
Nicolas Maslowski, Ph.D. 

Departement of Historical Sociology 

 Prague,1.9.2015 

Evaluation Report of the supervisor 

 

Olga Gheorghiev wrote a master thesis of Historical Sociology under the title 

„Economic Nationalism as a Historical-sociological Phenomenon“. Her work counts an 

introduction, four chapters, a conclusion, and a list of references. From the formal point 

of view, the literature, the footnotes and references, her work fulfill the requirements of 

a master thesis. 

The work is very ambitious. It sees the economic nationalism as a historical and 

sociological process, that is a relatively autonomous part of the nationalist 

phenomenon. It emerged from the mercantilist tradition, and its confrontation to the 

modern nation formations. She presents therefore a large panel of the precursors of 

this economic nationalism from the 18 and 19 century. She analysis its evolution 

through time, without having a determinist economic approach (like some Marxist, 

neomaxist or liberal theories not taking into considerations other factors). As this 

economic nationalism has different faces, and takes different national paths (French 

etatism, German ordo-liberalism, English liberalism), a more precise comparative 

research could be done and necessary in the future. Never-the-less, some common 

features emerge from the evolutions in the 20 century, dues to the crisis, ort he 

harmonization with the EU, the world liberalization… For a more precise analysis, Olga 

Gheorgiev is studying the French path. She analysis the roots of the French specific 

tradition. Finally, the Europeanization and its limit are the topic of her last chapter. 

The work is written in a very good style. The erudition of the author is appreciable. She 

uses a large panel of authors in different languages. Her thinking is thin, original and 

precise. She is proposing a very large synthesis of an interesting process, that is not 

enough studied in historical sociology. The structure is clear and logical, hypothesis 

are convincing. The methodology is serious and convincing. The analysis is deep, even 

though the model-building could be continued in a latter work. The secondary sources 

are very rich. 

I would appreciate, if I had to criticize this excellent work, a more developed meta-

theory explaining the autonomy and the interdependencies between the different 

national path. Another point, is that a global view could be interesting to present, 

confronting this phenomenon with the national economic doctrines, in a historical-

sociological perspective. I hope that the author will continue this reflexion during a 

Ph.D. 

For all these reasons, I propose to classify this work as excellent. 
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