
transformed as such by 1700. War accompanied European cultural and
economic expansion; only mountainous inland areas escaped the direct
touch of European traders, functionaries, missionaries, and soldiers. This
is not a radical new thesis, but Sandberg’s work usefully synthesizes
scholarship about the subject, enhancing existing paradigms of con!ict
and change in the early modern era.

The book’s non-Eurocentric approach is welcome, but it struggles to
escape the gravitational pull of emerging European power and the mobi-
lization of new technologies after Christopher Columbus and Vasco de
Gama kick-started the European age of “discovery” in the 1490s. Sandberg
argues that “technological developments were not exclusively European
in nature, nor were technology transfers unidirectional” (302), but it is
doubtful that the world would have become “global” in the way that it
did without the driver of European expansion. That said, Sandberg’s focus
on transnational and global themes brightens the text, not least with his
many examples of dynamic non-European reactions to this changing
world. Tellingly, only the last chapter examines conventional “territorial”
warfare. In this chapter, as in all his chapters, the book introduces many
non-European examples to develop debates. The fact that Europe initiated
much of the warfare during the early modern period does not mean that
the story must be told from a European perspective, as this book proves.

The point that, in a Weberian sense, the states in this period never
had a monopoly on violence is well taken. It allows discussion of what
Sandberg calls an “organized armed violence” from 1500 to 1700 that
assumed many forms—the violence of warrior elites, peasant revolts, tax
disputes, vendettas, dueling, piracy, and raiding warfare, among others.
Meanwhile, regional of"cials conducted their own violence, mobilizing
troops at the local level. “A stunning array of individuals and organizations
orchestratedmilitary activity during the earlymodern period” (3). Sandberg
aptly demonstrates that the modern post-Enlightenment nation-state, with
its control of violence and its mobilization of citizens, emerged into a world
that was truly global, formed by the radical transformations that occurred
after 1500.

Matthew Hughes
Brunel University

Once Within Boundaries: Territories of Power, Wealth, and Belonging. By
Charles S. Maier (Cambridge, Mass., Harvard University Press, 2016)
387 pp. $29.95

“As we know,” Foucault announced in a famous 1964 lecture, “the great
obsession of the nineteenth century was history: themes of development
and arrest, themes of crisis and cycle, themes of accumulation of the past,
a great overload of dead people, the threat of global cooling. . . . The
present age may be the age of space instead. We are in an era of the
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simultaneous, of juxtaposition, of the near and the far, of the side-by-
side, of the scattered.”1

In!uenced by Foucault’s work and powerfully echoing the latter’s
claim that “space itself, in the Western tradition, has a history,” Maier
sets out in this insightful book to trace the rise and fall of a particular
political space that he calls “a territory.” Though his main concern is
with notions of bounded political spaces and their evolution from
1500 to the present, this book will interest not only political scientists
and historians of the modern state system but also seasoned readers of
Bachelard, Lefebvre, Deleuze, Guatteri, Kern, Soja, and any number
of other authors associated with the “spatial turn.”2 Maier explicitly en-
courages such a reading of his work. “Without our ascribing any simple
one-way causality,” he writes in a crucial passage of the book, ”it
remains the case that the construction of analogous spatial frameworks
advanced in different domains at the same time. The construction of
territory was an encompassing activity” (288).

The book is based on an in!uential essay that Maier published in the
American Historical Review (AHR), in which he challenged common peri-
odizations of the twentieth century, calling for the identi"cation of a
new historical period stretching roughly from 1860 to 1980.3 This period,
Maier claimed in his essay, possessed particular spatially anchored struc-
tures of politics and economics. Earlier periods were characterized by the
porous contact zones of empire, and the present day is one of accelerating
globalization. The period 1860 to 1980, however, was dominated by the
centrality of the strictly bounded political space.

The book’s six chapters expand on this original thesis by tracing the
emergence of the basic characteristics of modern political territories,
starting with the “invention” of the forti"ed frontier in France around
1700 and continuing with the rationalization of the countryside by French
Physiocrats, their allies, and their imitators; the “"lling” of national space
through the railway and the telegraph; the obsessive colonial scrambles for
territory around 1900; and the struggle for global dominance during the
Cold War. Maier concludes with an arresting description of the present
state of territoriality. In this chapter especially, Maier reveals himself as a
Foucauldian historian through and through: His main aim is to historicize

1 Michel Foucault, “Different Spaces,” in James D. Fabion (ed.) (trans. Robert Hurley),
Aesthetics, Method, and Epistemology; The Essential Works of Michel Foucault (New York,
1994), II, 175–176.
2 See, for example, Gaston Bachelard (trans. Maria Jolas), The Poetics of Space (Boston, 1994);
Henri Lefebvre (trans. Donald Nicholson-Smith), The Production of Space (Malden,
Mass., 1992); Gilles Deleuze and Félix Guatteri (trans. Brian Massumi), A Thousand Plateaus:
Capitalism and Schizophrenia (London, 1992); Stephen Kern, The Culture of Time and Space,
1880–1918 (Cambridge, Mass., 1983); Edward W. Soja, Postmodern Geographies: The Reassertion
of Space in Critical Social Theory (Brooklyn, 1989).
3 Maier, “Consigning the Twentieth Century to History: Alternative Narratives for the
Modern Era,” American Historical Review, CV (2000), 807–831.
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territoriality in order to show its continuing hold on our imagination as
well as its inherent instability and many paradoxes.

Maier’s genealogical, present-oriented approach to the history of ter-
ritoriality both enlightens and obscures. Once he reaches the nineteenth
and twentieth centuries (the heart of his argument in his original AHR
piece), Maier is in his element. His analysis is erudite and extraordinarily
insightful. Less successful, on the other hand, are the early chapters of
the book, which often suffer from factual inaccuracies (the Confession of
Augsburg was not signed in 1542, [73]); topsy-turvy causations (long before
the forti"cation of the French borders by Sébastian Vauban, French kings
were busy defortifying the state’s interior [Chapter 2]); and self-defeating
statements (“The Roman structure lasted centuries but proved unsustain-
able” [25]). Most importantly, the earlier chapters often fail to employ
Maier’s own historicist approach, the very source for the later chapters’
many revealing insights. Characterizing premodern China as “fragmented”
(25), theHolyRoman Empire as “a federation” (73), or eighteenth-century
Castile as “a hodgepodge” of levies and immunities ignores how inhabi-
tants of these polities viewed them. As such, it amounts to an imposition
of a modern, territorial logic on political frameworks that did not possess
it—exactly the argument of this otherwise very "ne book.

Yair Mintzker
Princeton University

A Century of Transnationalism: Immigrants and Their Homeland Connections.
Edited by Nancy L. Green and Roger Waldinger (Urbana, University of
Illinois Press, 2016) 280 pp. $95.00 cloth $24.50 paper

This collection of nine essays about immigrants’ transnational engage-
ments in their home countries covers a wide range of groups—Italians,
Portuguese, Mexicans, Japanese, Chinese, Arabs, Jews, and Indians—in
different countries/world regions examined in different time spans. The
book is divided into two parts, one devoted to the role of sender and
receiver states in shaping immigrant transnational pursuits, and the other
to the importance of the temporal contexts of these engagements for
the forms that they assume and the directions in which they evolve.

In the introduction, the editors announce the collection’s fourfold
contributions: (1) to provide a better understanding of a heretofore under-
investigated role of sending and receiving states in triggering or constrain-
ing immigrants’ transnational engagements; (2) to offer insight into the
changing circumstances and practices of immigrant transnational pursuits
throughout a longue durée, which reveals far more complicated historical
trajectories for this phenomenon than researchers usually acknowledge;
(3) to highlight the importance of the period between the conventional
“now” (present-day immigrants) and “then” (previous great-wave travelers),
not recognized in scholarly studies of émigré transnationalism; and (4) to
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