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Mark Lilla:

(keynote speaker)

• Political Innocence and Its Modes
ABSTRACT:
“I didn’t know.” This refrain rings throughout the history of the twentieth-century and served as a self-justification for totalitarianism’s apologists and fellow travelers of every stripe.  I propose that we take it seriously. It is true that anyone with the least curiosity or understanding of human nature and political history could have discerned the truth of totalitarian’s human cost at an early stage, whether in the Soviet Union, Nazi Germany, Communist China, and revolutionary Southeast Asia. The fact is that many didn’t. Why? I’d like to try answering that question by examining two different forms of modern political innocence and the psychology behind them.
BIOGRAPHY:

Mark Lilla is Professor of the Humanities at Columbia University and a frequent contributor to the New York Review of Books and other publications.  He was born in Detroit in 1956 and educated at the University of Michigan and Harvard.  Before moving to Columbia in 2006 he taught at the Committee on Social Thought at the University of Chicago and New York University. Among his books are The Stillborn God: Religion, Politics, and the Modern West (2007), The Reckless Mind (2001), and G.B. Vico: The Making of An Anti-Modern (1993). He also edited New French Thought: Political Philosophy (1994) and, with Robert Silvers and Ronald Dworkin, The Legacy of Isaiah Berlin (2001).

Vladimir Tismaneanu 
(keynote speaker)

• Radicalism, History, and Utopia. Re-reading E. M. Cioran
ABSTRACT:

Romanian-born, French philosopher E. M. Cioran (1911-1995) belonged to a brilliant intellectual generation infatuated, during the interwar period, with the nihilist rejection of parliamentarianism, democracy, and Reason. In his early writings he championed a mystical revolutionary vision that combined anarchism, ethnic nationalism, proto-existentialism, Fascism, and a deep sense of outrage against "decadent liberalism." Friends with Eugène Ionesco, Beckett, Mircea Eliade, and Paul Celan, admired by Susan Sontag and Alain Finkielkraut,  appreciated by Isaiah Berlin, Jean-François Revel, François Fejto, and Adam Michnik, Cioran reinvented himself during and especially after World War II, lamented his early ideological follies, and embraced a skeptical, yet genuine, version of tragic liberalism. I focus on his masterpiece "Histoire et utopie" as well as on his intellectual and political testament, "Mon pays", a devastating analysis of the Iron Guard’s redemptive mythology. I argue that Cioran's critique of utopian radicalism was rooted in his own spiritual adventure, in repentance for the early fallacies, and in the ultimate awareness that political hubris is conducive to historical catastrophes.
BIOGRAPHY:

Vladimir Tismaneanu is professor of politics and Director of the Center for the Study of Post-communist Societies at University of Maryland (College Park). Chairman of the Presidential Commission for the Analysis of the Communist Dictatorship in Romania. He is currently President of the Scientific Council of the Institute for the Investigation of Communist Crimes and the Memory of the Romanian Exile. In 2003, he received University of Maryland Distinguished Scholar-Teacher Award. In 2007, the university granted him the Distinguished International Service Award. Prof. Tismaneanu received from the American Association for Political Science a certificate of exceptional achievement for his teaching career. In 2004, his book, Stalinism for All Seasons was granted the “Barbara Jelavich Award” by the American Association for the Advancement of Slavic Studies (AAASS). He was Editor (1998-2004) and chair (2004-2008) of the Editorial Committee of East European Politics and Societies. Professor Tismaneanu is Doctor Honoris Causa of Universitatea de Vest in Timisoara (2002) and of the National School of Political Studies and Public Administration in Bucharest (2003). Among his publications in English are: The Crisis of Marxist Ideology in Eastern Europe: the Poverty of Utopia (Routledge, 1988); Reinventing Politics: Eastern Europe from Stalin to Havel (Free Press, 1992, paperback with a new epilogue, 1993); Fantasies of Salvation: Nationalism, Democracy, and Myth in Post-Communist Europe (Princeton UP, 1998; paperback 2009); Stalinism for All Seasons: a Political History of Romanian Communism (University of California Press, 2003). He recently edited Stalinism Revisited: The Establishment of Communist Regimes in Eastern Europe (CEU Press, 2009) and Promises of 1968: Crisis, Illusion, and Utopia (CEU Press, 2010). Vladimir Tismaneanu’s edited volume (with Bogdan Iacob) The End and the Beginning. The Revolutions of 1989 and the Resurgence of History is forthcoming with CEU Press. For the 2008/09 academic year, he was a Fellow with the Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars in Washington D.C., where he worked on a book on democracy, memory, and moral justice. The title of this ongoing project is Democracy, Memory, and Moral Justice: Romania Confronts Its Communist Past. His volume Devil in History. Lessons of the 20th Century is forthcoming in 2012 at University of California Press.
Jeffrey Herf

• The Persistence and Passing of an Illusion: Intellectuals and Communism in East Germany and in the West German New Left
ABSTRACT:
Anti-fascism, anti-imperialism, solidarity with "third world liberation struggles" and anti-Zionism were central articles of faith and conviction among several generations of Communist political leaders, intellectuals and activists both in East Germany (the German Democratic Republic or GDR), in the West German new left in the 1960s and in its terrorist offshoots in the 1970s. Such views, associated with Walter Ulbricht and Erich Honecker in East Germany and various groups of the 1970s radical left including but not limited to the Red Army Fraction fostered the illusion that their advocates were not part of the continuities of German history but were instead first and foremost members of a global anti-capitalist and anti-imperialist struggle. By the 1970s, both the East German government and the West German terrorist left were in an undeclared state of war with Israel. This paper explores elements of this bizarre ideological journey and draws attention to several of its leftist critics, notably Paul Merker in the 1950s in the GDR and then Detlev Claussen in the 1970s in West Germany. Merker and Claussen punctured these illusions and noted the absurdity of these endpoints of German anti-fascism. As Freud observed, the power of illusion comes from the wish it seeks to fulfill. The wish to be lifted from the historical particularities of German history was one that Communist theory and historical interpretation facilitated.
BIOGRAPHY:
Jeffrey Herf is Professor of Modern European History at the University of Maryland, College Park. His research and teaching focus on the intersection of ideas and politics in modern European history, especially in twentieth century Germany. His book Nazi Propaganda for the Arab World (Yale University Press, 2009; pb. 2010) won the German Studies Association Sybil Milton Award for work on Nazi Germany and the Holocaust for 2009 or 2010, and the 2010 Bronze Prize of the Washington Institute for Near East Policy for works on the history of the Middle East. His publications also include: The Jewish Enemy: Nazi Propaganda During World War II and the Holocaust (Harvard University Press, 2006), National Jewish Book Award in 2006 for work on the Holocaust in 2006; Divided Memory: The Nazi Past in the Two Germanys (Harvard University Press, 1997), George Lewis Beer Prize of the American Historical Association, 1998; co-winner of the Fraenkel Prize of the Institute of Contemporary History and Wiener Library in London in 1996; War By Other Means: Soviet Power, West German Resistance and the Battle of the Euromissiles (Free Press, 1991); and Reactionary Modernism: Technology, Culture and Politics in Weimar and the Third Reich (Cambridge University Press, 1984). He is beginning a history of anti-Zionism in Nazi Germany, the German Democratic Republic (East Germany) and in the new left and radical leftist aftereffects in West Germany in the 1970s and 1980s. 
He received his doctorate in 1981 from Brandeis University and graduated from the University of Wisconsin in 1969. In addition to many articles in scholarly journals, he has been a regular contributor for many years of reviews and essays to The New Republic and The New Republic online and has also published essays and reviews in the Partisan Review, The Washington Post and major newspaper in Germany. He has lectured widely in the United States, Europe and in Israel and has held fellowships from the Institute of Advanced Study in Princeton, the American Academy in Berlin, the Yitzak Center for Israel Studies in Tel Aviv, the Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars, and the United States Holocaust Memorial Museum, both in Washington, D.C. Before coming to the University of Maryland in 2000, he taught at Harvard University and Ohio University in Athens.
Michael David-Fox

• Illusions of Influence and the Mystique of Power: The Fellow-Travelers and Stalin as Philosopher-King
ABSTRACT:
This paper combines an examination of the writings of the leading fellow-travelers of the 1930s and archival study of their Soviet visits, emphasizing in particular on the web of concrete ties binding them to Soviet intellectual mediators and cultural institutions. The paper makes several interlocking arguments that address longstanding debates about intellectuals and communism. 1) The “myth of communism” (Furet) was extraordinarily flexible, so that even intellectuals from the same country and political orientation were often attracted by radically different features of the Soviet order. 2) That said, underlying leading fellow-travelers’ assessment of the entire Soviet experiment was often a personalized evaluation of Bolshevik intellectuals and, in the 1930s, especially Stalin, filtered through a longstanding European debate about thinkers versus men of action. Stalin was often viewed as an intellectual in power or intellectual man of action, a kind of philosopher-king. 3)  But such views would have had little consequence if Soviet intellectuals, cultural officials, and other mediators had not developed a relationship that had meaning for both sides. In particular, they both developed an almost contractual understanding of the status of “friend of the Soviet Union,” which traded stature for public defense of the USSR. 4) As part of this relationship, the massive Soviet celebration of foreign “friends” fostered illusions of influencing Stalin and the course of the revolution. Many of the leading intellectual “friends of the Soviet Union” publicly heaped praise on Soviet socialism as a superior society in part because they harbored the fantasy that through those connections they could claim a measure of power over it. 6) This framework departs from monocausal explanations of the intellectuals’ interwar apologia for Stalinism, most of which downplay the importance of the intellectuals’ travel and concrete contacts with the Soviets. Ideas and experience both had to come together to bind intellectuals to the object of their desire.
BIOGRAPHY:
Michael David-Fox, a historian of modern Russia and the Soviet Union, has a joint appointment in the Edmund A. Walsh School of Foreign Service and the Department of History at Georgetown University. He is author of Revolution of the Mind: Higher Learning among the Bolsheviks, 1918-1929 (Cornell, 1997) and Showcasing the Great Experiment: Cultural Diplomacy and Western Visitors to Soviet Russia, 1921-1941 (Oxford, 2011), along with seven edited volumes on a variety of topics in political, cultural, and transnational history. He is now publishing a collection of his essays under the title “Crossing Borders: Modernity, Ideology, and Culture in Soviet Russia,” and starting a new research project focusing on World War II on “Smolensk under Nazi and Soviet Rule.” He has an A.B. from Princeton and his Ph.D. from Yale, and taught at the University of Maryland, College Park from 1994-2011, where he was Director of Central European, Russian and Eurasian Studies for seven years. David-Fox is founding an executive editor of the journal Kritika: Explorations in Russian and Eurasian History, for which he edited nine special theme issues between 2000 and 2010. For his work on Kritika, David-Fox was awarded the 2010 Distinguished Editor Award from the Council of Editors of Learned Journals. David-Fox has been a Humboldt Fellow in Berlin, a visiting professor at L’École des hautes études en sciences sociales in Paris, a Fellow at the Swedish Collegium for Advanced Study in the Social Sciences in Uppsala, a Davis Fellow at Princeton University, and a Research Scholar at the Kennan Institute for Advanced Russian Studies. He holds the honorary title of professor at Samara State University in Russia.
Angelo Mitchievici
• Shadows of Paradise: Romanian Intellectuals and the Soviet Union
ABSTRACT:
The change from Tsarist Russia to the Soviet Union implied a shift of political paradigm and novel way of positioning between "mainland USSR," as a completely new political entity, and European countries or the U.S.A. This different relationship was highlighted by travel reports. The old way of recording facts suitable to an “art of travel”, the type of classic or romantic trip, was replaced by new ones:  statistics-travel, hagialâk –journey, and delegation-journey as political pilgrimage. New guiding marks of the journey were circumscribed to a broad ideological project aimed at shaping and changing reality in the spirit of Soviet utopia. Negotiation the image of Soviet Union was connected directly to the success/failure of the Bolshevik revolution. Both bias and hostility configured such interpretative models: from standardized questionnaire of French journalism "-indictment-plea" (What I’ve seen ...) to  the induction of a Soviet conformism going up to configure a specific rhetoric. In my paper I will analyze some of the patterns drawn from the travel stories of Romanian and Western writers in the political context of the '30s and '50s. I single out a particular case - that of Panait Istrati - a Romanian writer with a rather significant European career. His initial adherence to the Soviet project and the subsequent rejection of it after a visit between 1927 and 1929 were an exemplary route for many Western intellectuals who started as fervent, convinced Marxists to eventually become critical of the totalitarian utopia. I will also dwell on the type of pilgrimage travel and on what I called hagialâk travels. The notable differences and nuances incumbent in the various images of the Soviet Union as an exemplary world point to the need of a reassessment of the relationship between ideological commitments, political contexts, and temporal frameworks.
BIOGRAPHY:
Angelo Mitchievici (PhD) is lecturer and teaches comparative literature at the Department of Foreign Langugaes and Literature at University “Ovidius” Constanţa. He is member of WUA (Writers’Union of Romania), RAAS (Romanian Association for American Studies), RAGCL (The Romanian Association of General and Comparative Litterature). Since 2010 he is the director of “Ideology and Culture” Department of IICCMRE (The Institute for Investigation of Communist Crimes and the Memory of the Romanian Exile). In collaboration with Paul Cernat, Ion Manolescu, and Ioan Stanomir he published Searching for the Lost Communism (Paralela 45 Publishing House, Piteşti, 2001), A Vanished World. Four Personal Stories Followed by Dialogue with Horia-Roman Patapievici (Polirom Publishing House, Iaşi, 2004), Explorations in Romanian Communism (vol. I, II, III, Polirom Publishing House, Iasi, 2004, 2005, 2008). He published numerous studies on communist culture and civilization in collective volumes such as Beyond the Propaganda: the Historical-Political Instruments of the Romanian Film (Techno Media, 2011, editor: Viorella Manolache), Anatomy of Resentment, (Curtea Veche Publishing House, 2010, editor: Vladimir Tismăneanu), Communism and Repression in Romania. Thematic History of a National Fratricide (Polirom Publishing House, Iaşi, 2006, editor: Ruxandra Cesereanu), Euresis, Cahiers roumains d'etudes litteraires et culturelles, (no.1, septembre 2004, „Soviet Union, Globalization and Science Fiction”) etc. He initiated a series of conferences "Monica Lovinescu" (foremost personality of the Romanian exile) focused on the analysis of culture and civilization of the communist regime in multidisciplinary contexts. He developed an educational program “Kino Karavan” for highschools in order to familiarize students with the history of the communist regime and of the Holocaust through films screenings and debating and discussing issues raised by these films. He recently published a volume in Romanian entitled The Shadows of Paradise. Romanian and French Writers in Soviet Union.
Balazs Trencsenyi

• Hungarian Intellectuals and Communism: Illusions, Revisionism, and Disillusion
ABSTRACT:
The presentation seeks to reconstruct the multi-layered dialogue of Hungarian intellectuals with the Communist doctrine from the short-lived Soviet Republic to the end of Communist rule in Hungary. Revisiting a number of paradigmatic cases from Georg Lukács and the Polányi brothers, through Attila József, Béla Balázs and József Révai, to members of the Lukács-school and “Lukács kindergarten,” it focuses on three issues that can serve as a typological frame for discussing the relationship of Eastern European intellectuals and the radical left from the perspective of the history of political thought. These are: the available alternative traditions of leftism in a given historical context, the discourses of “conversion” and “heresy,“ and the transnational networks of ideological transfer. Using this analytical framework the paper seeks to transcend the two – equally ahistoric – grand narratives usually employed when dealing with the topic, namely the moralizing and romanticizing readings. Instead, it tries to reconstruct the ideological frameworks of some of the protagonists in view of the horizons of expectation and spaces of experience of historical actors in the given historical moment, while also paying attention to the broader regional dynamic.
BIOGRAPHY:

Balázs Trencsényi is an Associate Professor at the History Department of Central European University, Budapest, and co-director of Pasts, Inc., Center for Historical Studies at CEU. He holds a Ph.D. in Comparative History from CEU (2004). He is associate editor of the periodical East Central Europe (Brill Publishers) and co-editor of the Hungarian cultural monthly 2000. His main field of interest is the history of political thought in East Central Europe. In the last decade he was Associate Fellow at the Centre for Advanced Study Sofia, Junior Fellow at the Collegium Budapest, Andrew W. Mellon-Fellow at the Wissenschaftskolleg zu Berlin, and Junior Visiting Fellow at IWM Vienna. In 2008 he has received a European Research Council grant for 5 years as principal investigator in the project “Negotiating Modernity”: History of Modern Political Thought in East-Central Europe (www.negotiating.cas.bg). Apart from his recent monograph published by Routledge, The Politics of "National Character": A Study in Interwar East European Thought, he is also the author of numerous studies and book chapters, as well as a collection of studies, A politika nyelvei [The languages of politics], published in Hungarian (2007). In addition, he has co-edited a number of volumes on political ideas and historiography in the region, including Nation-Building and Contested Identities: Romanian and Hungarian Case Studies (with C. Iordachi, C. Petrescu, D. Petrescu and Z. Kántor, 2001); Discourses of Collective Identity in Central and Southeast Europe (1775-1945): Texts and Commentaries, Vols. I-II (with M. Kopeček, 2006-7); Narratives Unbound: Historical Studies in Post-Communist Eastern Europe (with S. Antohi and P. Apor, 2007) and Whose Love of Which Country? Composite States, National Histories and Patriotic Discourses in Early Modern East Central Europe (with M. Zászkaliczky, 2010).
Richard Wolin

• The Anti-Totalitarian Itinerary of Claude Lefort 
ABSTRACT:
Among French intellectuals for years it was fashionable to maintain that it was better to be wrong with Sartre, the philo-communist and fellow-traveler, than right with Aron, the stalwart anticommunist. It was only following the 1974 publication of Alexander Solzhenitsyn’s pathbreaking exposé of the Soviet Gulag that the flaws of this mentality were permanently exposed. It was at this point that France belatedly experienced the political epiphany or prise de conscience known as the “anti-totalitarian moment”: a veritable point of no return concerning the delusions of fellow-traveling, philo-communism, and tiers mondisme. 


 When one pauses for a moment to reconstruct the intellectual genesis of the anti-totalitarian moment in France, the political itinerary of Claude Lefort in particular stands out for its perspicacity and clairvoyance. At a point when many on the French left continued to remain in awe of the French Communist Party (PCF) – and, hence, intellectually paralyzed – as a result of its resistance heroics, Lefort was able, almost single-handedly, to buck this trend. Thus, already by the early 1950s, Lefort had developed a penetrating and original critique of the communist worldview, vigorously opposing Sartre’s contention in The Communists and Peace that the Communist Party, despite its well-known authoritarian and sanguinary political proclivities, remained the sole vehicle of salvation for the international working class.

One of Lefort’s distinct claims to fame as a theorist was to have introduced the neologism “the political” into French discourse. That he felt the need to coin a new word to discuss and interpret political events (évenéments) reflected the impoverishment of postwar French political thought – a situation overdetermined by intellectual hegemony of Marxism, a paradigm in which economic determinants and the “mode of production” reigned supreme. By employing this adjective as a nominative, Lefort opened up a space in which, among French intellectuals, it was once again possible to think in modes that transcended the blackmail of “historical materialism.” In the words of Alain Touraine: “[Lefort] is one of those whom, along with Hannah Arendt, and still more Raymond Aron and Francois Furet, disrupted totalitarian thought by demonstrating that political action remained possible, must remain autonomous, and could never be reduced to a specific ideology in the service of interests.”
BIOGRAPHY:
Richard Wolin is Distinguished Professor of History at the Graduate Center of the City University of New York. He is the author of Heidegger’s Children: Hannah Arendt, Karl Löwith, Hans Jonas, and Herbert Marcuse, The Seduction of Unreason: the Intellectual Romance with Fascism from Nietzsche to Postmodernism, and, most recently, The Wind From the East: French Intellectuals, the Cultural Revolution and the Legacy of the 1960s (all published by Princeton University Press). He frequently writes on political themes for Dissent, the Nation, and the New Republic. His books have been translated into ten languages.
Stanislao G. Pugliese
• Resisting the Totalitarian Temptation: Carlo Rosselli and Ignazio Silone
ABSTRACT:

Fascism in Italy created an alluring temptation for a diverse group of Italian intellectuals. Many succumbed, including some of the most creative and innovative artists, philosophers, theorists, scholars and academics. Their story has been well told. But there was a minority of Italian intellectuals who resisted the totalitarian temptation. This presentation will focus on two different figures: Ignazio Silone (1900-1978), a founding member of the PCI and Carlo Rosselli (1899-1937), the creative and heretical founder of Giustizia e Liberta’. While Silone had to experience totalitarianism first hand before painfully extricating himself from the Stalinist nightmare, Rosselli seemed to be “inoculated” from the beginning. We will examine their different intellectual formations and theoretical analyses, with some suggestions concerning contemporary Italy and the phenomenon of “Berlusconismo.”
BIOGRAPHY:
Stanislao G. Pugliese is professor of modern European history and the Queensboro Unico Distinguished Professor of Italian and Italian American Studies at Hofstra University. In 2005, he was named Teacher of the Year by the Association of Italian American Educators. Dr. Pugliese is a former research fellow at the Italian Academy for Advanced Studies at Columbia University, the United States Holocaust Memorial Museum in Washington, D.C. Oxford University and Harvard University. A specialist on the Italian anti-fascist Resistance and Italian Jews, he is the author, editor or translator of a dozen books on Italian and Italian American history. His first book, Carlo Rosselli: Socialist Heretic and Antifascist Exile (Harvard University Press, 1999) has been translated into Italian, Russian and Romanian. 

His essays on Italian and Italian-American history and culture regularly appear in academic and popular journals. He is the editor of the Italian and Italian American Studies series published by Palgrave Macmillan. He is the author of Desperate Inscriptions: Graffiti from the Nazi Prison in Rome, 1943-1944 and editor of Fascism, Anti-Fascism and the Resistance in Italy. A volume of collected essays, The Legacy of Primo Levi appeared in 2005. Columbia University Press published his new edition of Carlo Levi’s Fear of Freedom in 2008 while Answering Auschwitz: Primo Levi’s Science and Humanism After the Fall recently appeared.  In 2009, Farrar, Straus & Giroux published his book, Bitter Spring: A Life of Ignazio Silone which has won the Fraenkel Prize in London, the Premio Flaiano in Italy and the Howard Marraro Prize from the American Historical Association.
Professor Pugliese is currently working on a new book, tentatively titled Dancing on a Volcano: A Cultural History of Naples.

Michael Scammell

• Arthur Koestler and the Temptations of Utopianism
ABSTRACT:
Arthur Koestler’s fascination with ideology began when he was a student at the Vienna Technical University (Technische Hochschule) in the 1920’s and experienced the excesses of anti-Semitism . The ideology that captured him first was Zionism, which preached that Jews could overcome anti-Semitism only by founding a European-style state in the former Jewish home of Palestine. Koestler moved to Palestine in 1926 and for five years was a passionate propagandist of Zionism before losing faith and returning to Europe. 


Koestler’s faith was inspired by a form of utopianism, whose roots were psychological as well as ideological, stemming from a lonely and unhappy childhood, rootlessness, insecurity, and a severe inferiority complex. His yearning for a better, if not perfect, life, reasserted itself when he moved to Berlin in 1932 and was horrified by the rise of Hitler’s fascism and a new form of anti-Semitism. Certain Central European, Jewish intellectuals persuaded him that the perfect antidote to both anti-Semitism and fascism was Marxism, and Koestler became a passionate convert. He joined the underground German Communist Party and soon found his way to the Soviet Union, where, suppressing doubts about Soviet backwardness and authoritarianism, he wrote a book extolling the marvels of the system.


Later, in Paris, working for Willi Münzenberg’s propaganda organization, he sublimated his doubts about communism by attacking the ideology of fascism, and went to Spain three times during the Spanish Civil War as both a spy and a correspondent. On his third visit he was captured and spent three months in jail expecting a death sentence. After witnessing the similarities between fascist and communist oppression, he renounced communism and became a fierce opponent of both.


I will show how these experiences informed Koestler’s best known books, among them Dialogue with Death, Darkness at Noon, Arrow in the Blue, The Yogi and the Commissar, The Invisible Writing, and the lead essay in The God that Failed; and also how, as a noted cold warrior, his “ideology” was now an anti-ideology, defined by ideology but no longer equivalent to it, which continued to surface (with utopianism) in his scientific books, in which he attacked the deterministic elements of behaviorism and neo-Darwinism and held out hopes(albeit faint) for future human happiness.
BIOGRAPHY:
Michael Scammell is the author of two major literary biographies, Koestler: the Literary and Political Odyssey of a Twentieth Century Skeptic, published in 2009, which won the American PEN/Jacqueline Bograd Weld and the Spears Magazine (UK) prizes for biography in 2010, and was shortlisted for the Los Angeles Times Biography Prize; and Solzhenitsyn, a Biography, published in 1984, which won the Los Angeles Times Book Prize for biography and the English PEN Nonfiction Prize for best biography in 1985. He is the editor of The Solzhenitsyn Files, Unofficial Art from the Soviet Union, and Russia's Other Writers, and has translated many books from Russian, including Nabokov's The Defense and The Gift (in collaboration with the author), Crime and Punishment by Dostoyevsky, Childhood, Boyhood and Youth by Tolstoy, and memoirs by Soviet dissidents Anatoly Marchenko and Vladimir Bukovsky. He has also translated short stories and poetry from Serbo-Croatian and Slovenian, including Nothing Is Lost, the Selected Poems of Edvard Kocbek, published by the Princeton University Press in spring 2004. He has written for The Times, The Times Literary Supplement, The Guardian, The Observer, The New York Review of Books, The New York Times Book Review, The Los Angeles Times Book Review, The New Republic, and Harper's. He was the founder and first editor (1972-1980) of the London-based Human Rights journal, Index on Censorship; chaired International PEN's Writers in Prison Committee from 1976-1986; was President of PEN American Center from 1996-1999; and in 2006 co-founded the Center for Literary Translation at Columbia. He has received fellowships and awards from the Guggenheim Foundation, the National Endowment for the Humanities, the Wilson Center, Columbia University, Harvard University, the Rockefeller Foundation, the Ford Foundation, the Arts Council of Great Britain, and the Leverhulme Trust.

Jeffrey Isaac

• What Albert Camus Learned About Political Violence
ABSTRACT:
Albert Camus was one of the most important and influential political writers of the twentieth century. A member of what Paul Wilkinson has called the “resistance generation” who struggled against fascist and communist forms of totalitarianism, he became famous in the 1950’s for his critique of the widespread faith in political violence as a means of political empowerment. Camus’s defense of a “moderate” and self-limiting radicalism that is alive to complex relations between ends and means is well known. In this paper I will sketch out the process of political learning and self-criticism through which Camus came to this perspective, focusing on his polemical exchanges with Francois Mauriac about the validity of a “purge” (“epuration”) of French political life in the immediate aftermath of the Liberation from Nazi occupation. Camus’s debate with Mauriac, which culminated in his own public acknowledgment that he had been wrong to support a “purge,” has been widely discussed. My purpose is not to present any new information or even to present a novel interpretation of Camus’s basic ethical stance, but rather to treat this episode as a profile in a particular kind of political courage and ethical responsibility that has much to teach us.
BIOGRAPHY:
Jeffrey C. Isaac was an undergraduate at Queens College, CUNY, and received his Ph.D. from Yale University in 1983. Since 1987 he has taught at Indiana University, where he is James H. Rudy Professor of Political Science. In 2009 hewas named Editor in Chief of Perspectives on Politics, a flagship journal of the American Political Science Association.

Professor Isaac has published four books, edited two anthologies, and published over 75 articles and essays. He recently completed a new edition of the Communist Manifesto, which will appear in Yale University Press’s Rethinking the Western Tradition series, with essays by Steven Lukes, SaskiaSassen, Vladimir Tismaneanu, Stephen Eric Bronner, and himself. He also recently co-edited America Through European Eyes (Pennsylvania State University Press, 2009) along with his colleague Aurelian Craiutu.

Much of Professor Isaac’s research is located in the space where political theory intersects with political science more generally. His book The Poverty of Progressivism (Rowman& Littlefield, 2003) is an interpretive essay on the decline of liberal progressive politics in the United States. Democracy in Dark Times (Cornell, 1998) offers an interpretationof the fate of democratic impulses in the wake of the Eastern European revolutions of 1989. Arendt, Camus and Modern Rebellion (Yale, 1992) is a comparison of the writings of Hannah Arendt and Albert Camus, which seeks both to read these authors in light of their historical contexts and to underscore their contemporary relevance.

Isaac has recently written or published essays on John Dewey’s WWI experience, Albert Camus’s experience of post-WWII French reconstruction, and the challenges of academic freedom in China. His longer-term projects include a collection of essays on the history and future of political science in the US and a series of essays on the links between “democracy studies” and democratization.
Constantin Iordachi
• Romanian Intellectuals and the Specter of Interwar Fascism
ABSTRACT:
The Legion of the Archangel Michael (also known as the Iron Guard) has been generally regarded as one of the most vigorous but also peculiar fascist movements in interwar Europe, due to its mass appeal, its religious character, and its violent, terroristic nature. Elsewhere, I have re-conceptualized the Legion as a charismatic-revolutionary fascist organization (2004). Building on Max Weber's theoretical framework on charismatic authority as well as on recent interdisciplinary additions and reformulations, I have employed the concept of charisma to denote not simply the leader Corneliu Zelea Codreanu's “capacity of attraction,” but an explicit form of legitimising and organising the Legion's totalizing power. Based on an analysis of the movement's genesis, structure and organization, social composition, and political evolution, I have argued that the Legion was a totalitarian political organization; while inheriting major themes of palingenetic Romantic nationalism, its ideology reinterpreted them in novel forms, adapting them to the new socio-political context of interwar Romania. I have concluded that the movement exhibits a third major example of charismatic fascism, alongside the “paradigmatic” cases of Nazi Germany and Fascist Italy (2004; 2009). In this paper, I tackle the following analytical issue: How can one account for the massive enrollment of intellectuals into the Legion's ranks? To answer this question, I employ sociological as well as psycho-historical perspectives, paying attention to major socio-political cleavages in Greater Romania, which created structural conditions for the emergence of radical parities, but also to the Legion's messianic ideology and ritual practice, thus accounting for the fascination it exercised on the young generation. I focus mainly on two prominent groups of intellectuals' attitude toward the Iron Guard: the Criterion debating circle and the Axa circle, the latter grouped around the magazine with the same name. While the Criterion circle was not unitary in its attitude toward the Legion and has disintegrated into various factions, Axa provided a leading forum of Legionary propaganda. Its team of constant and devoted collaborators systematized the Legion’s ideas into a comprehensive ideology, spelling out its similarities and differences to Italian Fascism and German National Socialism. I also discuss the role played by Nae Ionescu in the ideological conversion of the young generation to fascism: under his "spiritual" patronage, the Legion benefited from waves of intellectual sympathizers, followers of the controversial but adulated professor. The most important individual cases discussed in the paper are those of Mircea Eliade, Emil Cioran, and Constantin Noica, but also of other intellectuals who did not share the ideological views of the radical nationalist nucleus of their respective circles and were therefore marginalized, such as the playwrights Eugene Ionesco and Mihail Sebastian. I conclude that the substantial infusion of young intellectuals into the Legion marked a turning point in the movement's history, strengthening its public image and political visibility, and preparing it for political prominence.
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Vladimir Petrovic

• Yugoslav Intellectuals and the Concept of Ethnic Cleansing
ABSTRACT:
The presentation will focus on the role of Yugoslav intellectuals in conceptualizing the term “ethnic cleansing”. The term gained visibility in the course of the collapse of Yugoslavia, both in its Serbo-Croat form (etničko čišćenje) and the translations (eng. ethnic cleansing, de. ethnische Säuberung, fr. nettoyage ethnique, ru. этническая чистка). It stood for violence, ranging from expulsion to genocide, purported to secure control over given territory through exclusion of ethnically “others”. Although term is widely used, its analytical usefulness and appropriateness remain contested in the academia. In an attempt to contribute to this debate the presentation focuses on its prehistory by shedding light on the evolution of the term characterized by amalgamation of two explosive concepts – that of ethnicity and of purity. Gradual “ethnicisation” of the term cleansing, routinely used to denote the obliteration of political enemies is observed in different European contexts in the first decades of the 20th century, owing to the advent of anthropological discourses which led to objectification of nation, race and ethnicity as agents of history. Still, the coinage of the term ethnically pure (etnički čisto) appears to be the product of interwar Yugoslav version of “landscaping the human garden”. Resting on decades-long fixation of Yugoslav intellectuals on migrations of population, worded in different athropogeographical and ethnopsychological theories, further fueled by wartime genocidal practices, the desire to create an ethnically pure appeared in Yugoslav political language, culminating with the coinage of the term “ethnically pure” by the end of the Second World War. Reinvention of the term in the context of the crisis and dissolution of Communist Yugoslavia could hence be interpreted as a linguistic aspect of the archaisation of politics, prompting the breakdown along the lines of ethnic division through a rediscovered dream of ethnic purity.
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Michal Kopecek

• Czech Intellectuals and the National Road to Socialism
ABSTRACT:
The ambiguous relationship of radical socialism to modern nationalism was encoded already in the teachings of the ‘founding fathers’ Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels. In general, nationalism was a rival and enemy to revolutionary socialism as it postulated the formation of the proletariat as a force transcending national and state identities and operating ideally on supranational scale. At the same time, however, revolutionary socialists often used and frequently gave up to the influence and emotional reservoir of national identities for their own strategic purposes or conceptual claims. The paper - taking as its point of departure the concept of ‘national road to socialism’ in its dual meaning; tactical and theoretical - intends to show the complicated and dynamic development of these central motives (Revolution, National Emancipation) of the twentieth century ‘ideological storms’ on the Czech and Czechoslovak example. It shall focus on two major Czech communist political thinkers and activists Zdenek Nejedly and Karel Kosik. The ‘last Hussite preacher’ and probably the most successful postwar ideologue of national Bolshevism in East Central Europe, Nejedly, and the Marxist revisionist rebel and philosophical guru of the ‘socialism with human face’, Kosik, represent two completely different existential, generational, and intellectual responses of Czech radical Left to the challenges of their times.
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Cristian Vasile

• Party Intellectuals and Romanian National Stalinism
ABSTRACT:
The former communist ideologue Dumitru Popescu was one of the dignitaries promoted under the two post-war Romanian dictators – Gheorghe Gheorghiu-Dej and Nicolae Ceauşescu. In the early 1970s, he was perceived among the communists within Romanian Politburo as the party intellectual. After 1989, revolution Popescu embodied the writer who encouraged the malignant nostalgia for national Stalinism through the agency of thousands of pages of self serving memoirs, autobiographical novels and prison diaries. In the late 1970s and early 1980s his literary advisor was the poet Adrian Păunescu. The latter offered Popescu numerous suggestions for improving his trilogy entitled The Fist and the Palm, a metaphor of communist power in post-war Romania. Păunescu was also one of the most important pillars of the personality cult of Ceauşescu and he strongly undermined in the 1980s the emergence of a possible alternative culture under national Stalinism. Upon his death in 2010, various journalists and even historians showed an uncritical approach regarding Păunescu’s involvement with the communist regime and his contribution to the nationalization of the regime’s ideology. 
Some researchers suggested that preeminently in the 1960s the communist regime developed discourses and practices that allowed it to gradually reinvent itself into a national totalitarian movement. Especially under Ceauşescu, the RCP and the mass organizations embodied this national totalitarian movement, which rehabilitated the founding myths of the Romanian identity mainly provided by the ethnocratic populism promoted in the discourse of Fascist Legionary Movement, Pro-Nazi Marshall Ion Antonescu, and King Carol II. However, significant doctrinal characters of Stalinism survived in Ceauşescu’s socialism. With the help  of cadres files and other archival sources, the presentation will focus  on the specific contribution of Dumitru Popescu and Adrian Păunescu to the forging of such ideological graft.
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Research Fellow at the “Nicolae Iorga” History Institute of the Romanian Academy (Bucharest) and Scientific Director of the Institute for the Investigation of the Communist Crimes and the Memory of Romanian Exile. PhD in History. He was Scientific Secretary of the Presidential Commission for the Analysis of the Communist Dictatorship in Romania and coordinator of the Presidential Advisory Commission for the Analysis of the Communist Dictatorship in Romania. He has written numerous articles on church and politics in twentieth‐century Romania and on politics of culture under communism. He is author of four books in Romanian: Literature and the Arts under Communist Regime, 1948–1953 (2010), The Perfect Acrobat. Leonte Răutu, the Masks of Evil, in collaboration with Vladimir Tismaneanu (2008), The Romanian Orthodox Church in the First Communist Decade (2005); Between Vatican and Kremlin: Greek Catholic Church under Communist regime (2003). Among his edited publications: The History of the Greek Catholic Church under the Communist Regime – Documents and Interviews (2003). He was also co‐author and co‐editor of the Final Report of the Presidential Commission for the Analysis of the Romanian Communist Dictatorship (2006; Humanitas: 2007). He recently published another volume in Romanian entitled The Communist Cultural Policies during Gheorghiu-Dej Regime.
Nikos Marantzidis

• Greek Intellectuals and the Fascination of Communism: ‘The Failed Grafting’ (1924-1949)
ABSTRACT:
As in other Communist Parties, a significant number of the members of the Communist Party of Greece (KKE) have originated from the strata of middle-class intellectuals. There is, however, need for two key observations to be made. Firstly, that relationship has not been constant over time. There has been a fluctuation in the presence of intellectuals within the ranks of the party, associated with broader political development in the country. Secondly, despite the existence of intellectuals having a substantial intellectual scope, the Communist Party has never been marked by them.
The Greek Communism cannot invoke a case analogous to that of Lenin and Trotsky in Russia, of Gramsci in Italy, or of Lukacs in Hungary. It is characteristic, for example, that ever since the imposition of Nikos Zachariadis to the KKE leadership of the by the Comintern in 1931 up to 1989 not one secretary general of the Party had any academic education whatsoever.
In the interwar years, despite the existence of a number of intellectuals who contributed to the founding of CPG, bolshevization of the party imposed quite early by the Comintern expelled them from it. Two factors have actually played a role: the line on the Macedonian issue and the enactment of specific legislation by Venizelos liberal government to address those who publicly supported revolutionary or secessionist ideas, which acted as a deterrent to inducing new partisans.
The Second World War, the following German occupation and, eventually, the Resistance, in which the Communist Party took a leading role, changed the data. The patriotic rhetoric on the part of the Party brought in a large part of young intellectuals, students and teachers in particular. The 1943-1949 civil war, especially its last phase 1946-1949, however, also held back the advancement of the Communist Party within the middle strata of intellectuals once more.
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Jan Werner Mueller

• A Post-Post-Liberal Order: Intellectuals and the Reinvention of European Democracy after 1945
ABSTRACT:
Many historians describe political developments in post-war Western Europe as a ‘return of democracy’ or a ‘revival of liberalism’. This essay argues that after 1945 West European elites created a novel configuration of political institutions and attendant political justifications that were much more innovative than generally thought; they constituted a new model of how to integrate liberalism and democracy, against the background of the totalitarian experience of mid-twentieth-century Europe: if fascism and state socialism created self-consciously post-liberal political orders, the point was to craft a post-post-liberal set of arrangements which reflected the lessons learnt from the great totalitarian ‘experiments’. The essay will discuss the thinkers – some of whom are almost entirely forgotten today -- who devised and publicly justified this new understanding of political order. It also argues that this anti-totalitarian order – while certainly resisting ‘totalitarian temptations’ – has also been haunted by a particular specter ever since the 1950s: populism.
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Jeffrey Wasserstrom

• China's Shades of Red--Or How 'Communist' is the Chinese Communist Party?
ABSTRACT:
How should we think about the People’s Republic of China, which is still governed by a Communist Party, yet looks so different in many ways from the Soviet bloc countries of the Cold War era? This presentation will approach this question from a variety of angles. It will focus in part on continuity and change in the way China’s leaders of the last few decades have defined and defended their political system, and have modified their ideology to, for example, downplay class struggle and play up the importance of the very Confucian traditions that Mao once reviled.  It will also, though, come at the question in less expected ways. For example, it will ask whether a political joke that was once told throughout the state socialist world, but lost its meaning in Central and Eastern Europe after the transitions there in 1989, still makes sense to people living in China. It will explore the degree to which George Orwell’s 1984, so often treated as the ideal lens through which to view countries governed by Communist systems, retains its relevance for contemporary China—arguing that, with the PRC, we now need to make room for thinking as well about the quite different vision of authoritarianism delineated in Aldous Huxley’s Brave New World. And it will look at the way that Nathan Sharansky’s famous “town square test” does and does not help us make sense of what has been going in China’s urban plazas and the virtual public arena of Chinese cyberspace in recent years.
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Dick Howard
• Discussant - Intellectuals and the Challenges of a Century 
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Dennis Deletant

• Discussant - From Extremes to Disillusion in Eastern Europe 
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Cristina Vatulescu
• Discussant - Avatars of Communism in Europe
BIOGRAPHY:
Cristina Vatulescu is an Assistant Professor of Comparative Literature at New York University. Her first book, Police Aesthetics: Literature, Film, and the Secret Police in Soviet Times was published by Stanford University Press in 2010 and received the 2011 Heldt Prize for the best book by a woman in any area of Slavic/Eastern European/Eurasian studies from the Association for Women in Slavic Studies.
Ian Ward

• Discussant - Politics between Revolution and Utopia 
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Bogdan Cristian Iacob
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