijis: A splinter from ʿAlī’s partisans, they
rejected both his legitimacy and that of the
Umayyads. During the Umayyad period,
ʿAlī’s partisans developed the teaching
that after the Prophet’s death ʿAlī had been
the only legitimate caliph; hence, his three
predecessors had been impostors. The
Umayyads responded in kind by rejecting
ʿAlī’s legitimacy. This religious and politi-
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cal schism carried on in the early Abbasid
period (the Abbasids came to power in
132 H/750 CE).
In the first half of the third century H/
ninth century CE, an important movement
of theologians and ḥadīth transmitters,
known as the Partisans of Tradition (ahl
al-ḥadīth), came into being. Muslim was
part of that movement, which played
a decisive role in the articulation of the
Sunni identity. As one of their conciliatory
tenets, the Partisans of Tradition promulgated the teaching according to which ʿAlī
had been a legitimate caliph. One of the
earliest exponents of this teaching, which
aimed at uniting all Muslims in the fold of
a catholic community, was the great Sunni
theologian and ḥadīth collector, Aḥmad b.
Ḥanbal (Baghdad; 164–241 H/780–855 CE).
Muslim was an important contributor to
the four-caliph teaching. The new ecumenical perception of ʿAlī transpires already in
the Introduction to his famous collection,
al-Jāmiʿ al-ṣaḥīḥ. He cites several reports
to the effect that it was ʿAlī’s overzealous
partisans who distorted his legacy after
his death. These reports dovetail with the
tendency to rehabilitate ʿAlī that had spread
in the proto-Sunni circles already in the
second half of the second/eighth century.
Instead of viewing him as the cause of sedition, as did the members of the Umayyad
dynasty, representatives of these circles
now put the blame for the trauma of the
first civil war on ʿAlī’s associates and supporters. In this manner, they paved the
way for the construction of ʿAlī’s image
as a legitimate leader of the early-Islamic
community, which Muslim incorporated
in the Ṣaḥīḥ.
Muslim’s acceptance of the four-caliph
teaching is signaled by two features in the
Ṣaḥīḥ. First, Muslim does not transmit the
three-caliph tradition, which asserts that
in the Prophet’s lifetime the Companions
considered no one equal to Abū Bakr, then
ʿUmar, then ʿUthmān. No other Companion
would be ranked according to merits. By
excluding ʿAlī from the elite cohort of the
Prophet’s best Companions and succes-
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sors, this tradition either questions or outright denies the legitimacy of his caliphate.
Second, Muslim has an extensive chapter
on the merits of ʿAlī, which follows similar
chapters devoted to Abū Bakr, ʿUmar, and
ʿUthmān. In his analysis of the said chapter,
Scott Lucas has observed that it includes
a number of markedly pro-Shīʿī traditions.
That is to say, Muslim promoted the fourcaliph doctrine, which aimed at reconciling
ʿAlī’s followers with the rest of the Muslim
community along the lines set out by the
Partisans of Tradition. Unlike many of them,
who would not compare ʿAlī’s merits to
those of his caliphal predecessors (especially ʿUthmān) and considered him equal to
the Prophet’s Companions other than the
first three caliphs, Muslim seems to have
ranked ʿAlī as the fourth best Companion
of the Prophet.
Although highly successful in constructing
the Sunni identity, the Partisans of Tradition
unfortunately failed in their effort to mend
the political and doctrinal rift between
the Sunnis and the Shīʿīs . Both groups
remained far apart in important issues of
ritual and dogma. In the field of ḥadīth
transmission, the Sunnis rely of uninterrupted chains of transmission all the way
to the Prophet Muḥammad, whereas the
Shīʿīs transmit almost exclusively on the authority of the ancient leaders of their community (the imāms). Even though many of
the imāms flourished over a century after
the Prophet, their hallowed authority is a
sufficient guarantee of authentic citation,
in no need of intermediate transmitters.
The significance of Muslim’s legacy is determined by the continuity of Sunni tradition
over the eleven centuries after his death.
Just like in the third/ninth century, the
present-day Muslims derive legal and ethical norms from traditions describing the
exemplary words and deeds of the Prophet
Muḥammad. Together with al-Bukhārī, Muslim set out stringent criteria for sifting the
authentic material from numerous barely
reliable or downright invented traditions
that entered circulation during the second/
eighth century. Their criteria were taken

up and elaborated by a pleiad of ḥadīth
scholars who composed collections of
sound traditions. Thus, “the Ṣaḥīḥ movement” (to use Jonathan Brown’s expression)
contributed to the amalgamation of a large
corpus of traditions, which has since been
used by generations of Sunni legal experts
and exegetes.
Within a broader context, your scholarly
research has addressed various issues
of early Islam. How does early Islam
differ from its modern, twenty-firstcentury practice/s? What have been the
divergences from its early roots? What
directions has the evolution of Islam
assumed over time and where does it
stand currently?
P.P.: If by “early Islam” we understand the
first/seventh century, then our evidence
about this crucial period in the development of the Muslim community is scanty.
The earliest preserved literary sources
produced by Muslim collectors of historical
traditions, such as the Prophet’s famous
biographer Muḥammad b. Isḥāq (d. c. 151
H/768 CE), go back to the first half of the
second/eighth century. A handful of earlier
witnesses may be gleaned from the coins
struck by the Arabian conquerors during
the fifty years after the Prophet’s death,
as well as from a limited set of papyri and
epigraphic data including different types
of inscriptions and graffiti. This evidence
suggests that the conquerors subscribed
to a monotheistic belief, but the evidence’s
fragmentary character is unforthcoming
with significant details about that belief. All
the same, one is struck by the observation
that the earliest mentions of the Prophet
Muḥammad date back to the second civil
war in Islam (60–73 H/680–692 CE), when
Muḥammad’s name began to appear on
coins minted by both the Umayyads and
their opponents led by ʿAbdallāh b. alZubayr, who proclaimed himself caliph
in Mecca in 64 H/684 CE. Conceivably
Muḥammad became the badge of the Islamic community in the last two decades
of the seventh century CE. But at present,
we cannot say much about how early Islam
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compares to twenty-first-century Islam.
If we shift our focus to the third/ninth
century, when the Partisans of Tradition
were actively shaping out the Sunni identity, important details would stand out.
The Partisans of Tradition defined the key
theological and epistemological principles
that Sunni Muslims have followed ever
since. One of them is the strict adherence
to the textual sources, that is, the Qurʿān
and the Prophetic Tradition (Sunna), the
knowledge of which is derived from traditions included in the collections of Muslim,
al-Bukhārī, and several other master collectors and critics. Their preference for the
textual sources was a response against the
rationalist methodology of the Partisans of
free opinion (ahl al-raʿy), who were active
in the second/eighth century, and their followers, who at the beginning of the third/
ninth century became embroiled in the
Miḥna (c. 218–237 H/c. 833–852 CE). The
Miḥna (sometimes translated as “Inquisition”) was a caliphal policy that aimed at
endorsing a rationalist interpretation of
dogma and jurisprudence. Its most well
known tenet is that God’s speech (the
Qurʾān) is created. Three caliphs in succession toiled to force this teaching on the
Partisans of Tradition but met with their
unrelenting opposition. The traditionalist
party was led by Aḥmad b. Ḥanbal.
With the abolishment of the Miḥna under
the caliph al-Mutawakkil (r. 232–247/847–
861), the traditionalist party prevailed over
their rationalist opponents. Traditionalism
spurns rationalist interpretation of dogma.
When faced with hermeneutical intricacies, traditionalists appeal to the famous
principle bi-lā kayfa (without asking
“how”). That is to say, if one encounters an
unclear passage in the Qurʿān (e.g. a text
that describes God in anthropomorphic
terms), one should stay away from employing reason to interpret the meaning of the
passage at issue. It should be taken as it is,
without asking how, for instance, God may
sit on a throne or descend each night from
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the highest to the lowest heaven. Human
reason is simply unable to grasp the subtleties of God’s speech or comprehend God’s
essence in any adequate way. Triumphant
traditionalism carried on through the centuries. Its most accomplished adherents
are found in the Ḥanbali school of law and
theology, whose teaching underpins the legal epistemology, theology, and politics in
present-day Saudi Arabia. A radical variety
of traditionalism is espoused by the adherents of the Islamic State of Iraq and the
Levant, al-Qaida, and other militant Sunni
groups in North Africa and the Middle East.
Nearly thirty years ago, American political scientist, Samuel Huntington,
launched the thesis of “the clash of civilizations”, according to which modernand future-day warfare is entrenched
in cultural and religious conflicts rather
than in territorial and ideological aspirations. Although Huntington’s concept
has received strong criticism for its
determinism – mostly within the first
decade of its launch, it has its supporters
as well. Where do you think is humanity
heading currently: is it towards “a clash”
or “a dialogue among civilizations”, to
quote former Iranian president, Mohammad Khatami? How optimistic are you
about the future of our civilizations?
P.P.: The reasoning behind such historical
determinism is predicated on the observed
differences between civilizations, understood as communities with rigid conceptual boundaries that adhere to exclusivist
religious teachings and political ideologies.
Comparing Islam with Christianity, one
notes that although sharing similar monotheistic imagery, they are divided over the
theological interpretation of that imagery.
Take, for instance, the understanding of
God. Whereas Chalcedonian Christianity
believes in the triune God, Islam treats this
conception as polytheism. To the Muslims,
Jesus Christ is only a man; regarding him
as divinity is abominable sacrilege. In the
same vein, Islam knows the story of Adam

and Eve’s banishment from Paradise, but
it does not operate with the conception
of the inherited original sin. Hence, Islam
does not regard Jesus Christ as a saviour
and redeemer.
Insofar as the Islamic worldview is largely
shaped by these concepts even today,
radical interpretations of Islam take advantage of these differences to argue that
Christianity is a corrupt form of humanity’s
original monotheism, which was similar to
Islam. They prescribe the belonging to the
universal Muslim community, the Umma,
as the only path to salvation. However,
not every Muslim subscribes to such exclusivist teachings; in fact, their followers
are a minority, which nevertheless gained
notorious renown due to their radical discourse and actions. The same applies to
the Western societies, in which nationalism
and islamophobic discourse are limited in
their social extent and political influence.
Neither the clash of civilizations nor their
dialogue are guaranteed. As the failure
of the Marxist experiment in the former
“socialist” countries has shown, history is
not fatalistically predetermined. Its driving
forces are multifarious and hard to predict,
but dialogue and mutual understanding
seem as the best way to deal with the
present-day global challenges.
Interviewed by the Editor
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MONASTIC ECONOMY ACROSS TIME
Wealth Management, Patterns and Trends

Centre for Advanced Study Sofia:
Sofia, 2021

The Centre of Academic Study Sofia proudly
presents its new collection of scholarly work
based on the research outcomes of the Research Network Dedicated to the History of
the Monastic Economy, hosted by CAS and
supported by the Center for Governance and
Culture in Europe (GCE) at the School of Humanities and Social Sciences in the University
of St. Gallen.
The collection, authored and edited by a
team of international academics, aims at
a readership of both economists and historians. Beyond the well-known Weberian
thesis concerning the role of Protestantism
in the development of capitalism, monastic
economies are studied to assess their impact on the religious patterns of economic
behavior. These issues are discussed in the
frame of key economic concepts such as
rationality, state intervention, networking,
agency, and governance.
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The volume includes essays concerning
Byzantine, Ottoman and modern South–
Eastern Europe, and early modern Western
Europe. The survival and continuity of
monastic wealth is considered as an example of successful handling of real estate
transactions, flows of funds, and contacts
with financial institutions. Moreover, the
collection focuses on the economic impact
of the privileged relations of monasticism
with the secular powers. Finally, it raises
the question how monastic economy (still)
matters in the contemporary world.
The book launch presentation, together
with access to the electronic version of
the publication, can be accessed on the
following link: https://cas.bg/en/booklaunch-monastic-economy-across-timewealth-management-patterns-and-trends/
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CAS DISCUSSION SERIES

Forms of Ownership –
Property in Communist
Bulgaria
Within the framework of the research
project Forms of Ownership: Property in
Communist Bulgaria, funded by the Centre
for Advanced Study Sofia, six seminars
were convened in 2021, each of which
was centered on a specific and distinct issue. The form of the seminars, which were
held online, included two separate parts:
a lecture presentation of the topic by the
speaker and a subsequent discussion by
the other panel participants. The moderator throughout the seminar discussions
was Assoc. Prof. Stoyan Stavru.
The year started with a first seminar on 29
January with a lecture by Dr. Vasil Krumov
Petrov - Judge at the Sofia District Court.
He presented the topic “The Inheritance
Act from 1949 and the Fight over the Socialist Inheritance”. The restrictions on inheritance introduced during communism
were examined and discussed.
The second seminar took place on 26
April. The lecturer, Assoc. Prof. Dr. Rumen
Avramov from the Centre for Advanced
Study Sofia, presented an economic ap2021 – 2022

proach of property under communism,
with the topic being “Ownership through
the Lenses of Economic Thought under
State Socialism in Bulgaria”.
The third seminar was organized on 28
May and presented a paper by Prof. Dr. Plamen Chipev from the Economic Institute
of the Bulgarian Academy of Sciences. Discussions were related to the topic of “Theoretical and Practical Contradictions of the
Social Ownership in the Socialist Political
Economy”, focusing on the possible scope
of property under its collectivization.
The last seminar before the summer was
held on 25 June. The theme of property
under communism was furthered by Prof.
Dr. Stiliyan Yotov from Sofia University “St.
Kliment Ohridski”. This time the focus was
on personal property as one of the few
acceptable “remnants” of private property.
The topic was “The Birth of Personal Property (and the Construction Right)”.

turer Assoc. Prof. Dr. Ekaterina Getova from
the Institute of State and Law at the Bulgarian Academy of Sciences. She emphasized
on the process of nationalization and its
various manifestations, as the topic of her
presentation was “Nationalization and the
Protection of Property”.
The sixth and last workshop of the year was
convened on 26 October. Dr. Delyan Nedev
from the University of National and World
Economy presented a paper on “Property
Acquisition in the People’s Republic of
Bulgaria”. This seminar addressed the communist restrictions on means of acquisition such as the acquisitive prescription,
treasure discovery, hunting, etc.
Overall, the panel participants demonstrated a consistent interest in the different forms of ownership and their specific
regulations under communism in Bulgaria.
Work and discussion seminars on the project will continue in 2022.

After the summer the seminar sessions
continued on 21 November with the lec-
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January
14 January 2021
Fellow seminar
Dr Aneliya Stoyanova:
Possible Ally from the East: The Habsburg Intelligence
and the Ottoman-Safavid Rivalry, 1560s–1610s.
28 January 2021
Fellow seminar
Dr Savvas Kyriadkidis:
Oath-Taking and Oath-Breaking in Byzantium.
29 January 2021
CAS Discussion Series: Forms of Ownership – Property in
Communist Bulgaria
Dr Vassil Petrov:
The Inheritance Law of 1949 and the Fight over the Socialist
Inheritance.

February
18 February 2021
Fellow Seminar
Dr Asiya Bulatova:
The Chaplin Vaccine: Taylorism and Immunization in Early-Soviet
Film Theory and Fiction.
24 February 2021
Fellow Seminar
Prof. Christo Stoev:
A Different Approach into the Philosophical Anthropology:
Rethinking the Human through its Antonyms.

March
11 March 2021
Fellow Seminar
Dr Aneliya Stoyanova (second talk):
A Possible Ally from the East: The Habsburg Intelligence and the
Ottoman-Safavid Rivalry, 1560s–1610s.
18 March 2021
Fellow Seminar
Dr Albena Hranova:
Literature and Historiography: Public Scandals over Curricula and
Textbooks in Bulgaria (1992–2019).

34

26 March 2021
CAS Discussion Series: Policies of the Rule of Law
Prof. Dr. Evelina Kelbecheva:
Anachronism or regularity? Studying the Communist Regime in
Bulgaria in the Context of “Transitional Justice”.

April
1 April 2021
Fellow Seminar
Dr Sorin Gog:
Psychotherapy, Spirituality and the Inner Self: Post-Secular
Subjectivities Among the Romanian Middle Class.
8 April 2021
Fellow Seminar
Dr Grace E. Fielder:
Social Networks and Sofia Vernaculars at the Dawn of the Bulgarian
National Language.
15 April 2021
Fellow Seminar
Dr Vladimir Nakov:
Hidden Madness: Mental Health Governance in Socialist Bulgaria.
16 April 2021
CAS Discussion Series: Forms of Ownership – Property in
Communist Bulgaria
Prof. Roumen Avramov:
Ownership through the Lenses of Economic Thought under State
Socialism in Bulgaria.
17–18 April 2021
GETTY-CAS Archaeological Schools.
Opening conference:
“Looking at Things in Southeastern Europe: Regional Archaeology in
Search of Viable Futures”.
19–24 April 2021
GETTY-CAS Archaeological Schools.
Spring School 2021:
“The Impact of the Political on Archaeological Research”.
29 April 2021
Fellow Seminar
Dr Lyubomir Pozharliev:
Competing Interests. State and Private actors in the Development of
Black Sea Infrastructure in Russia and Bulgaria (1856–1914).

May
13 May 2021
Fellow Seminar
Dr Alexander Popov:
Narrating AI. Speculating through Science and Fiction on the Future
of Machine and Human Intelligence.
15 May 2021
Annual Meeting of the CAS Board of Trustees.
20 May 2021
Fellow Seminar
Dr Stanimir Panayotov: Feminisms beyond the Body: Towards a
Feminist Theory of Disembodiment.
27 May 2021
Fellow Seminar
Dr Olga Zaslavskaya:
Between the Reds and the Whites: Civil War and the East European
Lost Generation.
28 May 2021
CAS Discussion Series: Forms of Ownership – Property in
Communist Bulgaria
Lecturer: Prof. Dr. Plamen Tchipev:
Theoretical and Practical Contradictions of the Social
(“Vsenarodna”) Ownership in the Socialist Political Economy.

June
03 June 2021
Fellow Seminar
Dr Tchavdar Marinov:
Is it Possible to Measure Nationalism? Recent Theories of
Pervasiveness and Intensity of Nationhood: A Critical Appraisal.
10 June 2021
Fellow Seminar
Dr Tetiana Onofriichuk:
Define the Distinction: Natural History and Society in the Polish
Provinces of the Russian Empire, 1790s–1840s.
24 June 2021
Fellow Seminar
Dr Danilo Šarenac:
Deserting the Balkan Armies. The Cases of Serbia and Bulgaria
(1912–1918).
25 June 2021
Annual meeting of the CAS Academic Council.
CAS Discussion Series: Forms of Ownership – Property in
Communist Bulgaria
Prof. Dr Stiliyan Yotov: “The birth of personal property (and the
construction right)”.

July
07 July 2021
PREVEX Roundtable: Religion and Extremism in the Western Balkans.
Visiting lecturer Prof. Dr. Marjan Gjurovski (Vice-Rector of St.
Kliment Ohridski University in the Republic of North Macedonia):
“Radicalisation and Security Threats in North Macedonia and the
Western Balkans: Regional Challenges and Priorities”.

October
October 2021
Opening of the New Academic Year 2021–2022.
21 October 2021
Fellow Seminar
Dr Elitza Stanoeva:
Architects and Heritage Demolition in Late Socialism and After:
Politics of History versus Politics of Profession.
28 October 2021
Fellow Seminar
Dr Nina Peršak:
Diversity and European Courts: Implications for Judicial Legitimacy
and the Rule of Law.

November
04 November 2021
Fellow Seminar
Dr Evlogi Stanchev: The Diasporic Experience (Re)Considered:
Idioms of Belonging and Transborder Ethnic Kinship within Crimean
Tatars in Bulgaria.
11 November 2021
Fellow Seminar
Dr Delyan Rusev: Imagining One’s Own Infidel: Ottoman Muslim
Accounts of Balkan Non-Muslims, 15th–17th Century.
12 November 2021
CAS Discussion Series: Forms of Ownership – Property in
Communist Bulgaria
Ekaterina Salkova: Nationalization and the Protection of Property.
25 November 2021
Fellow Seminar
Dr Georgios Chatzelis:
Stratagems and the Byzantine Culture of War: Theory, Practice,
Report, Reception and Cross-Cultural Exchanges with the Muslim
world.
26 November 2021
CAS Discussion Series: Forms of Ownership – Property in
Communist Bulgaria
Assoc. Prof. Delyan Nedev:
Property Acquisition in the People’s Republic of Bulgaria.

December
02 December 2021
Fellow Film Screening: Rara Avis by Mirjam Landolt.
09 December 2021
Fellow Seminar
Dr Valentin Kalinov:
Between Repression and Resistance: the Critical Reception of
Psychoanalysis in Bulgaria (1947–1990).
16 December 2021
Fellow Seminar
Dr Paula Angelova:
Phenomenological Perspectives on Existential Spatiality.
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