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United Nations Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) set the agenda for human 
development at a time when the nation-state centered development paradigm declared 
to be in crisis. In that context, the eighth goal assigned the objective of reaching 
MDGs by 2015 to the global partnership of governments, the private sector and 
nongovernmental organizations (NGOs). This edited volume links the slow pace of 
MDG process worldwide -voiced by MDGs Report 2007- to the unsatisfactory 
participation of NGOs. By ascertaining the meager role played by NGOs so far, this 
volume is intended to analyze the possible roles that NGOs can assume in 
accelerating MDG process worldwide.  

 
Investigating the issues of poverty and development within the framework of MDGs, 
the volume mainly suggests that the NGOs’ radius of activities and their “comparative 
advantage” lie in the limitations of the public and the private sector. Authors bring 
forth an ideal model of division of labor among the government, the private sector, 
and NGOs, by employing a welfare economics paradigm of excludability and rivalry. 
The volume points to the importance of not only partnerships among three sectors 
within nation-state boundaries, but also cooperation within sectors globally such as 
between international nongovernmental organizations (INGOs) and local NGOs, and 
governments of Global North and Global South to improve the poor record of MDG 
process. The target group of the volume includes both academics specialized in 
development and NGO studies and all stakeholders working in development related 
fields including policy practitioners and policy-makers. 

 
The volume, divided into three main sections, starts with the section addressing the 
main theoretical framework of the book, which reveals the comparative advantages of 
NGOs in comparison to the public and private sectors concerning development-
related fields. This theoretical approach is presented against a background of 
limitations inherent to the current global economic system and conceptual ambiguity 
of civil society. Following this, the second section renders a fruitful discussion on the 
conditions sine qua non to the success of MDG process including political will and 
global partnerships necessary to back MDG process and positive attitude to be taken 
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by governments towards NGOs. Based on the “comparative advantage” perspective, 
last section of the volume focuses on possible contributions of NGOs in specific 
MDG-related fields (i.e. extreme poverty, gender, health, education, and 
environment). Last but not the least, the volume concludes with a call for further 
research concerning the integrated evaluation of development programs carried out by 
NGOs.  
 
The book successfully fulfills its main objective by specifying the role of NGOs in 
development-related areas “where innovation, flexible programming, specialized 
knowledge related to the poor, targeted local public goods, common-property 
resources management, and representation and advocacy” (p. 195) is required. 
Contributors from diversified backgrounds -such as academia, international 
organizations, and NGOs- provide the proper combination of approaches needed for 
bridging the theoretical discussions surrounding the possible role of NGOs in 
development with policy proposals aimed at furthering human development. This 
productive synergy among the authors results in a volume providing not only a rich 
theoretical discussion on human development and NGOs, but also a detailed analysis 
of NGO role in MDG process. 
 
One specific theoretical issue could have been addressed more explicitly in the 
conclusions raised in this volume. Given the limitations of the possible success that 
NGOs can bring to worldwide development voiced in the first section, the third 
section of the volume principally applies J. M. Brinkerhoff et al.’s “comparative 
advantage” framework without fully integrating the former. The contributions of first 
two chapters -the former pointing to the critique of MDGs in worldwide poverty 
alleviation, the latter discussing the limits of NGO role in MDG process- could be 
better integrated into the main theoretical framework. That would be helpful for the 
authors to take a distance from neo-Tocquevillean optimism towards NGOs’ possible 
contributions to development, especially as far as the policy implications are 
concerned. 
 
However, one should definitely note that the insight of this volume concerning the 
future research in development studies can be of great importance in resolving above 
mentioned tension. In this regard, the book successfully emphasizes the observable 
lack of studies concerning the evaluation of NGO activities and programs in the realm 
of development (p. 198). Operating on this insufficient world of data, the authors 
could only utilize a small group of development programs being implemented by 
outstanding NGOs (i.e. CARE and BRAC) which could hardly provide the necessary 
empirical findings sufficient to substantiate the main framework.  
 
Given the challenge that development studies facing due to the crisis of the nation-
state centered development paradigm, the contribution of J. M. Brinkerhoff et al.’s 
book to the literature is valuable in finding a way to break the deadlock that the MDG 
process is in. The challenge that this book faces is the challenge of pursuing a 
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development agenda in a global world. In this respect, the volume’s special emphasis 
on a new research agenda concerning the evaluation of NGO effect in development-
related realms seems to be of key importance for those interested in development and 
NGO studies. 
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The second half of the twentieth century was characterized by an increased 
environmental consciousness in post-industrial society triggered by manmade 
catastrophes including oil spills, deforestation, and radioactive waste. Yet, “green 
thought”, albeit political appreciation, still lacks general intellectual and theoretical 
recognition in academia today. In Political Theory and the Ecological Challenge 
editors Andrew Dobson and Robyn Eckersley conceptualize the increasing ecological 
practices and embed it in modern political ideologies and theories. Dobson, professor 
in environmental politics at Keele University (United Kingdom) and Professor 
Eckersley, who shares her colleague’s vocation at the University of Melbourne in 
Australia, called for a dozen scholars to address the issue from an interdisciplinary 
perspective. While the first part of the book explores the connection of ideologies 
such as liberalism, conservatism, socialism, and feminism with ecologism, several 
authors then analyze the ramification of theoretical concepts, ranging from democracy 
and representation to security related issues on environmentalism in the second part. 
This is an ambitious, yet difficult endeavor to pursue.  
 
Environmentalist theory is rooted in dichotomous concepts best illustrated by the 
ideological tension between nationalism and cosmopolitanism. Roger Scruton, in his 
chapter on conservatism, points out the importance of territorial attachment for 
nations and also with respect to ecology, establishing a direct link between society 
and nature. Individuals not only feel strongly attached to the nation, but also express 
the desire to protect it from environmental degradation (p. 15). Mary Mellor posits the 
promotion of environmentalism within this framework via subsistence sectors and 
local economy, addressing the concept of socialism (p. 46). Consequences of local 
environmental pollution directly affect the life of certain communities as well as 
increase their alertness and readiness for protest. At the far end of the ideological 
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spectrum, however, is cosmopolitan theory which, according to Andrew Linklater, 
generates “common experiences” in order to create a transnational awareness that 
goes beyond locally oriented reasoning (p. 122). The challenge for a new green theory 
lies therefore in consolidating cosmopolitanism and nationalism. Other, more recent 
theoretical concepts are facing similar challenges. Feminism, for instance, follows a 
holistic approach with Val Plumwood emphasizing hybridity to tackle the integration 
problem. According to her, nature ought to be valued at least as much as humankind 
(pp. 51-74). While she is trying to go beyond an anthropocentric concept, Andrew 
Hurrell and Michael Saward in chapter 10 and 11 respectively, use anthropocentrism 
to personify nature for political purposes (pp. 165-199). This approach, although not 
new, is rather original, as it requires rethinking not only the relationship of humans, 
animals, and nature, but also inquires about how to conceptually integrate this within 
a legal framework. Hence, this reiterates the detached yet interdependent character of 
ecological thought and established political concepts.  
 
A closer look at questions regarding the difference between rights, freedom, 
citizenship, and democracy highlights this paradox, revealing how environmentalism 
crosses conceptual boundaries. As Richard Dagger suggests, citizens have to 
surrender some of their options, yet not give up their entire range of freedom to 
incorporate nature within a new theoretical framework (pp. 200-215). Andrew 
Dobson develops a similar idea with respect to citizenship, concluding that a 
cosmopolitan citizenship will eventually be able to transgress political limits (pp. 228-
229). Both concepts are embedded in the democracy model of Terrence Ball who, in 
addition, outlines problems related to green political agendas that authoritative 
regimes pursue (pp. 131-147). This begs the question how important democratic 
structures are for environmentalism? Compared to autocratic regimes, in democracies 
intellectuals have elaborated political tools that take into account environmental 
protection. As a case in point, Hans Jonas, German philosopher, wrote an influential 
work, The Imperative of Responsibility1, not only catalyzing the German 
environmentalist movement, but also laying the foundations for the “precautionary 
principle”. Widely used in decision-making structures of democratic states in Europe, 
this concept considers the environment as a valuable resource and requires a priori 
evaluations in order to minimize harmful consequences on nature and society due to 
political action. Ecologism, therefore, is anchored in the theoretical world as well as 
in the real-life politics.  
 
Despite its innovative and inspirational character, the book has nonetheless some 
shortcomings. In particular with respect to methodology, my critique is twofold. 
While authors acknowledge the right of existence of ecologism, the message about 
establishing a separate subfield in political theory is blurred. In an earlier book, 
however, Dobson argued already that ecologism is a political ideology, and in the late 

                                                
1 Jonas, Hans, 1984, The Imperative of Responsibility: In Search For the Ethics in a Technological Age, 
Chicago University Press. 
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1990s Brian Baxter courageously took upon himself the ungrateful chore of 
conceptualizing the socio-political issue of environmentalism.2 In other words, the 
field could have benefited significantly, if the editors had included preliminary 
structural and conceptual elements to outline a theoretical foundation. Also, Daniel 
Deudney, by addressing unfounded security threats in regards to environmentalism at 
a national level, only weakens his own argument. Rather than clinging on to 
unjustified aspects of violence, it would have been methodologically more suitable to 
focus on the ramification of ecologism on the nation-state paradigm and state 
institutions, as mentioned in his conclusion. This would have been particularly helpful 
to evaluate how different political systems deal with the issue. Albeit its theoretical 
relevance to environmentalism, federalism has not received any attention and should 
have been included in this approach. It is pivotal, as its multi-level structure allows 
for political mechanisms that enhance problem solving.  Suffice to say that the 
principle of subsidiarity, referring to the idea that problems are best solved at the level 
where they arise, enhances local efforts of environmental protection. It combines two 
primary modes of political action, top-down and bottom-up, in order to cope with the 
ecological challenges and bridges the gap between cosmopolitanism and nationalism.  
 
The effort of embracing various subfields of political theory to tackle this problem is 
exemplary; yet it would be very interesting to delve into the question of how to 
broaden an interdisciplinary perspective. Put differently, cultural and sociological 
aspects are also innate when examining ecologically relevant topics, and it would 
therefore be compelling to find means of taking these elements into account and 
eventually incorporate them into a general concept. More recently developed theories, 
such as feminism, emblematically illustrate that the theoretical core thought is 
inherent in many different fields and generate a continuously increasing number of 
research areas. Ecologism, as this book ultimately asserts, follows a similar logic and 
therefore the authors have contributed a great deal of outlining the first roadmap for 
future research that should not be limited to the topics treated in this collection, yet be 
expanded in order to create an integrative conceptual framework for ecological 
theory. Despite the abstract and philosophical nature of the subject matter, the authors 
have grounded arguments, which make this book accessible to a wide range of 
educated and curious readers who express curiosity and alacrity to learn about 
integrating the ecological challenge into political theory. Not only theorists, but also 
other disciplines will benefit from this interdisciplinary undertaking; however, a solid 
foundation in political theory is recommended. 
 
 
 

                                                
2 See Dobson, Andrew 1992, Green Political Thought: An Introduction, Routledge: London, and Baxter, 
Brian, 1999, Ecologism: An Introduction, Edinburgh University Press. 
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The notion of globalization has caused immense scholarly debate within the last two 
decades, providing competing conclusions about the transformations in the modern 
international system. From the claims on the retreat of state to the emergence of a 
cosmopolitan world society, globalization has been perceived, in either negative or 
positive terms, as an overarching force challenging the very foundations of the world 
politics. In his comprehensive study entitled as Rethinking Globalization, Nick Bisley 
proposes a Lukacsian approach of rethinking this much heated debate. Underlining 
that the ever-expanding literature on globalization has produced more confusion than 
it resolves, Bisley argues that a process of digestion on the interactions between 
globalization and the institutions and structures of world politics is needed to make 
sense of how globalization transforms the core dimensions of the modern 
international system (p. 4). 
 
The author advocates the peculiar idea that globalization and its interactions with the 
world politics can be best understood by avoiding grand theories about itself (p.215). 
Criticizing the maximalist approach which has attempted to explain the social reality 
with reference to all-encompassing frameworks, Bisley argues that globalization 
involves contradictory, complex, uneven and contingent processes whose interactions 
with the workings of the international order can only be assessed by looking at the 
particular context one is interested. That is, the context is all for the consideration of 
globalization, for Bisley. (p. 2) 
 
This context-oriented approach to the study of globalization structures the book into 
ten chapters, including introduction and conclusion. In the first two chapters, Bisley 
provides a critical overview of the theoretical discussions and historical evolution of 
globalization. After briefly examining the central themes in the debates over 
globalization, Bisley constructs his own definition of globalization by relying on the 
distinction between globalization as cause and as consequence. The implications of 
this complex and multidimensional process on world politics can be best understood 
by relying on its consequential dimensions. Then, Bisley defines globalization as “…a 
set of consequences deriving from the reduced costs and increased speed of 
transporting goods, knowledge, people and capital.” (p.31) This specific approach to 
globalization enables the author to construct the basis for a critical inquiry into six 
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central themes of world politics, namely, state, world economy, international 
institutions, war, nationalism and international order. 
 
In this critical inquiry, Bisley methodologically relies on the analysis of the existing 
literature existing on the particular context at hand. While analyzing each and every 
topic, the book enables the reader to get familiar with the main lines of discussion 
existing on that particular theme. This specifically provides the chance to have a list 
of ‘the most important readings’ on globalization for those interested in further 
research on the issue (even though such a list would lack some of the important 
critical voices in the literature). This brief literature review is followed by an attempt 
to reconstruct the notion at hand. Such an attempt clarifies the position of the writer 
and strengthens his claim over the importance of the context in a study of 
globalization. Then, the author tries to assess consequential dimension of 
globalization on that particular issue to grasp the nature and extent of transformation.  
 
By doing so, Bisley successfully overcomes the intellectual confusion surrounding the 
globalization debate. Providing convincing examples, the author shows the main 
fallacies of the extreme approaches to globalization as far as the particular context is 
concerned. For instance, as discussed in chapters three and four, globalization does 
not pose an existential challenge to the state, but transforms the environment in which 
the state operates both domestically and internationally. This has necessitated a 
transformation of the role and function of the state in domestic and international 
realms (p.57).  Therefore, the impact of globalization is far more than the simple 
depiction of weak state-strong market. Besides, the book pays particular attention to 
the multidimensional and contradictory nature of the ongoing process of 
globalization. Examined within the contexts of international organizations, war or 
nationalism, the contradictory processes of globalization have not fundamentally 
recast the place or nature of these topical issues in world politics, but transformed 
their situational importance and the meaning. 
 
Entitled “Still an Anarchical Society?” chapter eight tries to connect all the hitherto 
made arguments about the central themes of world politics to the general issue of 
international order to assess how globalization has transformed the contemporary 
world politics. As can be inferred from the title, Bisley questions whether Hedley 
Bull’s notion of anarchical society is still valid to make sense of the contemporary 
international system. Viewing the international order from a state-centric perspective, 
but not excluding the other actors, processes and mechanisms brought by 
globalization, Bisley stresses that although all the central aspects of world politics are 
in a transformation, this does not recast the fundamental basis of the modern 
international system. However, it is no longer an anarchical society either because of 
the inadequacy of the term to picture the contemporary reality (p. 190).  
 
Structured on the contextual analysis of the consequences of globalization, the book 
explains the broader context of world politics by marching from the particular issues, 
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and then gathering them into one meaningful totality. Even though such an approach 
provides a great degree of practical facility in an area full of theoretical complexity, it 
unavoidably carries the danger of dividing social reality into enclosed contexts. That 
is, the inherent danger of overlooking the complex interactions between these central 
themes is implicitly embedded in the book. In fact, the author acknowledges this 
danger and, in many ways, stresses on the interactions between those themes in the 
era of globalization. More importantly, chapter eight is devoted to such an aim. 
Nonetheless, a state-centric discussion on the international order seems to be 
insufficient to trace the issue on a more analytical level.  
 
This inherent problem of the book is a more general question of treating the complex 
social phenomenon as the thing in itself. Abstracted from the broad historical and 
social contexts, the particular issues examined in separate chapters stand as if they 
were something existing on their own. What is more, the constitution of globalization 
as a consequence inevitably falls short of overcoming eclecticism in the study of the 
social phenomenon. For instance, the book lacks a proper answer to questions like this 
one: How does the economic dimension of globalization (think about increasing 
poverty and inequality within and between states) have an impact on the rise of ethnic 
nationalism or even racism in different parts of the world?  
 
Overall, Rethinking Globalization provides an important means to reconsider what 
has really happened to structural features and actors of the modern international 
system during the complex and contradictory processes of globalization. The mission 
of initiating a process of digestion seems to be well accomplished in the totality of the 
book. However, the context-bound approach of the book seems to fall short of 
analytically linking different contextual issues to one another. This in turn weakens 
the author’s argument that the context is all in order to make proper sense of the 
contradictory process underway. However, this does not undermine the book’s 
theoretically novel path of rescuing the globalization-world politics debate from the 
never-ending discussions around the grand theories. As such, Bisley opens new 
intellectual horizons for those interested in the question of contemporary state of 
affairs in world politics.  
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Rakipi looks in his 2008 ‘Weak States and Security: rethinking the Balkan Post-Cold 
War Security Agenda’ to the weak state phenomenon and the shapes it takes in the 
Balkans after the fall of the Communist regime. He focuses in his work on two case 
studies – Albania and Macedonia – which in spite of their different histories both are 
in the post-Cold War period weak states.  The study addresses both the literatures on 
international relations and the weak/failed states by attempting to substantiate a link 
between security concerns and weak states. As such the author starts by building up a 
theoretical framework which allows addressing simultaneously international relations 
theory, the security dilemma, the process of democratization, and strong/weak 
statehood. This theoretical framework is by and large steaming out of the international 
relations theory, more specifically its realist/neo-realist and liberal/neo-liberal 
streams. The author builds up the argument in such a way as to justify a predominant 
focus on the internal aspects of security, delimiting the study from the international 
dimension of the security dilemma – i.e. the traditional understanding of the security 
dilemma within international relations – and a focus on power holders within the 
international system. Such a move, even if contradictory to the (neo-)realist IR, it is 
broadly in line with the (neo-)liberal stream. A second step is to justify a focus on the 
‘institutional base of the state’. This focus draws a particular attention to the 
development of the post-communist institutions and their representation of state 
strength.  Furthermore it requires a strong focus on the development of statehood per 
se, the national question, and the transformations of the underlining organizing 
ideology.  
 
At this level Rakipi draws our attention to the discrepancies between the forms of 
statehood we may find in the West and those that are developing in the 
periphery/Balkans – here the crux of the problem being the understanding and 
projection of power and the role the state has in the manipulation of power. 
Ultimately the criterion decided upon as the most relevant in the discussion on state 
strength/weakness is political legitimacy which guides the author in his analysis of the 
two case studies.  
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Considering the evolution of the international system and the sharp increase in the 
number of states during decolonization and the post-communist period, the apparition 
of states which maintain a formal sovereignty but are too weak to maintain a normal 
relation with their citizens based on the adequate provision of public goods and 
security puts the international community in a new and difficult situation. The answer 
given up to date to the weak state phenomenon is fragmentary and insufficient. Rakipi 
attempts therefore to underscore the dangers the proliferation and inadequate 
approach towards this kind of states can bring for the international community. He 
does so by looking into the Albanian and Macedonian cases.  
 
Albania is dealt with extensively and Macedonia is treated as well but more 
succinctly; the author manages therefore to provide a nice picture of the apparition 
and development of the Albanian and Macedonian states. The many problems that 
come with the institutionalization and strengthening of these states are considered and 
their impact on the security dynamics of the region and the whole Europe is 
highlighted.  
 
Rakipi looks further into the link between such weak states and the international 
community. He starts by tackling the issue of the foreign policy of weak states. The 
foreign policy is relevant as it reveals the perceptions of threats of the weak states. In 
this case the legitimacy so much needed for increasing the strength of the state in the 
liberal order, comes mainly from external actors and is a useful tool in the 
competition with the many internal ‘enemies’/ opposing forces which are 
characteristic of weak states.  
 
Finally the author deals with the role of the international community in dealing with 
the situations of fragility. As it may be expected this role is major and has a deep 
impact on the functioning of the weak state and its institutions. The focus is manly put 
on the role of the EU and NATO in the crises that Albania and Macedonia have faced 
in their period since the fall of the communist regime. Whether the international 
community’s presence takes the form of an international protectorate, presence of 
international forces, development aid, engagement in mediating peace deals, or a 
contribution to the consolidation of democracy and state capacity, these contribute 
substantially to the transformations of the local institutional environment.  
 
As such the book treats a very topical subject given the current engagements of the 
international community (e.g. Afghanistan) and the ever stronger interest for the 
deteriorating situation of African states. The strengthening of weak states does receive 
more and more attention from both scholars and policy makers. The book maintains a 
pretty clear structure offering a substantial contribution due to its focus on the 
Balkans. While most of the weak/failed states literature deals with other areas of the 
world, the post-communist Central and Eastern European area has important lessons 
to be drawn for the efforts of various states and the international community in what 
regards strengthening statehood.  
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From the post-communist area, Albania and Macedonia are both wonderfully selected 
cases as they make possible a nice employment of Mill’s method of difference. 
Albania has independence for a longer period of time and is ethnically homogenous, 
while Macedonia gains independence for the first time after the fall of the 
communism and is ethnically heterogeneous. In spite of these differences, in both 
cases we find strong evidence of weak statehood and difficult transition paths towards 
more democratic societies. Rakipi manages to bring forwards reach localized 
knowledge which is enlightening in the context of weak/failed states literature. As 
well, the contexts of the two states, concerning their development as states and 
particularly so their position in the international system and relation to the 
international community, allow important lessons for the security literature.  
 
However, there are several drawbacks: the two case studies are disproportionate. The 
Albanian case study is treated substantially and at length while Macedonia is dealt 
with more superficially. This aspect as well as the views presented on Albania and 
Macedonia and the relations between the two reveal a certain level of unnecessary 
bias towards the Albanian position. As well, much of the information provided for the 
Albanian and Macedonian case studies is anecdotal, lacking a seriously structured 
analysis and at times comprising value judgments. Furthermore, the strong reliance on 
the neo-/realist and neo-/liberal theories brings several tensions which are not entirely 
dealt with.  While the more critical streams of IR theory are not considered at all in 
spite of the obvious potential contribution such lenses could bring to the undertaken 
analysis.  
 
The literatures employed in the building up of the theoretical argument exclude by 
and large the development and economic development literatures. In spite of one of 
the conclusions of the book that development is at the core of the strengthening of the 
current states in the Balkans, this line of argumentation is not taken further. Overall, 
the argument the author attempts to build is composed of several components which 
unfortunately do not add up in a structured and clear analysis. Nevertheless, the 
contribution as a whole does offer an important contribution to the weak states 
literature by focusing on the Balkans and link between security and weak states in the 
same region.  
 


