Title: Scientific and Cultural Cooperation between the Eastern Bloc and Southeast Asia, 1950s-1980s 
Convener: Barbora Nováková, Ph.D., Institute of Asian Studies, Faculty of Arts, Charles University; 	e-mail: barbora.novakova@ff.cuni.cz
Brief description and explanation of the chosen format: 
I am proposing a single-session panel because this format best serves the panel’s core aims: to connect scholars working on scientific and cultural cooperation between Eastern Bloc countries and Southeast Asia and to open a focused comparative discussion grounded in concrete case studies. One of the papers will present preliminary findings on Czechoslovakia–Vietnam. The remaining papers will be offered to colleagues working on other dyads (e.g., GDR–Laos, Poland–Indonesia under Sukarno, Hungary–Cambodia), ensuring both a shared analytical frame and genuinely comparative perspectives.
Brief description of panel:
In the post-WWII era, Central and Eastern Europe became the socialist Eastern Bloc, while decolonizing Southeast Asia was cast as the “Third World.” The Cold War nevertheless drew these once-distant regions into multi-layered cooperation. This panel examines scientific and cultural cooperation spanning exhibitions and film circulation, artist tours and residencies, scholarships and vocational training, labor/apprenticeship programs, and expert missions tied to industrialization and infrastructure in Southeast Asia.
Building on Global/New Cold War History and viewing socialist states as nodes in East–South circulatory networks (Westad 2005; Smith 2000; Slobodian 2015), we read exchange sites—exhibitions, student programs, expert missions—as arenas where official internationalism met everyday practice, revealing frictions, negotiations, and plural “socialisms.”
We aim to address primarily:
1. Goals & logics: What motivated cooperation, and how did aims shift from the 1950s to the 1980s?
2. Channels & actors: In which domains did cooperation occur, through what mechanisms, and which institutions/individuals initiated and coordinated it?
3. Perceptions & distinctiveness: How was cooperation perceived and represented, what frictions emerged, and to what extent did exchanges follow broader East–South patterns versus country-specific paths?
We especially encourage papers engaging these guiding questions, while welcoming contributions that illuminate the theme through alternative questions, methods, or case studies.
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Single session (1 x 90 minutes, 3-4 presenters)
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