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ies for the European experience basically due to
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of, for example, Sweden and Spain or Austria-

ue to do so in the future.

Hungary and Poland-Lithuania are certainly not
less well researched than those of France and
Russia. However, the construction of a political
chronology with Southeast Asian realms would
have encountered more difficulties as the author
implicitly confesses (p. 49). Moreover, Lieberman
is occasionally prone to simplifying analogies
forcing them to fit his preconceived scheme. A
comparison of invasions by Inner Asian nomadic
peoples in the Eurasian heartland with Tai migra‐
tions to mainland Southeast Asia (for example p.
370 and p. 686) is problematic, at least, as the so‐
cial organization and material culture of Tai wetrice cultivators were very different from those of
the Turkic or Tartar tribes of Central Asia. Other
simplifications – especially those concerning a
lack of caution in interpreting doubtful demo‐
graphic data – could be cited as well. The most sig‐
nificant limitation of Lieberman’s work, however,
is its preoccupation with the formation, develop‐
ment and organization of states. Phenomena re‐
lated, for instance, to ethno-history are, though
not completely excluded, definitely of minor rele‐
vance. Therefore, a number of interesting and po‐
tentially fruitful comparisons are not made a sub‐
ject of discussion. The north-south movement of
the Vietnamese people (nam-tiến) from the
eleventh to the mid-eighteenth century, for exam‐
ple, almost inevitably enforces a comparison with
the German Ostsiedlung (medieval eastward mi‐
gration and settlement of Germans). The difficulty
to squeeze the Holy Roman Empire into his pat‐
tern of political integration in Eurasia may ex‐
plain that German and central European history
is largely absent in Lieberman’s analyses.
These reservations aside, both volumes of
Strange Parallels constitute a major achievement
in the study of medieval and early modern South‐
east Asia as well as of world history prior to the
beginning of European colonial rule in mainland
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