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disappeared after 1991. Gradskova has exercised great ingenuity in locating
available sources. In addition to published materials, she analyzes the archi-
val records from the WIDF’s Soviet affiliate, which was called the Antifascist
Committee of Soviet Women (ACSW) and then the Committee of Soviet Women
(CSW). These records include Russian translations of WIDF meeting protocols
and classified correspondence between the Soviet representatives at the WIDF
headquarters and the leadership of the ACSW/CSW back in Moscow.

Gradskova disputes the characterization of the WIDF as a “Soviet Front.”
She demonstrates convincingly that while the Soviet Communist Party cer-
tainly expected ACSW/CSW delegates and WIDF officials to reinforce Soviet
ideologies and policies, it never prioritized women’s organizations and the
ACSW/CSW did not have the power or resources to rein in communists and
unaffiliated WIDF members from outside the Soviet Union. Gradskova details
numerous conflicts within the WIDF leadership, and describes how women
activists from Asia, Africa, and Latin America participated in the WIDF while
simultaneously pursuing their own diverse agendas.

Gradskova applies the insights of postcolonial feminist theory to the
WIDF to highlight the conflicts that arose among women’s organizations and
the challenges this posed to universal understandings of womanhood. She
also draws upon and contributes to the recent historiography of the Cold War,
which has moved away from a narrative of bipolar politics to emphasize its
cultural dimensions and global impact. Advocating for women’s rights was a
way for the Soviet Union to garner allies and demonstrate the superiority of
state socialism to an international audience; eventually the US was forced to
respond. Thus, Gradskova concludes, the success of the transnational move-
ment for women’s rights was dependent on Cold War dynamics.

Gradskova carefully connects changes in the WIDF to the international
context. Her effort to capture the complexity of WIDF’s history makes this
book a little hard to follow in places, as the analysis moves back and forth
through decades and across the globe. It might have benefited from a short
introductory narrative providing an overview of the WIDF’s trajectory and
laying out its organizational structure. Nonetheless, Gradskova’s work adds
greatly to our understanding of the Cold War and the activists who created a
transnational movement for women’s rights.
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Randall McGuire has famously said that “There is no politically neutral
archaeology.” This quote occurred to me numerous times reading these two
excellent volumes and it works as a framing device to introduce them to a
wider audience. The first way in which it is relevant is that the editors are quite
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clear that what they would like to do is move away from the methodologies
that dominated Polish archaeology during the communist period and its con-
comitant focus on Slavs and Slavic civilization. The second way in which the
quote is relevant is a continuation of the first, as the editors then make a posi-
tive statement through word and deed that what they would like to do is situ-
ate the region between the Oder and the Vistula, explicitly not called Poland
in the title, in the larger ancient and early medieval world. This move away
from nationalism and away from a focus on the Slavs created the precondi-
tions for a volume that will be of use to scholars working on the Migration
Period throughout western Eurasia.

The Migration Period between the Oder and the Vistula is the culmination
of a six-year research project funded by the National Science Centre in Poland.
The rationale for the project was that the history of the Migration Period
(fourth-sixth centuries CE) has been understudied and misrepresented in this
region. The final goal was to “investigate the causes of settlement change in
central Europe on the cusp of Antiquity and the Middle Ages, the cultural,
social, demographic, and ethnic processes on the one hand, and environ-
mental change on the other” (8). The project was made up of fifteen primary
researchers representing four disciplines (history, archaeology, numismatics,
and palynology); the goal for which was to make the project as interdisci-
plinary as possible to best appeal to the international community of scholars,
rather than just archaeologists working in the region. An additional element
of that plan, very nicely realized, is the publication of much of the project data
online at www.mpov.uw.edu.pl.

The two volumes are divided up into four sections: “History, Theory,
and Environment,” “Between the Oder and the Vistula,” “Case Studies,” and
“Beyond the Oder and the Vistula.” Within those sections are twenty-six
contributions and due to that wealth of material there is not enough space to
review all of them, instead I will offer a syncretic overview of the high points
of the volumes. One of the main high points is the wealth of material beyond
the text. There are over 200 figures and more than sixty maps. The figures are
of especially high quality and the press should be praised for its investment in
them. The maps offer easy access to the material, in addition to simply locating
the geography. For instance, Maps 4.2—4.7 illustrate palynological data and its
effect on settlement change over time in a fashion that clearly elucidates what
can be a dense and technical description in the text. This is not to criticize the
authors, merely to note the different audiences that can be reached through
multiple media. In fact, another of the highlights of the volumes is that the
editors strove to create an interdisciplinary work, with an interdisciplinary
audience in mind. Thus, they reached out to scholars who were not part of
the project, and not always Polish, to add contextualization to the Migration
Period in part 1 which helped to situate their studies in the wider scholarly
world. Peter Heather is internationally the best known of these and his his-
torical contextualization is incredibly useful; though he does note that the
volume is “largely by and for archaeologists” (69).

The main focus of the project is in parts two and three, and there we see
the nitty-gritty archaeological data that makes up the basis for the project as a
whole. Alexandra Pesch discusses gold bracteates from the region but is also
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very clearly integrating the region between the Oder and the Vistulainto a wider
territory by noting that these bracteates can also be found in both Scandinavia
and England. Judyta Rodzinska-Nowak engages with a subject that is difficult
to include in settlement archaeology: nomads. The case studies of part three
rely often on an emerging, if difficult to use, source base: metal detector finds
by hobbyists. The finds by these hobbyists, especially when reported and
turned over to museums, have radically shifted the history of this region in the
Migration Period and provided more and broader evidence of interconnectiv-
ity; from Celtic materials to East Roman coins. The connections made with the
hobbyist community by some of these authors have clearly paid dividends in
finding materials that otherwise might be lost and recording them.

The contextualization from part one continues in part four, where the
editors actively reach beyond their target region to discuss what is happen-
ing in the Migration Period elsewhere in western Eurasia. Andreas Rau notes
not only the archaeological differentiation in southern Scandinavia, but also
the difference in the historiography of the Migration Period in the studies of
that area. Anna Bittner Wréblewska, specifically discussing the wide-ranging
Olsztyn Group, sums up one of the main conclusions of the project as well
by noting that even during the Migration Period, “what needs stressing is
how stable and well-developed settlement remained in this region of Europe”
(728). And if one does not have time to read the entire 879 pages of studies,
Aleksander Bursche, Matgorzata Latalowa, and Magdalena Maczynska have
provided a wonderful summative outline of the work done at the end of the
book where they quite accurately observe: “The results of the studies pre-
sented in this book have now improved our understanding of how settlement,
culture and demographic change took place across space and over time in the
territory of East-Central Europe” (863).

Although this review has glossed over an immense amount of informa-
tion, it is worth highlighting the studies in this book as they attempt to do
detailed archaeological, numismatic, and palynological research on a par-
ticular region, but situate it broadly in western Eurasian history and histori-
ography to make it accessible to the widest range of scholars and increase the
breadth of understanding about the Migration Period.

CHRISTIAN RAFFENSPERGER
Wittenberg University

“Faszyzm lewicy” czy “ludowy patriotyzm”: Tendencje antyliberalne i
nacjonalistyczne w polskiej lewicowej mysli politycznej lat trzydziestych.
By Jarostaw Tomasiewicz. Warsaw: Panstwowy Instytut Wydawniczy, 2020. 271
pp. Bibliography. Index. zt 49.00, hard bound.

doi: 10.1017/s1r.2022.169

The reviewed book is, in a way, a continuation of the author’s earlier reflec-
tions on fascism in the political thought of the Polish interwar far right. This
time the aim is to show how the crisis of democracy in the 1930s and the
growing popularity of radical nationalism were reflected in the discourse of
the left side of the political spectrum of the Polish Second Republic. This is
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