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In 2024-2025, several conferences held in Romania as parts of a joint academic 

and public project address, among others, the theme of synchronism, the core of 

a seminal three-volume work, Istoria civilizației române moderne (“A History of 

Modern Romanian Civilization”) by literary critic E. Lovinescu, published in 

1924-1925. Since the 1860s, with antecedents dating back to the 1830s and even 

to the 1700s, Romanian elites had been debating their perceived (and self-

perceived) backwardness, their lands’ (later, their land’s) lagging behind (Western 

and Central) Europe. This theme, as well as the associated subthemes of catching 

up with (synchronization), or the—(counterfactual) fantasies of—preceding or 

overcoming the West, have become cultural-ideological-political obsessions, and 

have remained so to this day. In a liminal space where Utopia never flourished, 

Uchronia framed the social imaginary, recycling historical mythology, and 

subverting/re-placing time, historicity, History. 
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Synchronism is a shorthand for synchronization, modernity, modernism, 

modernization, imitation and transfer, emulation and development, mimetic 

competition and rivalry, Sonderweg and Europeanism, stigma and utopia, 

liberalism (lato sensu) in economy, society, culture, politics. In many ways, this 

(sadly, failed) liberal agenda, dramatically challenged and defeated in the 

interwar period, has never fared better ever since and is still with us. As it is with 

the entire planet, all (interactive) centers and peripheries included.  

As the post-Enlightenment symbolic geography of Europe was relegating the 

Romanian land(s) to a hopeless multiple periphery, the symbolic chronology of 

Europe, part of the same vision of history and temporality as the very concept of 

civilization, was pushing Romanians into an inferior temporality or, to link two 

familiar concepts, into a subaltern regime of historicity. 

Ironically, while Lovinescu’s plea for modernist synchronism (inspired by Gabriel 

de Tarde’s laws of imitation) was failing, the interwar period was witnessing the 

rise of antimodernist synchronism. In many ways, the local Fascists (the Iron 

Guard and the intellectuals close to them) were also solving the old dilemma of 

the forms without substance (which, according to a classic 1868 article by literary 

critic, cultural guru, and politician Titu Maiorescu, were the inevitable result of 

imitation). While modernist liberalisms and modernizing leftisms (from 

immigrant narodniks to native social-democrats to communists) were going down 

the drain, antimodernist synchronization peaked in the dictatorship of the Iron 

Guard and in a military dictatorship, only to be defeated and replaced by Stalinism 

(arriving from the Soviet Union with its own synchronism). A special mention is 

due to ethnic ontologies and to related religious/mystical/spiritualist worldviews 

which were de-historicizing, fragmenting historical human experience into 

heterogenous and conflicting paradigms/practices, or cancelling time and space 

altogether, refusing historicity, human agency, causality (this latter point is 

resonating with Jung’s synchronicity as well as with various other perennialisms 

and metaphysical systems, ranging from the suspension and dissolution to the 

repetition and apocalyptic ending of time/history).  

This international conference placing the Romanian case in comparative and 

theoretical contexts and dealing with other relevant cases is held under the joint 

auspices of the Academia Europaea and the Romanian Academy, marking the 

opening of their joint project, the Academia Europaea Bucharest Regional 

Knowledge Hub. The conference is closely related to the same project, and plans 

to intensively explore concepts, theories, contexts and cases, as we believe 

synchronism and the debates/projects inspired by it are still recurring and highly 

topical in Europe and beyond. Also, the conference is connected to the Ideas in 
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the Agora Series, launched in 2017 at the Bucharest City Museum, and (so far) 

has included over 110 public events (dialogues, colloquia, conferences), placed 

since 2024 under the aegis of the Academia Europaea. The ‘closest of kin’ 

conference, Sincronisme. România și Europa (Synchronisms. Romania and 

Europa), convened by Sorin Antohi and Daniel Șandru, was the Royal 

Colloquium VII, under the High Patronage of the HRH Prince Radu of Romania. 

Saturday, 10 May 

18:00-20:30 I. 

Sorin Antohi, Opening Remarks, Moderator 

Daniel Șandru, Greetings 

Dragoș Paul Aligică, Revisiting Synchronism: Charting the Conceptual 

Territory  and Updating the Theoretical Apparatus 

Balázs Trencsényi, The Discourse of Crisis as Synchronism 

Matthias Middell, Conflictual Synchronisms (Zoom) 

Joep Leerssen, Modernity and Its Discontents (Zoom) 

20:30 Dinner 

Sunday, 11 May 

9:00-11:00 II. 

Balázs Trencsényi, Moderator 

Victor Rizescu, Westernizer Modernism, Political Liberalism, Free-trade vs. 

Economic Closure: E. Lovinescu and the Romanian Interwar Alternatives  

Călin Cotoi, The Crisis of Liberal Temporality at the Periphery: Russian 

Narodniks, Ukrainian Anarchists, and Romanian Nationalists 

Erwin Kessler, Before and After: Progressive and Regressive Synchronisms 

in Twentieth-Century Romanian Art 

Liisi Keedus, ’Time outside History’: Asynchronism in the Work of Franz 

Rosenzweig and Mircea Eliade, Zoom 

11:00-11:15 Coffee Break 

11:15-13:15 III. 

Edoardo Tortarolo, Moderator 
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Gilad Ben-Nun, Purveyors of Synchronization: Jews, Jewish law, and the 

Making of International Law 

Fernando Esposito, Noncontemporaneity: The Politics of Historicism in the 

Mezzogiorno. 

Stefan Troebst, (De)Synchronizing (Anti)Slavism 

Marius Turda, Synchronised Whiteness and the Blackness of Others 

13:15-14:30 Lunch Break 

14:30-16:30 IV. 

Stefan Troebst, Moderator 

Maciej Janowski, In Praise of Periphery: Mountains as a Land of Liberty, 

Between Literary Topos and Socio-political Reality 

Edoardo Tortarolo, Is There a Synchronicity in the Secularization Process? 

Sorin Antohi, The Tree of Synchronism: The Morphodynamics of an Idea 

16:30-17:00 Coffee Break  

17:00-17:30 Book Launch: Balázs Trencsényi, Intellectuals and the Crisis of 

Politics in the Interwar World and Beyond. A Transnational History (Oxford 

University Press, 2025). Interventions by the author and Sorin Antohi, 

discussion. 

19:00 Dinner 

 

Participants 

1. Dragoș Paul Aligică, Senior Research Fellow, George Mason University, 

Washington, and Professor, University of Bucharest 

2. Sorin Antohi, historian of ideas, Bucharest 

3. Gilad Ben-Nun, Substitute Professor of Cultural History, Leipzig 

University 

4. Călin Cotoi, Professor of Sociology, University of Bucharest 

5. Fernando Esposito, Assistant Professor of History, University of 

Konstanz and currently at the University of Münster 
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6. Maciej Janowski, Professor, Tadeusz Manteuffel Institute of History, 

Polish Academy of Sciences, Warsaw, and Recurring Visiting Professor 

of History at Central European University, Budapest/Vienna. 

7. Liisi Keedus, Professor of History, University of Tallinn 

8. Erwin Kessler, Researcher, Institute of Philosophy, Romanian Academy, 

Bucharest 

9. Joep Leerssen, Emeritus Professor of European Studies at the Universities 

of Amsterdam and Maastricht 

10.  Matthias Middell, Professor of Cultural History, Leipzig University 

11.  Victor Rizescu, Associate Professor of History, University of Bucharest  

12. Daniel Șandru, Executive President of the Institute for the Investigation 

of Communist Crimes and the Memory of the Romanian Exile 

(IICCMER), and Professor, “Petre Andrei” University of Iași 

13.  Edoardo Tortarolo, Professor, University of Eastern Piedmont, 

Vercelli/Turin 

14.  Balázs Trencsényi, Professor of History, Central European University, 

Budapest/Vienna, and Director, CEU Institute of Advanced Study, 

Budapest 

15.  Stefan Troebst, Emeritus Professor of History, Leipzig University 

16.  Marius Turda, Professor of History, Director of the Centre for Medical 

Humanities, Oxford Brookes University 

 

 

ABSTRACTS  

Dragoș Paul Aligică, Revisiting Synchronism: Charting the Conceptual 

Territory  and Updating the Theoretical Apparatus 

The presentation re-examines Eugen Lovinescu’s view of synchronism by 

situating it within a broader and evolving theoretical landscape. Originally 

conceived as both a normative doctrine for Romanian modernization and a 

general model of socio-cultural development, “synchronism” is analyzed as part 

of a larger family of conceptual frameworks related to Gabriel Tarde’s Theory of 

Imitation and, more importantly, to the broader analytical and theoretical model 

underlying it. Moving beyond its historical formulation, the paper maps the 
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synchronism–imitation model across a family of related theoretical frameworks: 

(1) Social Interactionism, which emphasizes meaning-making and identity 

construction through micro-level exchanges and their emergent properties; 

(2) Diffusion Theories, which model the staged spread of innovations across 

social networks; (3) Memetics and Cultural Transmission, which treat cultural 

forms as replicators shaped by selection and variation; and (4) Evolutionary 

Sociology, which frames social change as an adaptive process driven by the 

interplay of innovation and imitation. By charting these conceptual 

developments, the presentation repositions synchronism at the interfaces of a 

family of theoretical frameworks. It shows how the original vision can be 

analytically extended through contemporary paradigms, but also it illuminates the 

tensions and limits of this approach. 

 

Sorin Antohi, The Tree of Synchronism: The Morphodynamics of an Idea 

At the end of a cycle of conferences devoted to the concept, the theory, and the 

experience of synchronism, an overview of them all could be useful. Not a 

compendium, nor a multi-volume collection of texts and commentaries, not a 

dictionary of concepts, nor an encyclopedia of historical facts. But an attempt at 

some form of organization of this global phenomenon in view of a comprehensive 

analytical synthesis. Not yet another ‘theory of everything’, but a theory of 

everything relevant. 

I start from the brief discussion of Ioan Petru Culianu’s seminal and intriguing 

work, The Tree of Gnosis: Gnostic Mythology from Early Christianity to Modern 

Nihilism (HarperSanFrancisco, Translated into English by H. S. Wiesner and the 

author, 1992; in fact, a rewriting of Les Gnoses dualistes de l’Occident, Plon, 

1990). 

Starting from the study of ancient Gnosticism, and going all the way to 

Marcionism, Manichaeism, medieval Paulicianism, Bogomilism, and Catharism, 

Culianu arrived at Nihilism and other modern trends often associated with 

dualism. In the process, Culianu was looking for (quasi-)constants (not monads) 

that would help us make sense of all those ‘mental objects’ and of their historical 

effects, contexts, legacies. But this cognitivist approach (emerging everywhere in 

the 1970s and 1980s, and inevitably reaching the study of religion), with residues 

of structuralism, was overcome by the introduction of the concept of 

morphodynamics (the same term, with a specific reference to marine coasts, 

emerged in geology in the late 1970s to mid-1980s), which attempts to 
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synchronically, interactively, and synoptically make sense of structure and 

time/history, ars combinatoria and experience, etc. 

 

Gilad Ben-Nun, Purveyors of Synchronization: Jews, Jewish law, and the 

Making of International Law 

This study explains why so many East-Central European Jewish international 

jurists played such cardinal roles in the elaboration of modern international law’s 

most important treaties post-World War II. Borrowing from the biographies of 

Jacob Robinson, Isaac Lewin, Hersch Lauterpacht, Georg Cohn and others, who 

served as key drafters of the 4th Geneva Convention for Civilians, the 1951 

Refugee Convention, the 1948 Genocide Convention etc., this study points to 

structural similarities between Jewish Talmudic law and international law, which 

explain the evident ‘Jewish disproportion’ in the making of these bedrock treaties. 

It argues that the biographical combination of Talmudic and rabbinical 

jurisprudence, coupled with a secular education in public international law, 

enabled these Jewish jurists to understand international law’s peculiarities in 

opposition to domestic law, and in mutuality with Jewish Talmudic law: The lack 

of a living legislator in both legal traditions, the lack of means of coercive 

effectuation, and legal systems that move forward and adapt themselves based 

upon judicial interpretation, rather than changes in their bygone legislations 

(Torah for Jewish law, or bygone treaties such as the UN charter) – legal condes 

from bygone eras which seem un-amendable.  

 

Călin Cotoi, The Crisis of Liberal Temporality at the Periphery: Russian 

Narodniks, Ukrainian Anarchists, and Romanian Nationalists 

In the second half of the 19th century, the ways of politicising time, of articulating 

backwardness, accelerations, deviations or alternative paths of progress became 

fundamental in the constitution of local modernity. The Romanian 1848ers, in 

exile, ended up transforming the Oriental vs Western spatialization of the peasant 

“social question” into a scheme of social evolutionism, going from primitive to 

civilized. The post-revolutionary boyars legitimized themselves as those who 

were setting Romania on the path of historical development. However, they did 

not have the intellectual tools to scientifically codify this new temporal tension, 

the new construction of Romania as lacking modernity, but already on the path of 

evolution and social progress. Part of these tools would come from an unexpected 

place: from the revolutionary underground of the Russian Empire. A way of 

envisaging nation and ethnicity emerged also through the complicated networks 
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connecting Russian revolutionaries, Ukrainian anarchists and Romanian 

nationalists. 

 

Maciej Janowski, In Praise of Periphery: Mountains as a Land of Liberty, 

Between Literary Topos and Socio-political Reality 

The idea that mountains are a land of liberty appears in two very different garbs. 

On the one hand we encounter it as a literary commonplace (topos) – stories about 

brave mountain robbers, shepherds as paragons of simple virtue etc. On the other 

hand there seems to be a clear socio-political reality, independent from any 

“topoi”: lack, or much diminished character, of serfdom or other feudal 

obligations, difficulty to establish clear political borderlines, specific status of 

villages whose task is to protect mountain passes etc. I would like to see how 

these two stories – one romantic and literary another very matter-of-fact, social 

and economic – go parallel in the 19th and 20th centuries, sometimes interfering 

one with another, sometimes in a blatant opposition, sometimes parallel but 

separate. 

 

Liisi Keedus, ’Time outside History’: Asynchronism in the work of Franz 

Rosenzweig and Mircea Eliade 

My talk explores the philosophical and political critiques of historical temporality 

advanced by Franz Rosenzweig and Mircea Eliade - who shared, I argue, the 

"outsider" perspectives to History. Rejecting dominant historicist narratives 

rooted in linear progress, both thinkers reimagined time through alternative 

ontologies grounded in ritual, myth, and symbolic experience. Rosenzweig, 

shaped by his marginality as a German Jew, articulated a form of Jewish 

temporality detached from statehood and political history, emphasizing also 

redemptive presence. Eliade, writing from the periphery of Western intellectual 

traditions, turned to the plural temporalities of archaic and non-Western cultures 

to counter the hegemony of profane, historical time. Their outsider positions 

enabled also a distinctive critique of prevailing epistemologies and informed their 

innovative methodological approaches. 

 

Erwin Kessler, Before and After: Progressive and 

Regressive Synchronisms in the Romanian Art of the 20th century 

The contribution has two levels. The first is methodological and typological. The 

second is historical.  
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Methodologically, the contribution defines synchronization as a category rooted 

in (mostly cultural) eugenics: certain theorists build up a model of wished-for 

change of the overall cultural shape of a society. They act as visionaries (because 

they target and draft a future, ideal outcome) and as technocrats (because they 

propose ideas, concepts, projects and possible instruments to achieve the goals, 

and they usually act to put them at work).  

There is no synchronization without frustration. There is no synchronization 

without considering a certain state of inferiority and a certain model of superior 

condition to which aim to.  

Historical frustration propels the need of change. Although synchronization is an 

ideal project, it distinguishes strongly from utopia, precisely because 

synchronization aims to reach and assimilate an existing, functional model, not 

an imagined fictional perfection.  

Synchronization models always suppose and often publicly claim that their 

proposal, and the actions made in order to achieve it, represent a morally good, 

socially necessary and culturally relevant improvement of the existing state. No 

synchronization models are conceived as a conscious, social nuisance.  

However, as synchronization implies frequently substantial actions to tailor the 

existing (cultural) data according to a projected model, it could be assimilated to 

a form of interventionism, with all the risks linked to it, including the social and 

cultural engineering and the connivence with the propaganda machinery of a 

certain regime. 

Typologically, the contribution distinguishes between progressive and regressive 

synchronisms.  

Both of them are reactive: they introduce themselves as a reaction to a (perceived 

as) intolerable or at least unsatisfactory present state which has to be changed 

according to a certain model.  

The progressive synchronization considers the present state at best as stagnant 

and at worst as malignant and proposes an imported model as the radical solution. 

The imported model consists of imported ideas, concepts, actions, institutions and 

instruments. In order to be progressive, such imported elements should be (at least 

perceived as) new in the given milieu, as innovative, even as never-seen-before. 

There are very few progressive synchronizations which propose the import of 

foreign, older instruments (Socialist Realism is one of the few cases).  

Contrariwise, the regressive synchronizations consider the present state as 

dangerously progressive, as a dilution or even dissolution of a (frequently 
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fantasized) given, older and proclaimed as perfect condition, which must be 

regained through alleviating or even eradicating the progressive implements, 

accused of distorting the original condition. 

The historical level of the contribution is focused on the condition of the 

Romanian art world since the second half of the 19th century until the mid-20th 

century.  

It starts from presenting the Romanian art institutions, directly built upon a purely 

French modernist pattern of modern, Beaux-arts system.  

A short presentation of the theory of the forms without content (Titu Maiorescu) 

as a reaction to forced synchronization is provided, with the mention that in arts, 

especially in the case of the founders of the Romanian painting school, Nicolae 

Grigorescu and Ion Andreescu, the Romanian art scene emerged from the very 

beginning as a modern one, which tried precisely to fill in (local) substance into 

the foreign (French) forms, as they were both Barbizon School painters who then 

purposely focused on Romanian subject matter.  

A short presentation follows, of the effects of the proper theory of synchronization 

of Eugen Lovinescu upon the mindset of the foremost Romanian modern art 

collector, Krikor Zambaccian. 

Then the art scene around WW1 is shortly introduced, focusing on the 

polarization between the nationally specific art trend (Ressu, Sirato, 

Theodorescu-Sion) and its regressive synchronization, and the avant-garde 

milieus emerging around 1924, with their progressive synchronization.  

Further on, the reciprocal synchronization of the two trends with the authoritarian 

and fascist politics during the 1930s is presented, only to end with the forceful 

synchronization of the whole Romanian art scene with the Socialist realist model 

imposed during the Soviet occupation of Romania, especially after the 

consequential Flacara (The Flame) exhibition at Dalles Hall (11-25 April 1948), 

when more than 100 artists showed how they assimilated Socialist realism, in 

order to synchronize with the political urgencies of the time. 

  

Joep Leerssen, Modernity and Its Discontents 

I offer some concept-historical comments on how cultural historians, from Vasari 

to the rise of 19th-century literary historiography, developed the idea of art and 

culture as progress, driven by the "convention and innovation" model that Gabriel 

Tarde adopted from them. This created stadialist anxieties about "backwardness" 
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and provoked palingenetic anti-modernisms in all the Europen"peripheries"-- my 

examples come from Ireland, to show that Romania was not alone in this. 

 

Matthias Middell, Conflictual Synchronisms 

Non-simultaneity is a term coined by the philosopher Ernst Bloch. Bloch, who 

migrated to Leipzig after 1945 to become  part of a fruitful interdisciplinary 

constellation of Marxist theory formation before moving to Tübingen in 1961, 

initially used non-simultaneity in the 1930s to explain the appeal of National 

Socialism. 

In Bloch's 1935 book Erbschaft dieser Zeit, non-simultaneity or asynchronicity 

refers to the coexistence of different stages of social progress in a society: Not all 

milieus and groups of society undergo its progress towards modernity in the same 

way and to the same extent, resulting in an “imbalance” to the respective 

modernity of society. Bloch interpreted the tension between the modernity of a 

society and the attitudes of its various groups as an asynchronicity. Since the 

1960s, when Bloch returned to the problem in the context of his critique of 

cultural imperialist theories, a stimulating and diverse discussion has developed 

at various places in the world addressing different problems with modernization. 

This short article focuses not so much on this debate as on the question of who 

attempts to synchronize this asynchronicity. In order to investigate synchronisms 

it might be a good starting point to ask who perceives a situation as asynchronic 

and thus in "imbalance", and who sees this as a challenge big enough to undertake 

an intellectual as well as material effort to produce synchronicity. I will use the 

examples of the two global moments of 1789 and 1989 and their different fates 

in historiography to sketch the outlines of an idea that would naturally require a 

more detailed description than is possible in a short presentation. 

 

Victor Rizescu, Westernizer Modernism, Political Liberalism, Free-trade vs. 

Economic Closure: E. Lovinescu and the Romanian Interwar Alternatives  

In two lectures hosted by the Romanian Academy and repeatedly reissued 

afterwards, delivered in 1929 (Concepția raționalistă și istorică a culturii, 

published under the title Raționalism și istorism in later editions), respectively 

1933 (Influența lui Hegel în cultura română), Tudor Vianu – a disciple of Eugen 

Lovinescu in the fields of literary criticism, literary history and aesthetic theory 

but also an emerging authority in the discipline of the philosophy of culture 

(closely intertwined with that of the philosophy of history that he was never to 
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claim straightforwardly as an area of expertise for himself) – memorably 

rehearsed for the national audience of the time the tenets and meanings of the 

entrenched dichotomy stretching through the body of modern cultural 

development and opposing the conception of (Kantian) Enlightenment rationalist 

universalism and that of cultural relativism of the historicist stripe coming from 

Vico and Herder, together with the Hegelian attempt at a synthesis between them. 

By the same token – and besides pointing to the new path opened for the 

overcoming of the celebrated dichotomous way of thinking through the “activist” 

understanding of culture derived from Nietzsche –, he disclosed the ambivalent 

role played by Hegelianism in the Romanian context up to that juncture, as a 

doctrine able to be appropriated for their own purposes by both the defenders of 

westernizer modernism – a view best epitomized by Lovinescu’s theory of 

“synchronism” – and those of traditionalist nationalism. 

The paper proposed takes Vianu’s textbook treatment of the question as a baseline 

for clarifying the entanglements of Romanian westernizer modernism within the 

domains of political thinking and economic theorizing. The contours of 

Lovinescu’s oligarchic liberalism – a softened version of the pleading 

paradigmatically advanced by Ștefan Zeletin – are thus delineated by reference 

to the two varieties of anti-oligarchic liberal advocacy featuring in the same 

milieu: the one consisting in the rejuvenation of classical liberalism conjoined 

with a philosophical vindication of individualism by reference to the perception 

of an ubiquitous collectivist threat thriving within the camps of both the Left and 

the Right; and the one represented by the formulation of a socially-sensitive 

liberal vision correlated with the modern departure of social policies and welfare 

devices. To the same extent, Lovinescu’s (however ambiguous) allegiance to the 

interventionist/ protectionist economic implications of Zeletinism – much more 

characteristically embodied over the same years by the writings of the corporatist 

and semi-fascist ideologist Mihail Manoilescu, himself a staunch champion of 

technocratic rationalism with an anti-traditionalist cast of mind – offers a vantage-

point for exploring the changing connections established between the liberal/ 

westernist stance and the dilemma of free-trade vs. closure along the entire 

process of delayed modernization over the long run of history, in Eastern Europe 

as well as throughout the other peripheries of the modern world capitalist system. 

 

Edoardo Tortarolo, Is There a Synchronicity in the Secularization Process? 

This paper investigates the historical dynamics and conceptual transformations 

of secularization in modern Europe, with particular emphasis on the period 

spanning the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries (Sattelzeit). It 
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challenges linear and normative accounts of secularization by highlighting its 

contingent, contested, and reversible character and the persistent entanglement of 

religious institutions with public life. Rejecting ideological celebratory narratives 

and radical deconstructionist critiques, this paper foregrounds the empirical 

evidence of changing legal, institutional, and cultural arrangements that redefined 

the balance between ecclesiastical and civil authority. It also argues for the 

necessity of a historically informed archaeology of the so-called post-secular age, 

capable of addressing Enlightenment paradigms' legacy and limits. It argues that 

a multilayered notion of time is needed. 

 

Balázs Trencsényi, The Discourse of Crisis as Synchronism 

The presentation draws on the comparative analysis of modern East Central 

European crisis discourses, focusing on the interwar period. Reflecting on how 

the multiple crises of civilization, capitalism, social cohesion, liberalism, 

democracy, socialism or the nation-state were conceptualized in this region, it 

focuses on the underlying temporal modalities of these crisis discourses. The 

modern concept of crisis combines analytical and mobilizing functions, seeking 

to establish causal relationships, identify possible trajectories and alternative 

histories, and rearrange the discursive space by redefining the temporal and 

spatial coordinates of collective existence. Thus, discourses of crisis are rooted in 

various regimes of temporality and spatiality. For East Central Europeans, the 

crisis could mean the cementing of their subordinate position in view of the 

Western socio-economic structures, but also a possibility to overcome the 

chronotope of “belatedness” that has characterized the region’s auto- and hetero-

stereotyping since the Enlightenment. From this perspective, the presentation 

seeks to localize the variety of spatio-temporal tropes employed by 

representatives of different political and intellectual subcultures in the region to 

thematize the problem of synchronicity in relationship to the different crisis 

phenomena that increasingly came to be identified as part and parcel of a 

comprehensive crisis of European civilization. 

 

Stefan Troebst, (De)Synchronizing (Anti)Slavism 

In the 19th century, the romantic idea (Herder) that there is something like an 

ethnogenetic and cultural community of “Slavs” proven by linguistic proximity 

has been picked up both by political actors as well as by the new philological 

discipline of Slavic Studies. Up to World War II concepts of a “Pan-Slavism”, 

“Austro-Slavism” and “Neo-Slavism”, yet only “South-Slavism” made it into the 
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interwar period when also a new “Czechoslavism” emerged. In World War II 

Stalin by administrative means revived the concept of “Slavic solidarity” against 

Nazi Germany, yet cancelled it due to the conflict with Tito’s Yugoslavia. Despite 

the fact that Putin’s “Russian Idea” claims an ethnonational unity of all Eastern 

Slavs—Russians, Ukrainians and Belarusians—the label “Slavs” is no longer 

used. Also with regard to the European Union with its currently six Slavophone 

member states (Poland, the Czech Republic, Slovakia, Croatia, Slovenia and 

Bulgaria) and Slavic-speaking minorities in Germany, Austria, Lithuania and 

Hungary (where Slavic languages are official) as well as in Greece, Italy, Finland, 

Estonia, Latvia and Romania “Slavicity” is neither a political nor cultural 

criteria—unlike Francophonia and Lusophonia. Accordingly, no EU-Slavism 

emerged after 2004. For historical reasons in two EU member states, however, 

anti-Slavic sentiment is virulent: In Greece towards its Slavophone neighbours 

North Macedonia and Bulgaria, in Italy against Slovenia and Croatia. Yet, also 

“Slavic solidarity” is by now a rare phenomenon due to Russia’s war against the 

Ukraine, Polish-Belarusian and Czech-Slovak tensions, Serbian interference in 

Bosnia and Herzegovia as well as Montenegro, Croat-Slovene conflict over 

maritime law and, not the least, because of Bulgaria’s veto against EU 

membership for North Macedonia. 

 

Marius Turda, Synchronised Whiteness and the Blackness of Others 

“Whiteness” developed historically as a cluster of beliefs that underpinned ideas 

of European cultural superiority. The belief that Europeans were culturally 

superior to non-Europeans was as much believed in Budapest and Bucharest as it 

was in Paris and London. Undoubtedly, “whiteness” is above all an expression of 

the visible, physical body and it generally manifests itself in the marks of racial 

differentiation between Europeans and non-Europeans. But equally important are 

the hidden attributes that are attached to “whiteness.” Any discussion of 

“whiteness” in Europe must therefore evoke the constant interplay between the 

visible and the invisible nature of assumed “racial” differences between people. 

“Whiteness” is no longer about skin color and body shape but about a cultural 

and historical distinctiveness which separates Europeanness from other collective 

identities across the world. In this sense, the Europeans have finally become a 

“race” in the sense described by racial authors during the eighteenth and 

nineteenth centuries. In my talk, I will focus on interwar Hungary when the 

physical bodies and social existence of the internal minorities, especially the Jews 

and the Roma were repeatedly racialized and turned “away” from the assumed 

“whiteness” of the majority of the population. 
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