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General Overview of the Course’s Tasks and Requirements

The present course has been conceived in the framework of the broader program aiming at the
reform of the historical education in the Republic of Moldova and at its synchronization with the
most recent international scholarly trends. In this context, the comparative dimension (both in
the field of methodology and subject matter) has been granted a special attention.

The overall goal of the course is oriented towards the introduction within the university’s MA
program of certain key elements that would allow the overcoming of the customary conceptual
grid circumscribed by national and narrowly regional narratives and approaches that constitute a
characteristic and salient feature of the teaching and learning tradition in the field of history in
the East and South-East European region. In this sense, on the one hand, a theoretical
“rehabilitation” and reevaluation of the imperial phenomenon at the macro-level of the European
continent will be attempted. A special emphasis will be put upon the uncovering and explanation
of the complex relationship between nation-states and the multi-national empires that largely
dominated European politics and society in various forms prior to World War 1. On the other
hand, the course will seek to provide a framework for the discussion and analysis of the
interdependence between the process of “modernization” and the evolution of the relations
between the “national states” and the continental and maritime empires created by European
“composite polities” throughout the modern period. A final aim of the course will focus on the
assessment of the impact of “imperial traditions” on the construction and articulation of the
contemporary projects of the “European Community” in their various guises. In this context, the
problem of “imperial legacies” as structuring and defining elements of the system of European
states in the modern and recent periods will also be discussed. The entanglement of “national”
and “imperial” elements in this picture will be of special interest and will treat these subjects as
closely connected rather than separate or even antagonistic processes. The course will be
organized in the form of two distinct but related ,,modules” that would presumably allow
students to become familiar both with the rich and thriving theoretical controversies and
discussions that have been particularly intense in this field in recent years (Lectures 1-4-
,module I”’) and with the possible application of various conceptual and analytical models to the
concrete cases of the “multinational” empires situated either on the periphery or in the central
regions of the European continent (lectures 5-11- ,,module II”.) A fundamental question that will
be addressed and will structure the discussion within this module will deal with the dilemmas
and multiple difficulties that the imperial states of the European East and West had to face (in
highly differing circumstances) in the “age of nationalism.” The ultimate objective of the course
presupposes the learning and acquiring of relevant research skills and methods, as well as the
accumulation of basic information and source material. This theoretical and empirical basis
appears indispensable in order to further conceive and develop possible MA projects and
research agendas in the fields mentioned above or in other, closely connected areas of
investigation. These projects will of course mostly represent applied and empirical studies with
special relevance for the Romanian and Bessarabian case.

The methodology of the course, as the title and the above discussion should clarify, is based
on an explicitly comparative approach. Such a methodology is directed towards the
contextualization of the “imperial experience” within a well-defined and clearly structured
explanatory scheme. Aside from the insights and suggestions offered by the narrower tradition of
“comparative studies” of empires, the relevant observations from the fields of sociology (in
particular with reference to the theoretical discussions concerning the nature of empires as
distinct state and social formations), “cultural studies” (with a special emphasis on the various
imperial ideologies and their impact on state policies) and political science will be extensively
used. Despite the conventional “functional” division between the “theoretical” and “empirical”
aspects within the course syllabus, one of the course’s most ambitious methodological aims is to
close (or at least narrow) the “gap” between abstract and “general” theories and their application
to the concrete phenomena that will be studied in a detailed and more “empirically-oriented”
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manner. From a methodological point of view, the importance and relevance (but also the
drawbacks) of the “imperial” framework as a possible unit of macro-regional comparative
research will be one of the major conceptual questions discussed by the students and the
instructor.

The selected bibliography was designed specifically to reflect, as much as possible, the main
currents and tendencies that dominate the present debates from the specialized area of empire
studies. The structure of the bibliography aimed at providing a certain balance between works
with a more general-theoretical thrust and concrete “case studies.” The foreign language abilities
and proficiency of the students are of fundamental importance, due to the specificity of the
scholarly preoccupations in the area of our interest. Though the use of certain materials available
in Romanian is encouraged and stimulated (possibly also through the translation of a number of
important short works or excerpts from the course reader), the bulk of the empirical and
theoretical sources originate in non-Romanian academic traditions (among which the English-,
Russian-, French- and German-language scholarly works hold pride of place). Thus, the course
participants should (ideally) display an acceptable reading proficiency in at least two of the
above-mentioned languages in order to actively take part in the course discussions and acquaint
themselves with the required readings. .

The evaluation and grading of the students’ academic performance will be organized
according to the scheme presented below. The course will be held in the form of two weekly
sessions, one of which will consist of a lecture (in which the instructor will give an overview of
the topic and introduce the students to the relevant scholarly debates), while the other will be a
discussion section devoted to an in-depth analysis of the readings and to students’ questions and
presentations. The final grade will be determined on the basis of three criteria: 1) active
participation in the seminar discussions held during the second part of the course sessions (20%);
2) two shorter papers (5-10 pages), to be submitted, respectively, in the middle (at the end of
Week 5) and at the end of the semester, after the last lecture during Week 11 (each paper counts
for 20% of the overall grade; it is to be taken into consideration that the first paper will have to
discuss a theoretically relevant issue, analyzed during the first module, while the second paper
will be devoted to a concrete case, according to the students’ choice, with the provision that they
would have to produce an original text and apply the theoretical background acquired during the
course in the process)- 40% overall; 3) the final examination (40%), consisting of 2 parts: a) an
oral evaluation of the students’ familiarity with the issues previously discussed; and b) a written
paper on a fixed topic, determined by the instructor (according to the course syllabus). This
scheme will take into account both the student’s ability to undertake independent research and to
express specific opinions and points of view and the degree of assimilation of the relevant
information and skills that the course participants presumably gained during the semester
sessions.

Course Description (topics)
1. General Introduction. The Presentation of the Course’s Priorities and Basic Sources.
Readings: Lieven, 2000, Bibliography (pp. 445-476); Eisenstadt, 1992, Introduction.

2. “Empire:” Concept, Evolutions, Conflicting Interpretations. Empire in the “Western” and
“Eastern” Intellectual Traditions: Essential Features, Differences and Similarities.

Is an “objective” definition of the concept of “empire” feasible?

The Roman “imperium” and its legacies

European variations on the “imperial” theme in the Middle Ages and their significance
Can one identify an “Eastern” tradition of empire?

oo o
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Readings: Duverger, 1980; Eisenstadt, 1992, cap.1,.2; Muldoon, 1999; Doyle, 1986;Pagden,
1995; Armitage, 1998; Lieven,2000, cap. 1.

3. “Continental” and “Maritime” Empires. The Relationship between “Metropole” and
“Colony” within These Polities: Common and Special Features. Is the “Colonial”
Paradigm Valid in the Case of “Contiguous” Empires?

Readings: Doyle, 1986; Eisenstadt, 1992; Lieven, 2004; Fieldhouse, 1982.

4. Frontiers, Borderlands, Contested Zones and “The System of Continental Empires:” A
New Approach in Empire Studies?

a. Frontiers, Boundaries, Borderlands: A Terminological Maze or Distinct Categories?

b. The Eurasian Continental Empires between Interaction and Competition: Contested
Borders and “Borderland Communities”

c. The Predicament of the Steppe: Challenges and Responses

d. The Geopolitical Dimension and the “Complex Frontier Regions:” A New Research
Agenda?

Readings: Rieber, 2003; Rieber, 2004; Lattimore, 1951; Khodarkovsky (empires.ru);
McNeill, 1964

5. Between Nation and Empire: Great Britain in a Global Context (From the “Dominion of
the Seas” to the “British” Commonwealth)

Readings: Canny, 1973; McKettrick, 1997; Lieven, 2000; Colley, 1992; Kearney, 1989.

6. Nationalism, Imperial Decline, and the Birth of Modernity on Europe’s Periphery: The
“Spanish Problem” During the XIX Century

Readings: Balfour, 1995; Blinkhorn, 1980; Balfour, 2003 (empires.ru); Balfour, 1997;
Costelloe, 1986.

7. Between “the Crusade” and the Crescent: The Imperial Phenomenon and the Dilemmas
of National Movements in the European South-East (from the Ottomans to the
Habsburgs)

Readings: Inalcik, Quataert, 1994; Sugar, 1993; Findley, 1980; Somel, 2004; Ingrao, 1994;
Evans, 1979; Rieber (see above); Jaszi, 1977.

8. The Russian Empire: Geopolitics, Multi-Ethnicity and the Challenges of Modernity
Readings: Kappeler, 1992 [1997]; Seton-Watson, 1967; Ragsdale, 1993; LeDonne, 1997;
Bassin, 1999; Khodarkovsky, 2001; Hosking, 1997 [2002]; Riasanovsky, 1976; Walicki,
1975. [etc.].

9. ,,The Ukrainian Question:” The Birth of an “Improbable Nation” and Inter-Imperial
Competition

Readings: Miller, 2000; Kohut, 1988; Saunders, 1988; Himka, 1999; Szporluk, 1993.
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10.

11.

12.

13.
14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

10. ,,The Romanian Case” and “Imperial Legacies:” Mythologized Stereotypes or Historical
Facts? Bessarabia- A Peculiar “Borderland:” Multiplicity of Significations and
Consequences

Readings: Chirot, 1976; Jowitt, 1976; Antohi, 2002; Mitu, 1997; Cioranescu, 1983; Manoliu-
Manea, 1983; Dima, 1991; King, 2000; Negru, 2000; C. and B. Jelavich, 1977 [etc.]

11. Was the Soviet Union “The Last Empire”? Considerations on the Applicability of the
“Imperial Model” to the Soviet Experience

Readings: Martin, 2001; Martin, 2002; Simon, 1991; Suny, 1993; Slezkine, 1994; Pipes,
1964; Kotkin, 1998.

Selected Bibliography

Lieven, Dominic. Empire: The Russian Empire and Its Rivals. New Haven: Yale University
Press, 2000.

Eisenstadt, Shmuel. The Political Systems of Empires. Transaction Publishers: New
Brunswick, 1992.

Duverger, Maurice (ed.). Le concept d’Empire. Paris: PUF, 1980.

Muldoon, J. Empire and Order. The Concept of Empire. Houndmills: Macmillan, 1999.
Doyle, Michael. Empires. Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1986.

Pagden, Anthony. Lords of All The World: Ideologies of Empire in Spain, Britain and

France c. 1500-c. 1800. New Haven, Conn.: Yale University Press, 1995.

Armitage, David, ed. Theories of Empire, 1450-1800. Aldershot [England]: Ashgate, 1998.
Lieven, Dominic. “Empire on Europe’s Periphery: Russian and Western Comparisons,” in:
Rossiiskaia imperiia v sravnitelinoi perspective. Sbornik statei. Moskva: Novoe Izdatelistvo,
2004, pp. 71-93

Fieldhouse, D. K. The Colonial Empires. A Comparative Survey from the Eighteenth
Century. Houndmills: Macmillan, 1982.

Riber A. [Rieber, Alfred J]. “Izuchaia imperii” [Approaches to Empires]. // In: Istoricheskie
Zapiski. T. 6(124), pp. 86-131.

Rieber, Alfred J. “Sravnivaia kontinental’nye imperii” [Comparing Continental Empires], in:
Rossiiskaia imperiia v sravnitelinoi perspective. Sbornik statei. Moskva: Novoe Izdatelistvo,
2004, pp. 33-70

Khodarkovsky, Michael. “Was Russia a Colonial Empire? Frontiers and Borderlands in
Eighteenth-Century Russia.” Available at: www.saratov.iriss.ru/empires , Internet.

McNeill, William H.. Europe’s Steppe Frontier. Chicago: Chicago University Press, 1964.
Canny, Nicholas. “The Ideology of English Colonization: From Ireland to America,” in:
William and Mary Quarterly, 3rd Series, Vol. XXX, 1973, pp. 575-598. Reprinted in:
Armitage, David, ed. Theories of Empire, 1450-1800. Aldershot [England]: Ashgate, 1998,
pp. 178-202

McKettrick, Rosamond, and Roland Quinault, eds. Edward Gibbon and Empire. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1997.

Colley, Linda. Britons. Forging the Nation. 1707-1837. New Haven: Yale University Press,
1992.

Kearney, Hugh. The British Isles. A History of Four Nations. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1989.

Balfour, Sebastian. “Riot, Regeneration and Reaction: Spain in the Aftermath of the 1898
Disaster,” in: The Historical Journal, VVol. 38, Nr. 2, (June 1995), pp. 405-423

5



http://www.saratov.iriss.ru/empires

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

Blinkhorn, Martin. “Spain: The ‘Spanish Problem’ and the Imperial Myth,” in: Journal of
Contemporary History, Vol. 15, 1980, pp. 5-25

Balfour, Sebastian. ,,The Spanish Empire and Its End: A Comparative View In Nineteenth
and Twentieth Century Europe.” Available at: www.saratov.iriss.ru/empires , Internet
Balfour, Sebastian. The End of the Spanish Empire. 1898-1923. Oxford: Clarendon Press,
1997.

Costelloe, M. P. Responses to Revolution. Imperial Spain and the Spanish American
Revolutions (1810-1840). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1986.

Inalcik, Halil, and D. Quataert. An Economic and Social History of the Ottoman Empire
(1300-1914). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1994.

Sugar, Peter F. South-Eastern Europe under Ottoman Rule (1354-1804). Seattle: University
of Washington Press, 1993.

Findley, C. V. Bureaucratic Reform in the Ottoman Empire. The Sublime Porte (1789-1922).
Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1980.

Somel, Selcuk Aksin. “Osmanskaia Imperiia: mestnye elity I mehanizmy ih integratsii, 1699-
1914” [Imperiul Otoman: elitele locale si mecanismele integrarii lor intre 1699 si 1914], in:
Rossiiskaia imperiia v sravnitelinoi perspective. Sbornik statei. Moskva: Novoe Izdatelistvo,
2004, pp. 177-204

Sugar, Peter F. Nationality and Society in Habsburg and Ottoman Europe. Brookfield, Vt:
Variorum, 1997

Ingrao, Charles. The Habsburg Monarchy. 1618-1815. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 1994.

Evans, R. J. W. The Making of the Habsburg Monarchy (1551-1700). Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 1979.

Jaszi, Oszkar. The Dissolution of the Habsburg Monarchy. Chicago: University of Chicago
Press, 1977.

Kappeler, Andreas. The Russian Empire: A Multiethnic History. Translation by Alfred
Clayton. Harlow, England: Pearson Education, 2001.

Seton-Watson, Hugh. The Russian Empire. 1801-1917. Oxford: Oxford University Press,
1967.

Ragsdale, Hugh, ed. Imperial Russian Foreign Policy. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 1993.

LeDonne, John. The Russian Empire and the World, 1700-1917: the Geopolitics of
Expansion and Containment. New York: Oxford University Press, 1997.

Bassin, Mark. Imperial Visions: Nationalist Imagination and Geographical Expansion in the
Russian Far East (1840-1865). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1999.
Khodarkovsky, Michael. Russia's Steppe Frontier: The Making of a Colonial Empire, 1500-
1800. Bloomington, Ind.: Indiana University Press, 2001.

Hosking, Geoffrey. Russia, People and Empire, 1552-1917. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard
University Press, 1997.

Riasanovsky, Nicholas. A Parting of Ways: Government and the Educated Public in Russia,
1801-1855. Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1976.

Walicki, Andrzej. The Slavophile Controversy: History of a Conservative Utopia in
Nineteenth-Century Russian Thought. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1975.

Miller, Alexei. “Ukrainskii vopros” v politike viastei I russkom obshchestvennom mnenii
(vtoraia polovina XIX v.). [The “Ukrainian Question” reflected in the state policy and the
Russian public opinion (second half of the X1X century)]. St.-Petersburg: Aleteia, 2000.
Kohut, Zenon. Russian Centralism and Ukrainian Autonomy. Imperial Absorption of the
Hetmanate. 1760-1830's. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1988.

Saunders, David. The Ukrainian Impact on Russian Culture (1750-1850). Edmonton:
Canadian Institute for Ukrainian Studies, 1988.



http://www.saratov.iriss.ru/empires

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.
60.

61.

62.

Himka, John Paul. “The Construction of Nationality in Galician Rus’: Icarian Flights in
Almost All Directions,” in: Ronald Grigor Suny and Michael D. Kennedy, eds. Intellectuals
and the Articulation of the Nation. The University of Michigan Press: Ann Arbor, 1999, pp.
109-164

Szporluk, Roman. “Ukraine: From an Imperial Periphery to a Sovereign State,” in: ..., pp.
85-119
Chirot, Daniel, ed. The Origins of the Backwardness in Eastern Europe. Economics and

Politics from the Middle Ages Until the Early Twentieth Century. Berkley & London:
University of California Press, 19809.

Chirot, Daniel. Social Change in a Peripheral Society. The Creation of a Balkan Colony.
New York, 1976.

Janos, Andrew C.” Modernization and Decay in Historical Perspective: The Case of
Romania”, in: Jowitt, Kenneth, ed. Social Change in Romania, New York: Academic Press,
1976, p. 72-116.

Antohi, Sorin. “Romania and the Balkans: From Geocultural Bovarism to Ethnic Ontology,”
in: TR@NSIT. Europaische Revue, Nr. 21, 2002. Available at: http://www.iwm.at/t-
21txt8.htm; Internet.

Mitu, Sorin. National Identity of Romanians in Transylvania. New York: CEU Press, 2001.
Cioranesco, George. Bessarabia: Disputed Land between East and West. Munich: Editura
lon Dumitru, 1985.

Manoliu-Manea, Maria, ed. The Tragic Plight of a Border Area: Bessarabia and Bucovina.
Los Angeles, Calif.: Humboldt State University Press, 1983.

Dima, Nicholas. From Moldavia to Moldova: The Soviet-Romanian Territorial Dispute.
Boulder, Colo.: East European Monographs, 1991.

King, Charles. The Moldovans: Romania, Russia, and the Politics of Culture. Stanford, CA:
Hoover Institution Press, 2000.

Negru, Gheorghe. Tsarismul shi mishcarea natsionala a romdnilor din Basarabia [The Tsarist
Regime and the National Movement of the Romanians from Bessarabia]. Chisinau: Prut
International, 2000.

Jelavich, Charles, and Barbara Jelavich. The Establishment of the Balkan Nation States.
1804-1920. Seattle: University of Washington Press, 1977.

Martin, Terry. The Affirmative Action Empire: Nations and Nationalism in the Soviet Union
(1923-1939). Ithaca & London: Cornell University Press, 2001.

Martin, Terry. ,,The Soviet Union as Empire: Salvaging a Dubious Analytical Category,” in:
AB IMPERIO, 2002, Nr. 2, p. 91-105

Simon, Gerhard. Nationalism and Policy towards the Nationalities in the Soviet Union.
Boulder, Colo.: Westview, 1991.

Suny, Ronald Grigor. The Revenge of the Past. Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1993.
Slezkine, Yuri. ”The USSR as a Communal Apartment, or How a Socialist State Promoted
Ethnic Particularism,” in: Slavic Review, Vol. 53, Nr. 2, 1994, pp. 414-452

Pipes, Richard. The Formation of the Soviet Union. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University
Press, 1964.

Kotkin, Stephen. “1991 and the Russian Revolution: Sources, Conceptual Categories,
Analytical Frameworks,” in: The Journal of Modern History, Vol. 70, June 1998, pp. 384-
425



http://www.iwm.at/t-21txt8.htm;
http://www.iwm.at/t-21txt8.htm;

