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Conference Programme

FRIDAY 22 MAY (Room 104)

8:15 - 8:45 Registration
8:45 Welcome

9:00 - 10:30 Session 1: Disaster Nationalism, Society of Control and Moral Violence
Chair: Mirka Horova

Martin Prochdazka, “Demise of Liberal Democracy? Avoiding the Disaster of the Society of Control”
Martin Stefl, “‘Neither Authentic nor Naturally Evolved’: Argumentation Strategies in Contemporary
Central-European (Disaster) Nationalist Discourse”

Noemi Bravend, “Moral Violence and Catastrophic Nationalism”

10:30-11:00 Coffee Break

11:00-12:15 Keynote 1:
Chair: Martin Prochazka

Murray Pittock, “The Natures of European Nationalism: Simple Questions, Complex Problems and
Disastrous Answers”

12:15-13:30 Lunch Break (lunch is not provided)

13:30-15:30 Session 2: Varieties of Nationalism
Diasporic Identifications, Repressive Marginalization, Millennialist Conspiracies, Sacralised Nationhood
Chair: Martin Prochazka

Zdenék Uherek, “Diasporic Identifications with the Nation and State: Czech Citizens Leaving the Country of
Origin and Their Returns”

Svetlusa Surova, ““We Were Like Dogs Locked in Here’: Dissenting Voices from the Quarantined Roma
Settlements during the First Wave of the COVID-19 Pandemic in Slovakia”

Zuzana Marie Kosti¢ova, “New Age Spirituality, Millennialism and Conspiracism: From Progressive to
Apocalyptic”

Zdenko Sirka, “Religious Nationalism in Serbia”

15:30-16:00 Coffee Break

16:00-17:00 Session 3: Brexit Legacies - Migration Myths and Agonism
Chair: Radvan Markus

Cornel Borit, “Albion under Invasion: Debunking Migration Myths in Brexit Literature”
Mirka Horova, “Swings and Roundabouts? The Rise of the Greens and Reform”

17:15-18:15 Session 4: Minority Languages, Nationalism and Interculturalism
Chair: Mirka Horova

Radvan Markus, “The Inclusive Aspect of the Irish Language”
Petra Johana Poncarova, “Resistance Potential of Creative Language Activism: A Case Study in Scottish

Gaelic and Esperanto”

18:15-19:30 Conference Drinks



SATURDAY 23 MAY (Room 104)

9:00 — 10:30 Session 5: Nationalism in Kitch, Videogames and Pop-culture - Propaganda, Nostalgia,
Stereotyping
Chair: Petra Poncarova

Lina Vekeman, “From Soviet Kitsch to Pro-Russian Kitsch: An Aesthetics of Propaganda”

Zoheb Mashiur, “Fascist and Communist Fantasies of Nostalgic Nationalism in the Video Game Disco
Elysium (2019)”

Philippe Brillet, “Could Dracula Really Be Back in Ireland? Unionist Nationalism and Anti-Balkan Rage”

10:30-11:00 Coffee Break

11:00-12:15 Keynote 2:
Chair: Pavel Drabek

Luba Jurgenson, “The Discourse of Disaster and Its Contemporary Metamorphoses: From Cultural
Construction to Weapon of War”

12:15-13:30 Lunch Break (lunch is not provided)

13:30-15:30 Session 6: Imperialism and Nationalism - Russia, Ukraine, Hungary, Georgia and Abkhazia
Chair: Martin Prochazka

Denys Sultanhaliiev (online), “The Irony and Tragedy of Falsified Internationalism”

Kamila Veverkova, “The National Question of SubCarpathian Rus: Historical Narratives in Contemporary
Hungarian Discourse”

Ketevan Epadze, “Negotiating Imperial Past: Competing Russian and Abkhaz National Narratives over

the Russian-Caucasian War (1817-1864)"

Ana Tivadze, “Ethnopolitical Conflict and Cultural Elites: Georgian and Abkhazian Mass Mobilization in the
Late Soviet Period (1970-1992)”

15:30-16:00 Coffee Break

16:00-17:30 Panel: Nationalisms and Literary Exiles (organized by Pavel Drabek)

Pavel Drabek, “The ‘Duodomy’ of Exiled Literature: Literary Politics in Heterotopic Europe”
Tana DluhosSova, “When Exiles Rule: A Taiwanese Intervention in Exile Theory”

Thomas Loy, “/‘Dancing with the Devils’ — Hamid Ismailov’s Novels”

Adéla Provaznikova, “The Politics of Literary Prizes and ‘The Making of a Successful Author’”
Hana Pavelkova, “Exiled in ‘The North’: Hassan Blasim’s Sololand”

17:30 End of the Conference



Abstracts of Presentations

Friday, 22 May 2026

Session 1: Disaster Nationalism, Society of Control and Moral Violence (9:00-10:30)

Martin Prochazka (Charles University, Faculty of Arts)
“Demise of Liberal Democracy? Avoiding the Disaster of the Society of Control”

The erosion of liberal democracy started after the terrorist attacks of 2001 and continued in a series of crises,
including the depression in 2008-9, covid pandemic and Putin’s aggressive war aiming to restore the imperial
position and authority of Russia. What almost escaped notice in the tumult of recent global situation was
the deep impact of the internet on the structure of liberal democracies.

As Giles Deleuze demonstrated in 1990, the internet as a seemingly open and decentralized network
of social communication has profoundly transformed individual identities. In contrast to “disciplinary
societies” described by Michel Foucault, where individuals are shaped in closed and discrete environments
constructed by the dominant disciplinary discourses (schools, armies, factories, clinics and prisons),
“societies of control” no longer consist of closed formative environments, discourses of discipline and
techniques of surveillance. They are characterized by undulatory movements of internet surfing and
networking, which may offer illusory freedom. However, individual identities are simultaneously dissolved
into clusters of data (profiles, gaming roles, etc.) managed by the algorithms of search and recommendation
engines and easily manipulated by marketing and political disinformation. Individuals, the building blocks of
liberal democracies, are thus dissipated into “dividuals” devoid of socially important qualities, namely of
integrity and responsibility. They live and act in the illusion of freedom provided by the speed of information
flows, global outreach of social platforms and the creative potential of artificial intelligence. Social platforms
function as “plateaus of intensity” (Deleuze and Guattari), but they are no longer linked by the “planes of
consistency.” They accumulate and augment the enraged outbursts of dividuals connected by common
desire of revenge and attacking targets offered them by disinformers and political marketeers. Individual
and collective traumas and grievances are transformed into manifestos of genocidal violence and shared by
tribally organized clusters of dividuals. Gaming culture thriving on the internet greatly contributes to the
rapid spread of murderous and suicidal discourses shaping the lone-wolf killers (Richard Seymour).

Importantly, the responsibility for these features of “disaster nationalism” is not of the internet or
Al, which “determine environments unobservedly” (Dieter Mersch). It consists in the lack of
(self)consciousness and resilience of their users and — even more — in the interventions political and
economic manipulators. The promulgators of “disaster nationalism” are using media to disintegrate and
paralyze individuals and to suppress the civic society. Nonetheless, the insolence, lies and stratagems of
nationalist leaders can also mobilize individual integrity and moral and political consciousness, which now
find their expression in grassroots movements aiming to restore political dimensions of individual and social
lives and thus to revive democratic societies.

Martin Stefl (University of Chemistry and Technology, Prague, School of Business)
“’Neither Authentic nor Naturally Evolved’: Argumentation Strategies in Contemporary Central-European
(Disaster) Nationalist Discourse”

In his address to the 23rd Vienna Congress held in January 2026, Vaclav Klaus referred to the EU as “neither
an authentic nor a naturally evolved ... construct without any democratic legitimacy” and concluded that
“due to it, Europe can’t have a real policy (or politics)” (Klaus 2026). As a former president of the Czech
Republic and a staunch defender of the traditional national state against globalism, progressivism,
multiculturalism, environmentalism and genderism (Klaus 2024), Klaus’ near-apocalyptic vision of
postnational Europe can be read as a specific strain of Central-European disaster-nationalist “catastrophilia”
(Seymour 2025, 51) that targets the supranationalist EU and its “ideology”. If, as Seymour argues in his
Disaster Nationalism, “the threshold for uptake of these ideas is [indeed] lower than we might have



assumed” (Seymour 2025, 14), we need to understand not only the mechanisms of their dissemination
(e.g., social media), but also their persuasive appeal. Focusing on Klaus and other key proponents of various
strains of new nationalism in V4 countries — including Orban, Fico and Kaczynski —, the paper will analyse
selected elements of the new nationalist political discourse targeting the EU in the discursive space between
disinformation and hate speech (Koblizek et al. 2025) and conspiracy theories (Cassam 2019). Using content
analysis and standard argumentation theory (van Eemeren 1996), the paper will argue that contemporary
Central-European nationalist discourse relies on a hybrid argumentative strategy combining identity
argumentation and positioning (MclLean et al., 2024), narrative reasoning (Beasley 2025), logical fallacies
and subversive rhetoric. By building a better understanding of the persuasive strategies at work in this and
similar discourses, the paper aspires to contribute to building a more resilient and hence democratic society
(McDougall 2019).

Noemi Bravena (Charles University, Hussite Theological Faculty)
“Moral Violence and Catastrophic Nationalism”

Moral violence often accompanies conflicts and crisis situations. It arises from moral judgments directed at
individuals and communities. Practices such as labeling and blame attribution may appear to be part of
conflict resolution; however, they can also have profound and long-lasting consequences. Moral violence
plays a destructive role in conflict dynamics and may reshape a person’s identity by failing to satisfy their
basic need for safety and security and by orienting them toward different aims in the constitution of national
identity. According to Seymour, this problem is exacerbated in contexts where communities lack resilience
mechanisms. This paper examines moral violence as a general phenomenon, its role in catastrophic
nationalism, and its consequences for individuals, groups, and identities. The main conclusions will be
compared with ethnic nationalism, particularly with regard to the formation of national identity and the
significance of the values of a community. Factors that may contribute both to the development of resilience
mechanisms and to the destabilization of individuals and groups will be examined.

Keynote 1 (11:00 - 12:15)

Murray Pittock (University of Glasgow)
“The Natures of European Nationalism: Simple Questions, Complex Problems and Disastrous Answers”

This address will examine some of the kinds of European nationalism, suggesting the importance of forms
and features rather than taxonomies and types. It argues that nationalism is not contemporary or episodic,
but perennial and near-universal, though its features and most importantly its temperature and intensity
differs across time. Territory, language, belonging and prosperity are normally the leading indicators of
raised temperature which leads to political risk. The higher the temperature rises in these areas, the more
likely it is that the political solutions offered to ease it will be simplistic ones, as in nearly all areas, the key
signifiers of intensity risk are those most closely associated with Neolithic and indeed primate social culture.
Although the ‘Disaster Nationalism’ thesis associated with Seymour appears to address this problem, it only
does so from one perspective, and there are serious questions about its author’s role as a disinterested
spectator, and the study’s avoidance of the existence of left as well as right populism.



Session 2: Varieties of Nationalism (13:30-15:30)
Diasporic Identifications, Repressive Marginalization, Millennialist Conspiracies,
Sacralised Nationhood

Zdenék Uherek (Czech Academy of Sciences, Institute of Ethnology)
“Diasporic Identifications with the Nation and State: Czech Citizens Leaving the Country of Origin and Their
Returns”

The concepts of “nation” and “nationalism” have undergone a disjunction, especially since the 1980s, and
are often unrelated to each other (Uherek, 2023). The concept of "nationalisms" refers to a range of activities
that are not interconnected; therefore, there is a wide spectrum of nationalisms, including "Disaster
Nationalism," whose rhetoric differentiates. What to label as nationalism is relatively deliberate. The
denomination “nationalists” is almost always used as an exonym, and externally labelled nationalists
frequently do not refer to nations but address or speak on behalf of citizens, inhabitants of a given country,
the general public, working strata, and the like. Anthropologists rarely use such exonyms groups they study.

In my contribution, | will therefore not speak directly about "nationalisms," but about
"identifications" of actors. | will focus on diasporas of migrants from Czechia and their identification with
their country of origin. | will include new migrations, traditional diasporas, and diasporas with return
migration. In this context, the migration of Volhynian Czechs (return 1945-1947) and the so-called Chernobyl
Czechs (return 1991-1993) is particularly interesting. The relationship of Roma in Canada to Czechia will also
be mentioned. Using the above examples, | will show that each such group creates its own narrative about
Czechia. These include conspiracy theories, some of which are sharply confrontational towards other groups,
as in Disaster Nationalism, and are frequently borrowed from other discourses (ecological disasters,
pandemics, migration). | will present the individual narratives based on empirical data: in all cases, from
interviews we conducted in groups; in the case of new migration from the Czech Republic abroad, also based
on questionnaire surveys; and in the case of Roma in Canada, based on an analysis of press reports.

Svetlusa Surova (Minority Issues Research Institute - MIRI, Bratislava, Slovakia)
“’\We Were Like Dogs Locked in Here’: Dissenting Voices from the Quarantined Roma Settlements during
the First Wave of the COVID-19 Pandemic in Slovakia”

The COVID-19 pandemic has negatively affected all areas of people’s lives. However, not all citizens were
affected by the new coronavirus to the same extent or treated by authorities equally. Members of Roma
communities faced not only the negative effects of the pandemic but also disproportionate enforcement of
the measures taken to contain it. Slovakia deployed heavily securitized responses toward Roma, resulting
in the militarized quarantine of six Roma settlements during the first wave of the pandemic (Surov4, 2022).
During the first and second waves of the COVID-19 pandemic in Slovakia, 20 Regional Offices of Public Health
(ROPH) issued 58 measures that especially targeted members of Marginalized Roma Communities (MRCs)
(Surova, 2023).

The objective of this presentation is twofold: firstly, to analyse promoted ideas and discourses of
the actors who suggested, ordered, and defended quarantines and secondly, to examine the perceptions of
the respondents from Marginalized Roma Communities (MRCs) about militarized quarantine during the first
wave of the pandemic in Slovakia. The research applied a qualitative research method which included
guestionnaires, focus groups and interviews of respondents from Roma settlements that were closed by
police and the armed forces during the first wave of the pandemic. Specifically, the presentation examines
how, why and based on which data ROPH ordered measures in localities where Roma communities live. In
addition to this, the presentation also focuses on examining how individual MRCs’ quarantines were carried
out in practice. Finally, the presentation deploys two focus groups and four interviews to describe responses
of the residents of MRCs to the militarized quarantine. The objective was not only to explore what members
of MRCs thought of quarantine but how and why they thought that. These emic perspectives are placed
into a wider institutional context using discursive institutionalism. The respondents viewed these policies
as discriminatory and unfair to them. The presentation concludes that decisions of the public health
authorities that targeted specifically MRCs were underpinned by stereotypes and racism and produced



discriminatory policies towards to most vulnerable groups in Slovakia, which violated their fundamental
rights and freedoms in an unprecedented manner.

Zuzana Marie Kostic¢ova (Charles University, Hussite Theological Faculty)
“New Age Spirituality, Millennialism and Conspiracism: From Progressive to Apocalyptic”

Studies of New Age millennialism have largely focused on the Age of Aquarius and, to a lesser extent, on the
2012 phenomenon. As this paper argues, however, the progressive millennialism of the late twentieth
century has gradually been replaced by expectations of an imminent apocalypse. A closer analysis of the
2012 phenomenon reveals a marked shift from visions of a coming golden age to catastrophic millennialism,
with the economic crisis of 2008 constituting a key turning point. After this moment, what was originally a
mostly progressive phenomenon became distinctly catastrophic. The final wave of New Age millennialism—
which reimagined climate change and the global environmental crisis as signs of an approaching
apocalypse—was entirely catastrophic and was subsequently replaced by the conspiracist narratives
characteristic of the pandemic era. In this sense, motifs such as spiritual holism, notions of energy, and
expectations of a transformation of consciousness played a significant role in the escalation of tensions
throughout Western society.

Zdenko Sirka (Charles University, Protestant Theological Faculty)
“Religious Nationalism in Serbia”

Religious nationalism in Serbia is commonly framed as an ethno-theological synthesis in which the Serbian
Orthodox Church acts as custodian of national identity. This presentation situates that synthesis historically
and theologically, tracing four moments: (1) medieval sacral statehood and Saint Sava’s ecclesial
architecture; (2) the Ottoman millet system, which bound ecclesial leadership to communal representation;
(3) nineteenth-century national church building and the shift from territorial to n tional ecclesiology; and (4)
twentieth-century secularization followed by the post-socialist re-entry of religion into public life.

Drawing on contextual theology and sociology of religion, the paper examines how myths, symbols,
and rituals—Kosovo as sacred space, the cult of Saint Sava, and commemorative practices—operate as
engines of identity formation and political legitimation. It highlights the boundary between liturgy and polity,
showing how sacralized memory migrates into policy domains (education, heritage protection,
nation-building).

Empirically, the presentation proposes a typology of church—nation—state linkages: (a) “pillar of
identity,” Orthodoxy as cultural infrastructure; (b) “ethnoclericalism,” tight coupling of clerical authority and
national projects; and (c) “political Orthodoxy,” a populist variant resisting secular pluralism and European
integration. Normatively, it recalls Orthodox cautions against ethnophyletism and points to ecclesiological
resources—conciliarity, territoriality, and inter-Christian dialogue—that can sustain democratic culture
without dissolving tradition.

By disentangling historical layers and conceptual vocabularies, the presentation offers a nuanced
account of religious nationalism in Serbia that moves beyond binaries of church capture versus state control
and clarifies how sacralized nationhood shapes public life.



Session 3: Brexit Legacies - Migration Myths and Agonism (16:00-17:00)

Cornel Borit (The Arctic University of Norway, Tromsg)
“Albion under Invasion: Debunking Migration Myths in Brexit Literature”

Migration from Eastern Europe after 2004 has significantly contributed to polarizing the way Britons
understand the notions of sovereignty, social cohesion, and national identity. While liberal cosmopolitans
embraced pluralism and multiculturalism, conservatives viewed migrants as a threat to national
homogeneity, social order, and economic stability. Among the latter, the presence of migrant ‘others’ fuelled
a moral panic, which materialized in the spread of nativist attitudes and support for the pro-Brexit campaign.
These anti-migrant attitudes were reinforced by a powerful mythology claiming that Britain was facing an
unprecedented level of immigration. In this climate, literary works categorised as BrexLit reflect Britain’s
divided nature in the period before and after the 2016 referendum, often referencing myths about an alleged
invasion of immigrants from Eastern Europe. This presentation examines six BrexLit novels that critically
address narratives claiming that immigrants have invaded the living spaces of native British, destabilised the
job market, the social security system, and the traditional way of life in local communities. These views,
often embodied by quintessentially conservative characters, are supplemented in the texts by references to
historical events and real-life populist-nativist politicians who have built their careers by promoting
migration myths. By reading closely how representations of migrant invasion myths are negotiated in the
selected novels, this study highlights the potential of fiction to engage critically with dominant nativist
discourses and promote alternative narratives of tolerance and cosmopolitan conviviality.

Mirka Horova (Charles University, Faculty of Arts)
“Swings and Roundabouts? The Rise of the Greens and Reform”

The Brexit Referendum and its geopolitical and economic aftermath mark one of the most critical forces
shaping contemporary UK politics. The complexities of economic and logistical ramifications aside, the
impact of Brexit can be keenly felt in terms of the cumulative radicalisation of mainstream political rhetoric,
where the ideologies it formulates and disseminates show heightened levels of agonism, resulting in
embattled ethics on both the right and the left side of the spectrum. The ongoing surge of populism is
changing the UK political climate in newly confrontational ways, eroding the established adversarial system
at Westminster which has been moulded by the Conservative-Labour duopoly for over a century, since the
spectacular decline of the Liberals in the aftermath of WWI. The changing tide the likes of which the UK has
not seen in a good long while is manifest in the recent and continuing rise of two former outlier parties from
the far ends of the political spectrum, Nigel Farage’s Reform UK on the right, and Zack Polanski’s Green Party
on the left. While Reform UK’s unprecedented rise is somewhat foreseeable considering the general populist
heyday across European and US politics, the unprecedented resurgence of the Green Party, concurrent with
the current Labour mandate reclaimed in the 2024 general election, has been less predictable. With local
elections coming up in May, the polls are forecasting another key stage in the waning of long-term
Conservative and Labour strongholds in favour of Reform and Green — the only fairly stable variable in this
evolving situation seems to be the steady but far from pivotal play of the Liberals. With the stakes running
high, the robustness of the century-old Westminster duopoly is being progressively tested — this paper will
address some Brexit legacies underscoring these current developments, as well as contemplate the
duopoly’s projected sustainability in a volatile political climate featuring a rapidly shifting electorate.



Session 4: Minority Languages, Nationalism and Interculturalism (17:15-18:15)

Radvan Markus (Charles University, Faculty of Arts)
“The Inclusive Aspect of the Irish Language”

Notoriously, the Irish language has been used by some intellectuals, especially at the time of the language
revival and during the period of the Irish Free State, to promote narrow definitions of Irishness in terms of
both ethnicity and religion. Yet, at the present time, the language often serves as a resource against toxic
forms of nationalism, uniting people of diverse backgrounds and in some cases, even helping the integration
of immigrants into Irish society. This inclusive dimension surrounding the language can be traced centuries
back in time. Although Irish-language culture soon developed a dichotomy between Gael and Gall, the native
Irishman and the foreigner, it has also created strategies to include “the other” into its “imagined
community”, to use a term of Benedict Anderson’s. These strategies are recognizable in canonical works
such as Acallam na Senérach (The Colloquy of the Ancients, 13 century) or Seathrtin Céitinn’s Foras Feasa
ar Eirinn (Foundation of Knowledge on Ireland, 17t" century). Moving closer to the immediate present, the
twentieth and the twenty-first century feature a number of cultural figures of non-lIrish origin, such as
Micheal Mac Liammair, Alex Hijmans or Ola Majekodunmi, who have used the Irish language for creative
purposes. As Justin Quinn has shown, the Irish language can nowadays serve as a lingua franca, global and
minoritized at the same time, connecting people of widely different nationalities and backgrounds. Rather
than through the lens of nationalism, the identity constructed in this way can be conceptualized through
Homi Bhabha’s idea of “third space”, providing opportunities for cultural negotiation and hybridity. This
inclusive aspect of the Irish language may be seen as a contributing factor to the current relative weakness
of right-wing populist parties in Ireland, compared to other European countries. Yet a danger still remains
of harnessing the language to exclusivist ideologies, as has happened in the past.

Petra Johana Poncarova (Charles University, Faculty of Arts)
“Resistance Potential of Creative Language Activism: A Case Study in Scottish Gaelic and Esperanto”

The paper uses the works of Scottish author and translator Girvan Mackay | Garbhan MacAoidh (1929-
2024) as a case study to illustrate ways of resisting totalitarian regimes and imperial projects by joint
commitment to national determination, support for minoritised cultures, and international cooperation.
Mackay was a polyglot competent in a number of languages and had experience of living in many parts of
the world, including Spain under Franco, the Republic of Ireland at the time of the Troubles, where he spent
most of his career as a Presbyterian minister of a strongly ecumenical bent, and Czechoslovakia in 1990. He
was committed to an inclusive, cultural vein of Scottish nationalism and to a vision of Scotland as a
multilingual country where both Scots and Scottish Gaelic and other languages could flourish. Mackay
himself learnt Gaelic as an adult and chose it as his main medium of creative expression; in a similar manner,
he became involved in Esperanto initiatives. In his writing, Mackay advocated support for minoritised
languages and the adoption of Esperanto to circumvent the hegemony of languages and cultures connected
with imperial projects, and he put these ideas into practice as a writer, translator, and activist. New users of
Gaelic like Mackay problematize the concept of nativeness in linguistic and cultural revivals (O’Rourke &
Pujolar, 2013; McLeod, 2020) and exemplify the possibility of combining affiliations to several culturally
focused national movements within in a framework of international cooperation and intercultural
communication. By employing concepts from theories of nationalism (Smith, 1998; Leerssen, 2010) and
theories of minoritised cultures (Deleuze & Guattari, 1985; McCrea, 2015) to comment on Mackay’s thought,
the paper illustrates how engagement with the legacy of similar figures can provide alternatives to current
‘disaster nationalism’ (Seymour, 2024), stressing the role of creativity and active engagement.



Saturday, 23 May 2026

Session 5: Nationalism in Kitch, Videogames and Pop-culture (9:00-10:30)
Propaganda, Nostalgia, Stereotyping

Lina Vekeman (University of Ghent)
“From Soviet Kitsch to Pro-Russian Kitsch: An Aesthetics of Propaganda”

During the Russian Revolution, the Bolsheviks quickly recognised the power of images and propaganda,
establishing wat Rethmann (2013) calls ‘a particular regime of seeing’. Roughly a century later, in September
2023, Vladimir Putin announced 16 million dollars in cultural funding to support the war in Ukraine. That
art and culture are consequently deployed to enforce Russian political agendas is an established fact, and
even allows us to speak of an ‘aesthetics of propaganda’. A particularly interesting lens for examining this
dynamic is the notion of ‘kitsch’. Scholars have long read Soviet visual culture as a collection of kitsch (Boym
1994), a legacy still visible in today’s Russian souvenir markets filled with Lenin busts, propaganda posters,
and hammer-and-sickle ushankas. As Rabinbach (2024) notes, such ‘designer dictatorship’ may seem like
harmless novelty to tourists but also reflects a troubling glorification of the Soviet Past, blurring its more
disturbing elements of continuity. Following Boym (1994) and Sabonis-Chafee (1999), | suggest that Soviet
kitsch can become dangerous in its utopian nostalgic form and that this ‘aesthetic’ of kitsch, moreover,
resurfaces in contemporary pro-Russian propaganda. By applying Kulka’s (1996) theory of kitsch to
contemporary works by Russian artists, such as Shaman’s music and the propaganda film The Witness
(2023), I show how today’s Russian propaganda is inherently coloured by an ‘aesthetic’ of kitsch. In addition,
| intend to demonstrate how kitsch, in the role of an aesthetics of propaganda, can function as a dangerous
soothing tool to weaken any form of ‘disaster nationalism’.

Zoheb Mashiur (The Arctic University of Norway, Tromsg)
“Fascist and Communist Fantasies of Nostalgic Nationalism in the Video Game Disco Elysium (2019)”

Francis Fukuyama (1989) argued that the apparent triumph of Western liberal democracy would be too
boring to last. Richard Seymour presents the return of nationalist ideology as a cathartic response to the
‘disastrous’ failures of liberalism: “violent restoration, followed by laughter and forgetting” (Seymour 2025,
30-35). This presentation explores nationalist opposition to liberalism as a source of fun, through an
example from the playful new medium of video games. Disco Elysium (ZA/UM 2019) is noted for its critical
and commercial success as well as its serious engagement with political themes (Castro and Kiersey 2025),
making it an ideal case study for political thought in entertainment. Disco Elysium offers a fantastical space
to depict real-world political ideologies in response to liberal hegemony. The game’s fictional city of Revachol
is ruled by foreign democracies who deprive the locals of political agency. Disco Elysium depicts Revachol’s
fascists and communists alike as nostalgic for past periods when the nation was independent and their
ideologies dominant. The game presents its politics through a range of entertaining frames, from the sincere
to the bathetic. Both ideologies in their desire for nationalist independence are available for the player to
explore and enjoy, but the Fascists are lampooned while the Communist vision is treated with affection —
reflecting the designers’ self-avowed Marxist sympathies (Taylor 2023). How do these depictions intersect
with wider discourses of left-wing and right-wing nationalism and their emotional underpinnings? We will
consider the playful exploration of these two modes of nationalism through their engagement with real-
world ideologies of nostalgia. Svetlana Boym’s (2001) concept of restorative nostalgia versus reflective
nostalgia offers us a framework with which to contrast Disco Elysium’s depiction of fascist versus communist
nationalism as sources of enjoyment at the end of history.



Philippe Brillet (University of Tours)
“Could Dracula Really Be Back in Ireland? Unionist Nationalism and Anti-Balkan Rage”

In June 2025, the town of Ballymena, in Northern Ireland, was overwhelmed by a wave of violence against
families of Romanian immigrants. For several nights, rioters attacked their homes and clashed with the
police. Seven months later, the migrants who have been unable to leave are in hiding, while young people
continue to patrol the streets to hunt them down.

This event is unprecedented, but in terms of target only, for Ballymena belongs to the fiercely
Protestant part of Northern Ireland, where the persecution of Catholics was commonplace during the
Troubles (1966-1996). But why attack Romanians? | suggest that the myth of Dracula, forged in Ireland by a
Protestant writer, Bram Stoker, is indeed undead and that it still fuels Unionist nationalism.

When the novel was published, in 1897, the British Empire accounted for half of the world’s wealth.
But the light bulb, the combustion engine, the camera, the telephone and the wireless had all been recently
discovered elsewhere, while America's military power and Germany's industrial capabilities were advancing
rapidly. Besides, in the highly valuable colony of South Africa, other white settlers, the Boers, had defeated
the British army (1880-81).

Some unavoidable collapse of Britain was thus lurking, at the hands of ‘others’, whom the authors
of the time readily portrayed as monsters. Hence the huge success of the humanoid animals in The Island of
Doctor Moreau (1896), the aliens in The War of the Worlds (1898), two novels by H. G. Wells, and of Dracula’s
vampires.

Stoker chose Transylvania for the setting of his novel because it was ruled by Hungarians, assisted
by the German-speaking Szekelys, against the Romanians and the Romas. This was some replica of his own
Ireland, where English and Scottish settlers felt they had a mission to civilise these Catholic Gaels who
rejected progress, modernity and the Reformation.

For today’s Ballymena rioters, Romanian migrants are nothing more than the equally treacherous
descendants of those degenerate creatures, servants of vampires, who came from the periphery of Europe
to destroy British civilisation. And their present rage is not triggered by the perceived sudden frailty of the
Empire, which overwhelmed their ancestors, but by the terrifying results of the 2023 census (Catholics are
now more numerous than Protestants in Northern Ireland) and of the 2024 elections, for the new First
Minister of the Province is a Catholic Nationalist dedicated to the reunification of Ireland...

Keynote 2 (11:00-12:15)

Luba Jurgenson (Sorbonne Université, Paris)
“The Discourse of Disaster and Its Contemporary Metamorphoses: From Cultural Construction to Weapon
of War”

The discourse of disaster, exploited by nationalist movements (linked to the promise of a renaissance),
draws on the apocalyptic imagery that has always been present in societies. It is rooted in a long cultural
history and draws upon ancient mythologies, revived by the Romantic legacy. The sense of catastrophe
easily fuels the fantasy of a salvific national union and/or imperial nostalgia for lost territories, along with
the desire for reparation—whether territorial or spiritual—facilitating the emergence of all manner of
incarnations of the Hegelian idea of the spiritual fulfillment of peoples. | will focus more specifically on the
imperial legacy of catastrophist discourse in Central Europe and in Putin’s Russia, where this cultural
construct today justifies a war of aggression, to shed light on a paradox: how similar mythologies can
underpin nationalisms stemming from struggles for independence (in Central Europe) or, conversely, from
centuries-long expansion (in Russia). Another paradoxical aspect, specific to Russia, concerns the elements
of a nationalist project within a society conceived from the outset as multi-ethnic (the empire). Finally, we
will seek to understand how history and historiography—viewed in modern societies as guarantors of a
dispassionate relationship with the past—and memory, invoked to come to terms with their difficult pasts,
are transformed into new mythologies serving nationalist discourses.



Session 6: Imperialism and Nationalism (13:30-15:30)
Russia, Ukraine, Hungary, Georgia and Abkhazia

Denys Sultanhaliiev (Human Rights Organization “Truth Hounds,” Kyiv, Ukraine)
“The Irony and Tragedy of Falsified Internationalism”

It is argued that the Russo-Ukrainian war represents the material completion of a failed internationalist
project rather than a simple resurgence of nationalism. The study examines the conflict as the final collapse
of the Soviet "friendship of peoples," where discursive fictions have dissolved into tangible violence.

Drawing on Henri Lefebvre’s concept of dialectical irony, the paper traces the shift from a period
where the gap between theory and practice could still be critiqued to a contemporary anatomy of tragedy.
A central figure in this transition is Ivan Dziuba, whose 1965 critique employed a profound ironic strategy by
using official Leninist rhetoric to unmask the colonial reality of Russification. This structural deception
prepared the ground for the current tragedy, which is driven by the affective collision of Russian hubris and
Ukrainian ressentiment. Russian hubris is analyzed as a vice of sovereignty that prioritizes political will over
material constraints, while Ukrainian ressentiment emerges as a reactive identity formed by the persistent
tension between proclaimed formal equality and actual imperial domination.

The core of this disaster lies in the double falsification of the internationalist ideal. Initially,
internationalism was falsified as a pragmatic political tactic, functioning as a counterfeit that utilized the
language of emancipation to mask imperial consolidation. Today, it has reached a stage of total axiological
rejection where the ideal itself is discarded as a specious good. The current conflict is thus the culmination
of a hollowed-out ideal that has been inverted into its opposite, where conceptual contradictions have
settled into the materiality of large-scale violence.

Note: This presentation is based on the author’s essay forthcoming in the journal Contradictions/Kontradikce
(2026), special issue on Nationalism and Internationalism.

Kamila Veverkova (Charles University, Hussite Theological Faculty)
“The National Question of SubCarpathian Rus: Historical Narratives in Contemporary Hungarian Discourse”

This paper focuses on the analysis of post-imperial nationalism in contemporary Hungarian political and
media discourse. Special emphasis will be placed on historical and memory narratives through

which Subcarpathia is constructed as a space of lost statehood and national continuity. The paper is

based on the assumption that in the context of current crises the interpretation of the past plays a key role
in legitimizing political positions and redefining national identity. Specifically, the interpretation of the past
can play a key role in the discursive formation of the idea of restored national greatness since it is linked to
references to historical Hungary.

The empirical part is based on a discursive analysis of selected official texts and printed materials
related to the current government of Viktor Orban, including political speeches, various statements, annual
speeches, and press articles. The analysis examines how references to the Kingdom of
Hungary, the Treaty of Trianon, the interwar period, and the post-war arrangement in Central Europe are
formulated in these texts and how these historical milestones are incorporated into the current nationalist
discourse.

The paper argues that Subcarpathia functions in contemporary Hungarian discourse as one of the
key points and specifically as a symbolic space of historical memory through which ideas of historical
continuity and national loss are constructed. History does not function here as a neutral context, but rather
as an active political resource that has the potential to influence and structure current debates on
sovereignty, borders, and national identity.



Ketevan Epadze (Ivane Javakhishvili Thilisi State University, Georgia)
“Negotiating Imperial Past: Competing Russian and Abkhaz National Narratives over the Russian-Caucasian
War (1817-1864)"

This paper examines the competing Russian and Abkhaz national narratives surrounding the Russian-
Caucasian war (1817-1864), the contradictions between them, and how these tensions have been
negotiated by elites on both sides in the post-Soviet era.

The modern Russian national narrative took shape after the dissolution of the Soviet Union, as
Russia emerged from a system where ethnic Russians lacked a clearly defined national territory and identity.
The Soviet space had long functioned ideologically as their collective homeland, with all Soviet citizens
envisioned as part of a broader Russian “civilizational” project. Reflecting this perspective, Vladimir Putin
described the collapse of the USSR as “the greatest geopolitical catastrophe of the 20" century” in his 2005
annual address to the Russian parliament.

The loss of imperial cohesion gave rise to a new form of Russian nationalism grounded in the revival
of traditional ideology, imperial nostalgia, and the reassertion of cultural and geopolitical dominance.
Central to the Russian national narrative is the concept of Russkii Mir ("Russian World"), which is built upon
the Russian language, Orthodox Christianity and historical continuity. Through this lens, Russia views former
Soviet republics as integral parts of its enduring civilizational project. Within this framework, nations like
Abkhaz are positioned as subordinate elements. While Russia offers Abkhazia political backing and security
since 2008 with the recognition of its de-facto statehood, this relationship remains asymmetric. In return,
Russia demands ideological alignment and conformity to its narrative, which aims to erase memories of
Abkhaz/ Caucasian people’s resistance.

Abkhazia, for its part, has engaged in a pragmatic deal - offering loyalty in exchange for security.
After self-declaring independence from Georgia in 1992, Abkhazia’s national narrative developed around
themes of victimhood and resistance to Russian domination. The Russian—Caucasian War (1817-1864)
became a central reference point for this narrative, symbolizing Abkhaz resistance and serving as a key
source of national heroism and resilience during periods of crisis. However, as Russia assumed the role of
Abkhazia’s main protector, the Abkhaz elite adopted a “double-level game” strategy: publicly aligning with
elements of the Russian narrative, while simultaneously maintaining a quiet cultural resistance through tools
such as history textbooks, public commemorations, theatre performances, etc.

The Abkhaz strategy is now undergoing a shift. In the wake of Russia’s invasion of Ukraine, the
economic and energy vulnerabilities exposed by the Kremlin, increasing pressure from Russian officials to
open Abkhazia to long-term Russian investments and demonstrate unwavering solidarity, while avoiding any
remembrance of historical contradictions, the Abkhaz elite are reevaluating their approach. Within elite
discourse, the idea of resistance to Russia is gradually diminishing. At the same time, popular culture has
become the primary space where the abkhaz national narrative continues to persist.

Ana Tivadze (lvane Javakhishvili Thilisi State University, Georgia)
“Ethnopolitical Conflict and Cultural Elites: Georgian and Abkhazian Mass Mobilization in the Late Soviet
Period (1970-1992)”

The paper examines the role of Georgian and Abkhazian cultural elites—writers, artists, scholars, and
journalists—in mobilizing mass support and escalating ethnopolitical conflict between Georgians and
Abkhazians (ethnic minorities in Georgia) from 1970 to 1992. In the unstable conjuncture of the late Soviet
period, marked by political liberalization and the weakening of central authority, these elites deployed
discursive, symbolic, and institutional instruments to articulate collective grievances related to historical
memory, demographic anxieties, and territorial claims. Through these practices, they actively constructed
and reinforced ethnic identities and boundaries.

The paper addresses three interrelated questions: (1) which discursive, symbolic, and institutional
tools cultural elites used to communicate with their respective ethnic communities; (2) how elite-produced
narratives shaped collective identities and public perceptions, thereby driving mass mobilization; and (3) in
what forms this mobilization manifested in the years immediately preceding open hostilities, including
August 1992.



The theoretical framework combines instrumentalism—highlighting how elites mobilize culture for
political purposes—with constructivism, which explains the social construction of ethnic identities and
collective memory. Methodologically, the research draws on qualitative thematic analysis and critical
discourse analysis of literary works, journalism, scholarly texts, interviews, and media speeches produced
by Georgian and Abkhazian cultural elites.

The findings demonstrate that Georgian and Abkhazian elites’ antagonistic narratives did not merely
reflect existing public sentiments but actively shaped them, fostering unity through shared myths of
historical injustice and perceived existential threat. This elite-driven myth-making apparatus functioned as
a key mechanism of mobilization, laying the ideological groundwork for later armed conflict. Importantly,
many cultural elites also acted as political agents, participating directly in national movements and political
organizations.

By situating the Georgian-Abkhazian case within the broader dynamics of the late Soviet crisis, this
paper conceptualises it as a precursor to “disaster nationalism.” It contributes to contemporary debates on
nationalism in Europe by highlighting the formative role of cultural elites and symbolic power in processes
of ethnic mobilization, with implications for conflict prevention and post-conflict reconciliation.

Panel: Nationalisms and Literary Exiles (16:00-17:30)

Summary Description: Numerous authoritarian regimes target intellectuals and writers, orchestrating or
condoning targeted attacks. On the one hand, these authors’ literary work creates their homeland’s cultural
identity — often recognised nationally and internationally in prizes and accolades. On the other, they are
framed as undesirables who are forced to flee into exile. Inspired by the 2025 Authors’ Reading Month
Festival (Mésic autorského cCteni) which hosted 31 authors in exile, this panel proposes to reflect on the
precarity of the exiled authors’ socio-political and identitary situations. Many of them have found refuge in
Europe and continue to live a dual literary life — both as writers of their homelands and writers of their host
countries. The panel focuses on individual exiled authors, analyses and reflects theoretically on the double
bind in which authors find themselves: accepted, and yet strangers, by virtue of their literary work and its
international reputation.

Individual Presentations

Pavel Drabek (Hradec Kralové University, Programme Dramaturg of the Authors’ Reading Month)
“The ‘Duodomy’ of Exiled Literature: Literary Politics in Heterotopic Europe”

Barmese activist, doctor and writer Ma Thida lives in exile in Berlin. Her writing interweaves the layered
history of her immediate surroundings and the harrowing experiences that unravel in Barma/Myanmar
today. Poet Fatemeh Ekhtesari has spirited herself away from Iran after a brutal sentence against sharia and
took refuge in Norway. She is now accepted as an Iranian-Norwegian writer, while her writing grows from
the ancient rhythms and genres of Persian poetry and the ongoing atrocities in Iran pull her away from a
comfortable sense of belonging. Aaiun Nin is a non-binary poet from Angola who has resided in Denmark
(and denied asylum), Poland and Switzerland, and their poetry is both a reflection on European postcolonial
dynamics and racism, and a powerful indictment of the European hypocrisy when it comes to owning the
damage caused.

These are but three instances of exiled authors based in Europe who also carry the cultural identities
of their homelands. In this way Europe, swerved by waves of “disaster nationalism” (to use Richard
Seymour’s concept), becomes not just a global refuge, facilitated by altruistic and humanitarian NGOs (such
as ICORN). It also becomes a thorn in the flesh of oppressive regimes whose international image is being
visibly shaped by their exiles. Exile literature thus turns into a peculiar 21st-century version of Goethe’s elitist
Weltliteratur. Only this modern version is lived through the humiliations of exile, the prejudice exiles suffer,
and the need for rediscovering and reasserting a sense of being human in Europe.



Tana Dluhosova (Czech Academy of Sciences, Oriental Institute)
“When Exiles Rule: A Taiwanese Intervention in Exile Theory”

Edward Said (1984) conceptualizes exile as a condition of radical discontinuity — a solitary estrangement
set in dialectical tension with nationalism, which asserts collective belonging, territory, and historical
continuity. Exile and nationalism, in this paradigm, stand in structural opposition: one marks dispossession,
the other sovereignty. Paul Tabori (1972), by contrast, emphasizes exile as a dynamic process that
eventually leads to assimilation and cultural fertilization of the host society.

The post-1949 Mainlander experience in Taiwan unsettles both models. Displaced from mainland
China, the Mainlanders arrived as exiles; yet they simultaneously constituted a politically dominant minority
that institutionalized their language, memory, and nationalist narrative as normative. Exile here did not
unfold outside power but through it. | describe this configuration as hegemonic exile—a form of
displacement exercised from a position of cultural and political authority. Its experiential dimension can be
understood as asymmetrical double belonging, a condition in which attachment to two homes develops
within a hierarchy of power.

Through selected readings from Zhu Xining, Lin Haiyin, Bai Xianyong, and to Zhu Tianxin, Luo Yijun,
and Yang Shuangzi, the paper traces the gradual transformation of mainland-centered nationalism into a
localized and sedimented form of belonging. In Yang’s work, Mainlander trauma is reintegrated into
Taiwanese memory, no longer as the memory of a ruling exile, but as one strand in Taiwan’s cultural
inheritance.

By foregrounding this paradox, the Taiwanese case revises exile theory’s assumption of marginality
and redefines exile as a modality through which home itself is remade.

Thomas Loy (Czech Academy of Sciences, Oriental Institute)
“!Dancing with the Devils’ — Hamid Ismailov’s Novels”

Hamid Ismailov started his career as a writer and translator in the 1980s in Soviet Uzbekistan. In 1992, he
fled Uzbekistan for Europe after the regime opened a criminal case against him. For almost 30 years Ismailov
worked for the BBC World Service (in London) and Radio Liberty (in Prague). In exile, he published more
than 15 novels in Uzbek and in Russian. In Uzbekistan, he is still neither welcomed nor published.
Hamid Ismailov’s literary heroes are on the move. They are crossing space and time physically and
psychologically. The characters in his work, the individuals to whom his sympathies wholly apply, struggle
against and defend themselves from all forms of political repression. The freedom to do this, exercised
despite adverse circumstances, makes Ismailov’s work both timeless and highly topical. In exile, he emerged
as one of the most important post-Soviet Central Asian writers, offering a counter-voice to the new forms of
nationalism that came to dominate literature, historiography, and politics in the newly independent states
of Central Asia.

Adéla Provaznikova (Czech Academy of Sciences, Oriental Institute)
“The Politics of Literary Prizes and ‘The Making of a Successful Author’”

Many of the exiled authors have been awarded different literary prizes, in their homelands (like the exiled
Egyptian poet Mohsen Mohamed) and in Europe or by international committees judging Arabic literature,
translated or otherwise. While some awards have stirred controversies (like the Palestinian writer Adania
Shibli), winning a prize generally allows authors greater recognition and new readership. Which literary
prizes have shaped the careers of selected Arab writers in Europe and how does it reflect the politics of the
“world literature” market?



Hana Pavelkova (University of Chemistry and Technology, Prague, School of Business)
“Exiled in ‘The North’: Hassan Blasim’s Sololand”

This paper examines Hassan Blasim’s 2025 novella Sololand as a critique of the hypocritical polarization
surrounding refugee discourse in contemporary Europe. While far-right narratives construct refugees
through hysterical fantasies of threat and societal collapse, liberal-humanitarian frameworks idealize
inclusion and solidarity as evidence of moral progress. Sololand, set in a Northern city proclaimed the
“happiest in the world,” exposes how both positions obscure the lived violence of being in exile. Using
Richard Seymour’s concept of disaster nationalism as contextual background, the paper argues that Blasim’s
savage black humour, mercilessness, acuteness and directness make him a truly powerful voice that
addresses the problems of race relations, violence, intolerance, and hypocrisy from exilic perspective and
thus dismantle both apocalyptic fear and liberal self-congratulation.
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