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BOOK REVIEWS 
 
Rebecca S. Katz, The Georgian Regime Crisis of 2003-2004. 
A Case Study in Post-Soviet Media Representation of 
Politics, Crime and Corruption (Stuttgart: Ibidem-Verlag, 
2006), 362 pp. 
 
Author: Ana Dinescu 
University of Bucharest 
 
Two decades after the fall of communism our knowledge 
regarding the changes that took place in the former Eastern 
Europe and the Soviet Union is still limited. Most information is 
purely contextual – the main actors involved and their afterwards 
political or public evolution, or the more or less recent histories of 
each piece of the communist puzzle. But, we are still unable to 
mark out accurately the trajectories of the changes in themselves 
– for example, what were the starting point and the motivations 
of the masses to support those transformations, at least at the 
very beginning of the processes. The majority of the bibliography 
on this topic – including the literature published in 2009 - is 
covering the changes that took place in the former Eastern 
communist countries and the former Soviet Union, without 
offering in-depth and exhaustive scrutiny of each past communist 
society. 
 
Rebecca S. Katz focuses on the ways in which the 2003-2004 
regime crisis in Georgia was reflected in the local English media 
published in the capital city of Tbilisi, mostly The Daily Georgian 
Times, Georgia Today, and the Messenger – an extensive list of 
those newspapers as well as a list of the Internet links are not 
offered a bibliographical sources at the end of the volume. The 
author does a qualitative analysis of the representations of 
politics, crime and corruption in the media. For those unable to go 
directly to Georgian language media, a considerable amount of 
information is provided to recompose the local landscape, 
something not particularly familiar to the average Western 
reader. The coverage is related not exclusively to conflicts and 
tense situations, but to daily political and social activity as well. 
The media reporting of the events is corrected or completed by 
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the author’s personal experience (i.e. work in Georgia for one 
year in the academic field). In addition, the book includes tables 
with information regarding the electoral process, financial and 
economic data, and illustrations from the electoral campaign and 
the mass rallies. The predictable insufficient familiarity of the 
reader with the cultural and historical roots of this country is 
balanced by a special chapter dedicated to the “History of Georgia 
in the Caucasus”, centred on the Soviet and post-Soviet period. 
The author herself recognizes that the access of the population to 
the newspapers is limited (p. 123), mostly for financial reasons. 
In the same time, the author recognizes this viewpoint as limiting 
the exhaustive coverage of the problems of Georgian society.  
 
The aim of the book is to offer “an interdisciplinary perspective on 
crime and corruption” (p. 15), without setting a specific 
theoretical model, through comparisons between Western and 
Eastern societies, starting from the Georgian case-study. In the 
final chapter, Katz concludes that the non-critical national self-
projection is an obstruction to progress. Honest evaluation of the 
past is essential in a successful redesign of Georgian society, 
including in relations with Russia. The arguments developed in 
the book do not constantly support this standpoint, but could set 
the beginning for an enriched perception of post-Soviet societies.  
 
Partly, the narrative of the book is constructed around the bridges 
between the past and the present, how the past is reflected – or 
not – in the present situation, at the symbolical or political level. 
Politicization of the  historical memory and its place in the current 
national building process is a common characteristic in many 
former communist countries. and the selection – not free of 
immediate political interest - operated as part of the current 
national building process. In the Georgian example, the author 
mentions the absence of any historical education within the state 
university system (p. 23) from the names of streets assigned to 
writers, poets or artists to the early Menshevik revolutionaries 
(p.22). Moreover, there is a lack of critical approach to the 
situation of other minorities living in Georgian territory (pp.25-6) 
as possible explanation of the inter-ethnic conflicts that followed.  
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At the same time, comparative approaches are limited and the 
basis of their construction could be eroded by the lack of 
relevance of the terms compared. One common comparison is of 
the standards set by the international community for achieving a 
successful Georgian transition and what the author considers a 
setback in terms of transparency and accountability in 
government during the US presidency of George W. Bush. The 
author argues that the Patriot Act is a tool used abusively against 
its own citizens (p. 60) in the context of anti-terrorism policies. In 
this respect, whenever new democracies follow the American 
example obstacles occur in their quest for democratic standards. 
In the Georgian case, the post 9/11 US rhetoric was translated 
into Saakashvili's 2003 warnings about the danger of a Moscow-
led invasion (p. 145). The global lack of a clear definition of 
terrorism allows abuses against those opposing certain regimes 
(pp. 179-180). According to the same logic, the presence in 
Georgia of a company as Halliburton, with past accusations of 
corruption in the Middle East (based on media reports) is not a 
step forward in supporting democratic change and public 
accountability (p. 117) in the former Soviet space.  
 
The critical evaluation of the author is lacking as well when 
mentioning the imbroglio of public statements, including from 
Moscow – before and after Saakashvili’s presidency, with 
reference to the role played by the international NGOs and other 
local organisations in the regime change. In other parts of the 
book, the author simply restates known things and stereotypes 
regarding the Western – mostly US – induced regime change, by 
referring to, without further discussion, the changes from Serbia 
and Ukraine. Of course, it is out off topic to analyse the patterns 
of change in those countries, but some critical standpoints are 
more than necessary as a filter against the mind-laziness of the 
plot theories, partly tributary to an archaic, propagandist and 
Soviet-inherited perspective.  
 
Equally, the claim concerning the Western financial institutions’ 
contribution to the widening of the gap between poor and rich (p. 
135), is omitting to point out the system problems – common and 
specific – in some beneficent countries regarding the lack of 
viable institutions and appropriate anti-corruption legislation. 
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Another weakness concerns hasty editing, with several 
misspellings and errors, as the ambiguous mention of the Council 
of Europe instead of the European Parliament (pp. 278-9). 
 
The cases outlined in the book add to our knowledge of the 
stages of this course of action and its addition to the bibliography 
of this geopolitical area is essential. From the point of view of the 
target audience of the book – scholars, political experts, 
diplomats and journalists – an increase of information about 
Georgia it is made available in English and could be used for 
case-to-case evaluations of various evolutions of the transition 
process in this country. 
 
 
Daniel Smilov and Jurij Toplak (eds.), Political Finance and 
Corruption in Eastern Europe: The Transition Period 
(Aldershot: Ashgate, 2007), 220 pp.  
 
Author: Dragomir Stoyanov  
University of Sofia  
 
One can hardly describe the existing Eastern Europe bibliography 
on party funding issues as “voluminous”. Of course if an 
explanation has to be given of this academic “asceticism” several 
reasons can be given. First, the nature of the problem as one of 
high “sensitivity” has as its consequence the insufficiency of 
related information, which is dependent mostly on unreliable 
journalist sources, and incomplete and uninformative official 
documents. Second there is a strong reluctance of party 
functioners and public office holders to share information with 
party researchers. In this respect the book of Smilov and Toplak 
Political Finance and Corruption in Eastern Europe: the Transition 
Period is a valuable contribution to the difficult field of party 
finances and corruption, an area still under-researched in this 
part of Europe.   
 
The structure of the book is composed of two units: an 
introductory chapter that opens the discussion by providing 
different theoretical and comparative interpretations, and ten 
case-study chapters. Based on a strict organizational matrix these 



CEU Political Science Journal. Vol. 5, No. 1 
 

 131 

describe party funding legislation and practices in ten Eastern 
European countries: Bulgaria, Croatia, the Czech Republic, 
Hungary, Macedonia, Poland, Russia, Serbia, Slovenia and 
Ukraine. The exposition of each case-study is identical: 
Introduction, Description of the Political Finance Model, Analysis 
of Political Finance Model and Conclusion. In addition, almost 
every chapter includes a large number of different tables that 
provide a significant visual and explanatory support to the 
authors’ argument, making easier for the reader to compare 
different party funding practices. The proposed time framework is 
the period between the fall of communism 1989-90 and a few 
years before the first wave of Eastern countries to join the 
European Union.  
 
Methodologically the case-studies are thoroughly founded on a 
variety of sources: there are primary sources – interviews with 
politicians and party functioners, political scientists, public 
officials and civil servants, as well as secondary ones, based on 
state laws regulating party functions and funding, Constitutional 
court decisions, government decrees, party statutes, newspaper 
and journal articles etc.  
 
In the first chapter of the book, the introductory one, Smilov pays 
attention to several important issues that find their empirical 
development in the consecutive case-study chapters. In the very 
beginning he describes two different models of party finance with 
strong impact on the functioning of the countries’ party systems. 
The first is the “party-centered” model and the second – the 
“candidate-centered” one. This first distinction can be observed in 
all ten case-studies and it is interpreted as underlying one of the 
most important differences between the Central European and 
Balkan states (to some degree) on one hand and Russia on the 
other – the tendency of strong and well-organized party 
institutions to be created and consolidated in the former as 
opposed to the predominance of looser forms of party 
organizations in the latter. In the first case, party funding 
legislation tries to stimulate the creation and institutionalization of 
strong structures and organisation and in the second it 
legislatively “discourages” political parties from consolidation.  
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Smilov proposes yet another distinction that can be delineated on 
the basis of an ideologically specified approach: one where a 
“libertarian model” of party financing is opposed to an 
“egalitarian” one. Here a distinction between two groups of 
countries can be drawn again. In the first group Kanev, Enyedi, 
and Toplak outline an “egalitarian model” which is characterized 
by an attempt for some degree of financial security to be 
provided to all political parties (it can be, as it is the case in 
Bulgaria, Hungary and Slovenia, that the parties subject to state 
subsidies are all parties with at least 1% electoral support) but at 
the same time Walecki, Enyedi, Císař and Petr describe state 
legislative efforts towards imposition of strict party funding 
regulations (as in Poland, Hungary, the Czech Republic). In 
Russia (Gleisner) and Ukraine (Protsyk and Walecki), on the other 
hand, the practice can be defined as “libertarian”, “Generally, […], 
parties were allowed to fund themselves as they saw fit.” (p. 
144).   
 
As problems regarding the political finance legislation and its 
implementation in Eastern Europe the book outlines the lack of 
transparency, the lack of a level playing field in political 
competition and the lack of representativeness of political parties 
in the region. These three crucial problems are thoroughly 
investigated within all case-studies on the basis of extensive work 
with primary and secondary sources.  
 
In regard to the issues of transparency and legality of party 
funding we can cite Císař and Petr who describe properly the 
development in Central European countries - “the system in the 
country [the Czech Republic] has moved from an under-regulated 
to a relatively well regulated area of activity.” (p. 86). The task of 
securing of a level playing field in political competition is a more 
acute problem. There are countries (Bulgaria, Macedonia, Serbia,) 
where there is a tendency towards strong domination of the ruling 
party at the expense of the opposition, as Kanev, Treneska and 
Goati state, and others (Hungary, the Czech Republic, Poland) 
where a more consensus-oriented model can be identified. 
Another highly important problem, as it was pointed out, is the 
lack of representatives. In countries as Slovenia, Bulgaria and 
Poland a gradual shift from the parties’ financial dependence on 
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private donation towards etatization of the parties can be 
observed as well as signs of a process of “party cartelization”. On 
the other hand are Russia and Ukraine where, according to 
Gleisner, Protsyk and Walecki, parties are more vulnerable to be 
“captured” by influential financial groups and “oligarchs” (pp. 
202-207). 
 
A weakness of the book is the lack of a concluding chapter - an 
opportunity for the case studies to be interpreted one more time 
from a comperativist prospective, and for the theoretical 
framework to be developed further on the basis of the 
accumulated empirical funding. Another comment can be made in 
regard to the case selection. It is a fact with significant value for 
any further work in the field that some academically under-
researched countries are given thoroughgoing presentation by the 
contributors of the book – such are Bulgaria (Kanev), Croatia 
(Kregar, Gardašević, and Gotovac), Macedonia (Treneska), Serbia 
(Goati), and Ukraine (Protsyk and Walecki). However, countries 
from other European geographical areas, such as the Baltics, are 
absent. In this respect, at least one of these countries can be 
covered by a new edition of the book – a suggestion in no sense 
groundless, I think, when one takes into account Smilov’s 
remarks in the introduction about some intriguing characteristics 
of party funding issues in countries as Latvia and Estonia.   
 
The book is undoubtedly an important contribution to party 
funding literature. Describing in detail the process of party 
funding during the transition period (1990-2001) and being itself 
an extended source of information that can explain the current 
political situation in the above-mentioned countries the volume 
can be, very helpful for academic researchers, students and 
practitioners.      
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Pieter Vanhuysse, Divide and Pacify: Strategic Social 
Policies and Political Protests in Post-Communist 
Democracies (Budapest: Central European University 
Press, 2006), 190 pp. 
 
Autor: Josipa Rizankoska 
University of Bologna 
 
While the fall of communism in Central and Eastern Europe was 
perhaps the launch pad for politicians who wanted to introduce 
new democratic ideas to their countries, it also brought along 
with it substantial downsides such as soaring unemployment rates 
and hyperinflation which caught citizens largely off-guard. After a 
decade and a half of democracy, the young and promising scholar 
Pieter Vanhuysse, by offering his perspective on various issues 
related to post socialist economic transformation of Hungary, 
Poland and Czech Republic, gives some well-crafted and 
thoughtful explanations of the collective actions of the population 
in these countries regarding the shock of unemployment. He 
examines the  reasons behind the lack of protests in these 
countries despite the high level of unemployment. Considering 
that the foreword of the book is written by his mentor, the 
widely-respected Professor Janos Kornai, it is clear from the start 
that we are dealing with a serious research book.  
 
The carefully constructed introduction and conclusion hint at and 
introduce the reader to the author’s main arguments. The second 
chapter gives a comparative analysis between the post 
communist transition periods of Hungary, Poland and Czech 
Republic as well as one Latin American country and other post 
communist countries in Europe. Interestingly, the author includes 
in his analysis a comparison with other democratic (liberal, social 
or conservative) countries, which paints a picture of the 
surprisingly peaceful transition for these three European countries 
on a number of dimensions. 
 
The third chapter provides the reader with the real picture of the 
threatened workers and farmers’ political silence, despite all the 
potential for large scale protests. So, the focus of the fourth 
chapter named “Preventing Protests “Divide and Pacify as Political 
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strategy” is on the strategic role of social policies in preempting 
the political danger posed by threatened workers, pointing out  
that the means (strategic policies) used by the countries’ 
governments to manipulate the work- welfare status of 
individuals were intended to reduce the capacity for reform losers’ 
mobilization.  
 
The “divide and pacify” strategy is the core of the plan aimed at 
splitting homogenous groups of threatened workers into several 
groups of unemployed (with benefits), some into early and some 
into disability retirement (the abnormal pensioners). The newly 
unemployed and “abnormally” retired workers were faced with 
declining living standards and narrowing social network ties, 
offloaded onto welfare programs and had stronger incentives to 
earn private income in the grey economy instead of pursuing 
public goods through protests. 
 
Chapter five abounds with graphs and charts regarding the  
poverty, family spending, children and maternity allowances, 
early pension expenditures, and replacement rates for old age 
pensions, which helps the parallel analyses on these three 
countries, and in the sixth chapter the author clearly explains  the 
pathways of Hungary and Poland as opposed to the Czech 
Republic, which didn’t apply the “divide and pacify” strategy and 
still obtained low levels of unemployment (remained steady at 
around  three percent throughout the early 1990s), as well as  
infrequent mass protests.  
 
The book’s main merit is actually closely related with the main 
argument of the author. By positing that governments could 
impose a degree of political peace upon the polity through the 
strategic use of state welfare programs, he offers a ray of hope 
for countries that are still dealing with large scale of 
unemployment as a result of the market reforms after the 
socialism. So, these policies (“Divide and Pacify”) split up formally 
organized groups of workers simultaneously threatened by 
redundancy, by keeping some of them in jobs, and by sending 
some onto unemployment benefits and many others into early 
and disability retirement.  
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The focuses of Vanhuysse’s research are Poland, Hungary and 
Czech Republic, but he does not exclude from his analysis Latin 
American countries and other post socialist European countries, 
which gives even more value to the project. From an economic 
point of view, the above mentioned policies often appeared to be 
very costly or irresponsibly populist. But, it does not necessarily 
mean that it can lead to system destruction or other bad 
outcomes, on the contrary, here it happens to shine new light on 
these “unpopular policies” by stressing the deeper political 
motives and the importance of being able to acknowledge the 
wider sociological consequences.  
 
The author is completely aware of the delicacy of the issue, and 
instead of aiming for creation of some new socio-economic rules, 
he gives examples of other paths for socio-economic reforms (the 
Czech example). Showing how only an interdisciplinary 
perspective can really aid in better understanding an apparently 
puzzling issue is perhaps the best defensive mechanism in the 
authors explanations of the phenomenon.  
 
The controversial part of this book is the unusual claim of the 
author that the grey economy and high budget disbursements 
were the actual reasons behind the lack of mass strikes and 
protests in Hungary and Poland. While stating this so clearly and 
openly sounds a little bit irrational, we must be aware that this is 
an analysis of the situation as it stands, and not the authors 
personal beliefs.  In order to avoid  trends’ toward generalization 
and simplification the readers should have in mind that  Hungary 
was a “Gradualist” transitional country, while Poland was one of 
the “Shock Therapy” countries and Czech Republic was a so-
called “Big Bang” country, choosing a radically different way1 to 
deal with unemployment, and in fact managed to become a 
remarkable industrial power (obtaining  rate of passive to active 
expenditures decreasing from 5 in 1990 to 0,5 in 1993, which 
                                                
1 “The Balcerowicz program”, practically did not contained a social policy section, but, some of the steps in 

order to achieve low unemployment rate were:  avoiding large scale job losses by developing the labor 

market, therefore, avoidance of the bankruptcy of the large enterprises, by giving it a sufficient time for 

adaptation, by providing credits, possibly subsidy, and partly customs policy. 
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stood the same ratio compared with Sweden – 0,9 and France 2,2 
in 1991). 
 
The book is well written, and the reader can clearly understand 
the author's main goals and perspectives. Although, the easy 
flowing style and language can also put this book in a danger of 
misinterpretation of those decision makers willing to use it as an 
excuse for bad decisions during their governance. It is an 
informative, concise, and analytical book which deserves every 
scholar's and political researcher’s attention. It is complicated to 
strictly define reading groups because this is a complex book 
which encompasses political, psychological, economical, and 
sociological elements, so students of human sciences can find it 
very useful. Economists of the post socialist countries and the 
political decision makers can also use these experiences to review 
and analyze their own political decisions already implemented in 
their post socialist societies and its final results. Being nominated 
for the American Sociological Association's Award for 
Distinguished Contribution to Scholarship 2006, “Divide and 
Pacify: Strategic Social Policies and Political Protests in Post-
Socialist Democracies” comes as a highly recommended research 
book.  
 
 
Daniel Meyer-Dinkgräfe, European Culture in a Changing 
World: Between Nationalism and Globalization (Newcastle 
upon Tyne: Cambridge Scholars Publishing, 2004), 270 pp. 
 
Author: Ahmad Saeed Khan 
University of Trento 
 
The tumultuous history of Europe has colourful facets in respect 
to social, economic, political, and linguistic aspects. European 
Culture in a Changing World: Between Nationalism and Globalism 
edited by Dr. Daniel Meyer-Dinkgräfe and published by 
Cambridge Scholars Press Ltd. London, is a multidisciplinary book 
that offers a wide range of description in a fascinating way. The 
book consists of chapters presented at the 8th International 
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Conference of the International Society for the Study of European 
Ideas (ISSEI) held from 22-27 July 2002 in Aberystwyth, Wales.  
 
Like other conference publications, the book contains a set of 
chapters presented by eminent scholars, most of whom are 
affiliated with universities in the United States, Canada, and 
Europe. It is divided into three sections, Politics and Economy, 
Philosophy, and Literature and the Arts. Each section comprises 
on different sub topics in reference to the main conference title, 
European Culture in a Changing World: Between Nationalism and 
Globalism. The book has a great emphasis on emerging European 
political and cultural integration with respect to its long lasting 
history of art, music, theatre, and literature. It begins with a 
comprehensive background of the conference and explicit 
introduction of selected chapters by the editor. The largest 
portion of selected chapters is the third section, Literature and 
the Arts.  
 
The first section, Politics and Economy consists of five chapters 
dealing with political culture, economic development, nationalism, 
civil religion, and diversity. In this section, the authors are 
primarily focused on political economy of the region, nation-state 
phenomena, self identity, comparison of civil religion and politics, 
and structural changes in the Estonian economy. In Philosophy, 
the second section, eight chapters that explore the philosophical 
debate on the conference title. This section provides an insight on 
human behaviour, political diversity, theology, personal freedom, 
social transformation, individual perception and psychological 
orientation towards society, culture, romance, and state 
mechanism in the European context. Most chapters  recount the 
theoretical and conceptual debate on philosophy of social, 
political, and cultural issues in the framework of local and global 
dimensions. The final section, Literature and the Arts, consists of 
nine chapters from well-renowned scholars working on art, 
media, literature, dance, and theatre in different parts of Europe 
and the United States. The section illustrates prominent features 
of art, drama, novels, poetry, and wide rage of fiction in order to 
highlight European culture and social life in various societies. It 
also contains the conference paper presented by the editor, 
Daniel Meyer-Dinkgräfe.  
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This multidisciplinary book is written in a technical language and 
chapters are limited to a specific topic as selected for a 
conference under separate subtitles. Overall structure of the book 
is very appealing.  The introduction is well-descriptive and written 
in a simple style. It motivates the reader and creates new 
inquiries about the topics. Overall, the book is both concise and 
comprehensive, however, the explanations and definitions 
provided in the text are more theoretical than practical in terms 
of art and culture. The chapters covering philosophy, music and 
theatre are quite challenging to the reader without a proper 
background in the subjects and it might be difficult for such a 
reader to make it through these chapters without losing interest. 
To say the book is scholarly is not an exaggeration. Primary 
readers of the book are authors and academicians in research and 
education institutions. Paragraphs are well phrased and 
connected with technical terminologies; nevertheless, jargons are 
frequently used in most chapters. 
 
Having said that, the book provides in-depth knowledge on 
European culture and political discourse in the areas of EU by 
giving certain examples in chapter 2, 3, 6, and 11. Analytically, 
the title, introduction, and content of the book are more striking 
than the main text. Some chapters are presented and debated in 
a somewhat interesting way; especially in the case of Italy’s 
Struggle for a National Identity, possibly the best example of a 
logical debate with interesting technical arguments. As a general 
reader, I would like to express that the book presents a diverse 
range of culture, history, economics, music, arts, drama, theatre, 
political science, history, and development studies in a unique 
way. Personally, I would recommend this book to those readers 
who are looking for a one-stop source to understand the issues in 
this book more clearly. The book is a good option for acquiring 
comprehensive knowledge of European culture, art, and politics.        
 
From a reader’s view point, starting from introduction to chapter 
twenty-three, European Culture in a Changing World: Between 
Nationalism and Globalism, offers an interesting journey that 
passes through all walks of life in order to understand practical 
life experiences from Europe in a globalized world. The biggest 
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strength of the book is its diversity of topics, deftly managed by 
authors who assembled their ideas and connected them to the 
central theme.  The book offers an exposure of life in Europe that 
shows a colourful picture of European society. The contributions 
of authors are of high scholarly value, but the collection should 
appeal to a range of lay readers. The contrasted nature of topics, 
however, creates ambiguities of concepts and repetition that 
could become a challenge for general readers. For instance, the 
chapter on developing countries is one example of such 
confusions. Despite the loopholes, I found it to be a thought-
provoking and a state of the art publication on such a 
multidisciplinary topic.   
 
Finally, some chapters are sound and easy to grasp by readers 
without formal background knowledge of the topics, especially 
general readers and early stage of writers. Opening and 
concluding paragraphs are written by the editor are 
comprehensible and guiding. Ezra Talmor’s comments on the 
back cover are also likely to stimulate the reading of this book. All 
things considered, this reading deserves close consideration.  
 
 
Krzysztof Michalski (ed.), What Holds Europe Together. 
Conditions of European Solidarity (Budapest: Central 
European University Press, 2006), 192 pp.  
 
Author: Natalia Vlas 
Babes-Bolyai University 

 
The successive European enlargement waves pose many 
challenges and accordingly raise new and ever more intense 
debates regarding the future of the European Union. What Holds 
Europe Together is a collection of writings belonging to a 
distinguished group of scholars convened by Romano Prodi, the 
previous president of the European Union, in the spring of 2002, 
to reflect on “those values particularly relevant to the continuing 
process of European unification and to advice him on this field” 
(p.3). It is the first of the two volumes that resulted from the 
work of these scholars, reunited under the general title: 
Conditions of European Solidarity. The first volume’s declared aim 
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is to address the problems of European identity based on 
solidarity and to identify those elements that can provide Europe 
political cohesion in a context where the previous forces that 
bound Europe together have weakened. The second volume, on 
the other hand, entitled Religion in the New Europe, deals with 
the role that religion can play in bringing Europe together. 
 
The general premise around which all the contributions to the 
volume are structured, is that solidarity is the glue that can bind 
European states together and ensure the survival and success of 
the Union, which is ever more full of diversity and inequalities. 
Apart from this idea, however, there is no consensus on either 
the meaning of solidarity or how this solidarity can be achieved. 
Some authors (e.g. Bronislaw Geremek) give prevalence to 
cultural factors in the process of European unification and argue 
that the best way to overcome national egoisms hindering 
unification is to see Europe as a shared community with a shared 
history and common values. Geremek also emphasizes the need 
to do justice to history by acknowledging the fundamental 
importance of Christianity in creating this community.  
 
In a similar vein, the elements that used to provide European 
cohesion in the past 50 years have lost their unifying force and 
the new challenges Europe faces (European enlargement, 
demographic trends, changes in the economy and labor market, 
consequences of globalization and the paradigm shift from the 
industrial age to the age of knowledge) require new cohesive 
forces to hold it together. Kurt Biedenkopf argues that these 
cohesive forces can be found by attaching greater importance to 
what the EU has in common culturally, using culture in the 
broadest sense of the word. Moreover, conscious of the tensions 
caused by a further continuation of a welfare state, especially in 
the context of EU enlargement  to states “where social policy has 
been highly developed … and where the capacity of large sections 
of the population to take responsibility for themselves is highly 
underdeveloped”, Biedenkopf argues that “the strongest bond 
within the Union is provided by common interests”, because 
“there will be solidarity between the Union’s member states only 
insofar as their interests coincide.” 
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Other authors, like Grabbe, also draw attention to the difficulties 
of achieving solidarity in an ever expanding EU: “When the 
community is growing rapidly in ways that the members cannot 
fully control, their feeling of sharing a common cause begins to 
diminish”, especially when the newcomers in the EU family are 
poorer and demand the richer members’ financial help. Richer EU 
members will certainly not help poorer ones simply out of 
idealism and accordingly, the author points to the need of 
acknowledging that the self interest of rich countries is best 
served by pursuing common goals. The common destiny of 
Europeans is the element that can bring the peoples of Europe 
together, in Grabbe’s view. 
 
Kovacs goes to the heart of the problem and explores the 
different interpretations of “true” solidarity advanced by the two 
halves of Europe: the romantic “Eastern” one, based mainly on 
altruistic considerations and the more pragmatic Western one, 
which is more utilitarian in its orientation. This is also is very well 
illustrated by different contributors in the comments section of 
the book. 
 
Rupnik explores some of the problems associated with the EU’s 
enlargement towards Eastern Europe (he concentrates on the 
2004 wave of integration, like all other contributors, but the 
arguments are equally relevant today, after the integration of two 
even poorer states, in the EU: Romania and Bulgaria). Thus, he 
observes that “the enlargement to the East is a case of 
asymmetric integration. The asymmetry has facilitated the 
transfer of norms and institutional convergence, but not a 
commensurate transfer of resources.” He also argues that the EU 
will not be able to help Eastern and Central Europe in the same 
manner and on the same scale that it helped Southern Europe, 
due to the lack of sufficient resources. Secondly, the author 
argues that the viability of the European social and economic 
model, which combined competitiveness and solidarity and 
provided the European Union part of its identity, differentiating it 
from the American (Anglo-Saxon) model, cannot be taken for 
granted any more, after the enlargement. The only way to 
preserve a “European social model”, argues Rupnik, is to enlarge 
it eastwards and the only way to do that is to reform it in the 
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West – and this requires a redefinition of the meaning of 
solidarity in the 21st century. 
 
Taking all these contributions together, as well as the comments 
and additions brought by the other participants in the debate, one 
gets a picture of the status of the academic and political debates 
regarding the elements holding Europe together. True, there is no 
consensus on such elements and the diversity of approaches 
could make cynics wonder if the aims formulated at the beginning 
of the work are thus fulfilled, but one has to be aware that there 
are no sure recipes on how to combine all these ingredients so 
that in the end solidarity is born. Moreover, many of the 
contributors honestly presented the difficulties and the obstacles 
in the way of European solidarity and it might be that 
acknowledging them is the first step in achieving solidarity.   
 
On the whole, the volume brings a valuable contribution to the 
debates in the field, and by bringing together academics from 
both western member states and newcomers, it manages to 
detect the atmosphere in both parts of the EU as well as the 
inherent differences of approach and expectations. It offers a 
wide range of opinions and tentative solutions to the problems 
raised in the book. But probably the main merit of the book is 
that it signals the fact that the debates regarding the identity 
politics of the EU did not end with the failed constitutional draft 
but will resurface again and again with every knock of outsiders 
at the EU’s door. 
 
Accordingly, What Holds Europe Together is worthwhile reading 
for politicians and European bureaucrats, as well as academics, 
students and the general public interested in the challenges that 
the European Union confronts with every new wave of 
enlargement. 
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Anastasia V. Mitrofanova, The Politicization of Russian 
Orthodoxy: Actors and Ideas (Stuttgart: Ibidem-Verlag, 
2005), 205 pp. + notes, glossary, photos and bibliography.  
 
Author: Greg Simons 
Uppsala University 
 
The focus of this book is on the ideologies of politicized Orthodox 
Christianity in contemporary Russia (up until 2005). Various 
groups are subjected to study and analysis, including 
fundamentalists, pan-Slavists, neo-Eurasianists, Orthodox 
Communists and nationalists. The analysis and study of these 
groups and their ideologies takes a number of different 
approaches; examining their literature, mass media, music and 
film. The work not only examines the relationship between and 
among these varied groups, but their relationship and attitude 
towards the Russian Orthodox Church and the political 
establishment of Russia.  
 
Russian organisations, personalities and groups form the focus of 
the work, although there are some references to these groups 
working beyond the borders of the Russian Federation, in Belarus 
for example. The author makes a clear distinction when she talks 
about what she refers to as groups that use a politicized form of 
religion that can be based loosely on Orthodoxy, and the official 
Russian Orthodox Church (with a focus on the Moscow 
Patriarchate).  
 
This book is somewhat different from a number of previous 
related works insofar as it does not focus on the political 
ambitions of the Russian Orthodox Church. Instead the focus is 
on the much more neglected subject of political movements, with 
their own eclectic gathering of ideology that may include a 
version of Orthodox doctrine. However, as the author rightly 
points out, the use of Orthodox doctrine is very selective on the 
part of those political movements, including how those doctrines 
are interpreted. A number of the leaders and members of the fore 
mentioned political groups, show scant knowledge of Orthodox 
rites and traditions, which she uses to emphasize a distinction 
between the political and clerical versions. Mitrofanova therefore 
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makes the distinction between the Canonical and political versions 
of Orthodoxy.  
 
One of the significant achievements of this book is the vast 
amount of research done in to a largely neglected topic. It opens 
up a lot of information and events, putting them in to an easily 
understood format, to a wider audience beyond the sphere of 
those who have a good command of the Russian language. 
Therefore this book can be easily read and understood by a wide 
audience of academics, students or those with an interest in the 
subject area (politicised religion and/or Russia).  
 
Mitrofanova succeeds in realising her stated goals, through 
demonstrating that political Orthodox movements; are a 
somewhat specific heterogeneous group that does not practice 
the canonical version of Orthodoxy ‘properly’; the movements are 
guided less by the Russian Orthodox Church and more by 
religiously oriented lay individuals; in spite of electoral setbacks 
by the religio-political movements they are adding to the 
Orthodoxization of Russian political discourse.  
 
The bewildering variety of different groups and their political and 
religious orientations is made even more bewildering at times by 
the various alliances of convenience that are made between these 
groups. But, the author breaks the book into small and easily 
digestible parts, which enables the reader to comprehend a vast 
amount of information, which at times seems to be contradictory, 
due to the nature of the processes described. One of the 
interesting aspects that was raised is the dilemma faced by these 
groups, who have formed a sub-culture and are isolationist by 
nature. The isolationism is designed to protect the group from 
outside influences, yet this same ‘protection’ limits their ability to 
try and influence Russian society.  
 
In the book, Mitrofanova makes a distinction between official 
religion and groups that use religion as a means of gaining 
support or legitimacy. The later she describes as being 
organisations rather than institutions. Towards the finish of the 
work the author begins a discussion about civil and uncivil 
religions, creating a division between official religion and other 
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non-official groups and organisations. Official religions have a 
tendency to support the state in matters and to try and remain 
beyond politics when they can. This is often done as a means to 
maintain a good relationship with the political authorities of the 
country. Unofficial/uncivil religions tend to distrust and have a 
problematic relationship or attitude with both the state and civil 
religion. 
 
Another interesting aspect that was raised by the book was the 
issue of the insecurity of the leadership of religio-political 
organisations. They are an outsider, both in terms of acceptance 
within the clerical and secular worlds. Mitrofanova seems at times 
to be somewhat mystified by the efforts by some of the key 
figures in trying to gain legitimacy from whatever means they 
can. However, the answer seems to be in plain sight, by securing 
legitimacy they hope to gain acceptance and through acceptance 
influence. At the end of the day, the function of these groups is to 
try and sell their ideology to as many people as possible and 
thereby influence as many people as possible with these ideas.  
 
Overall, the author’s arguments and observations, many of which 
were undertaken in field work and interviewing a number of 
people in the groups, were not only plausible, but highly 
interesting. I found the book to be well written, with a wealth of 
new information. There is also great potential for Mitrofanova and 
other researchers to develop this work further.  
 
 
Robert Belloni, State Building and International 
Intervention in Bosnia (Oxon: Routledge, 2007), 213 pp. 
 
Author: Lucy Sommo 
University of Bologna 
 
Post-Dayton Bosnia and Herzegovina is a country largely defined 
by the international presence that has dominated the past decade 
of its existence. The expensive and omnipresent international 
operation was one of the first of its kind, and its successes and 
failures have been debated by many. Roberto Belloni adds one of 
the most recent perspectives on this discussion in his book, State 
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Building and International Intervention in Bosnia. The book 
contains useful information about the current situation in Bosnia 
and reflections on the changes that have taken place in a variety 
of sectors since 1995. Belloni looks anew at  different aspects of 
the international intervention in BiH, challenging some commonly 
held assumptions and offering his evaluation of what worked and 
what didn't. Perhaps his book’s most valuable contribution to the 
study of Bosnia is the up-to-date information and analysis of 
many components of the state-building process that offer readers 
a comprehensive look at the state of Bosnia’s development and 
how it got to where it is today.    
 
The book begins with an explanation of the existing streams of 
thought surrounding international intervention in weak and 
divided states. Belloni outlines the historical determinist, strong 
interventionist and autonomist arguments and explains why these 
approaches are insufficient. He then lays out something of a 
middle way, relying heavily on shared sovereignty (Krasner 
2004), long term strategies, and grassroots initiatives as a means 
to better guide international intervention in BiH.  
 
Belloni’s primary argument, presented in the introduction, is 
essentially an analysis of why the work of international agencies 
has not been entirely successful. He contends that external actors 
have had multiple, often competing, objectives. They’ve oscillated 
between accepting the status quo (ethnic division) and promoting 
diversity, with an initial bias toward maintaining the status quo, 
and they have been preoccupied with short-term, visible results. 
Belloni supports this argument later in the book with extensive 
empirical evidence taken from a variety of sectors.  
 
A discussion of international intervention as a whole follows the 
introduction, and then the main body of the book covers several 
components of the state-building process, namely democracy 
building, elections and electoral engineering, civil society and the 
Euro-Atlantic integration that is presumably Bosnian’s future. 
Belloni outlines the evolution of these sectors and uses them as a 
means to examine the role of international agencies. He analyses 
the strategies that worked and those that didn’t, looks at what 
went wrong and suggests what can be done better in other post-
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conflict areas. Belloni is most certainly to be commended for the 
reference that these chapters provide. In particular, he delves 
deeper into the electoral system in BiH then most would dare to 
go, and leaves the reader with an extremely detailed account of 
the changes and current status of electoral law and policy, as well 
as the advantages and disadvantages of electoral engineering. 
 
Belloni does a fine job of laying out the situation on the ground. 
In his analysis of the possible approaches and strategies of the 
international intervention in BiH, Belloni promotes those that he 
finds to be the most compelling, such as shared sovereignty, and 
convincingly argues why. What he doesn’t do enough of, 
unfortunately, is present many distinctly new ideas to the debate. 
Given that his book contains some of the most up-to-date 
information available on the situation in Bosnia, such analysis 
would have been much appreciated. In addition, some of Belloni’s 
arguments appear to defend both sides of the same coin. For 
example, he seems to find the international intervention both on 
the whole positive and yet also the main focus of his complaints 
throughout the book. He writes that the choices and strategies of 
the international agencies “contributed to complicating the 
process of post-war state building” while adding that 
“international intervention had an undeniably positive impact” 
(173). While a nuanced interpretation is not a bad thing, as any 
analysis of Bosnia cannot be black and white, it leaves the reader 
sometimes wishing that he would be willing to take the leap and 
commit one way or the other.  
 
When addressing international intervention as a whole, Belloni's 
most pronounced criticism is the fact that international agencies 
allowed for and even promoted the status quo in BiH, i.e. ethnic 
partition (at least in the initial years of following the war). 
External actors seemed to have chosen this path in the hopes of 
avoiding ethnic violence and instability, and the consequences 
can be found throughout the book, particularly in the chapters on 
refugee return and electoral policy. He argues that the 
international community stressed the need to protect group rights 
and in so doing downgraded the importance of individual rights, 
in effect forcing all citizens to identify and function on the basis of 
the three peoples principle and allowing for the stagnation of 
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institutional and other reform. Once this strategy of division in 
exchange for stability was dropped and local capacity was 
engaged, the outcome was greater minority returns and no 
significant increase in ethnic violence as ethnic mixing became 
more prominent. This issue is part of a larger debate over what 
the Bosnian state should look like, and to his credit Belloni 
touches on this question throughout the book. 

 

Belloni’s preferred means for a way out of the more 
intervention versus less intervention debate are some of the 
most promising available at the moment, in particular shared 
sovereignty. He thoughtfully illustrates how this approach 
could be and has been constructive, taking examples and 
situations from the wide range of information that he presents; 
including, for example, the Bosnian Constitutional Court. 
Unfortunately, he does not adequately address the potential 
downfalls of shared sovereignty. Had he addressed such issues 
as democratic deficit, given that international officials are not 
elected and are unaccountable to Bosnians, and dependency, 
as locals can potentially pass off hard decisions, or at least the 
blame, to internationals, and then refuted them, his argument 
for this practice to be used more frequently would have been 
more convincing.  

 
The case for long term strategies over short term efforts with 
more visible results is found in the chapter on civil society, 
although Belloni also extends the argument to other sectors. He 
describes how the initial work of external actors focused on their 
own priorities and viewed the country as a blank slate in terms of 
local capacity. This led to needs being neglected and limited the 
sustainability of the projects initiated. Belloni welcomes a gradual 
shift toward support of local initiatives and a greater recognition 
of the potential contribution of domestic actors.  
 
On the whole, Belloni’s book serves as an important update on 
the situation in BiH more than a decade after the end of the war. 
The 200 pages are crammed full of useful data presented for the 
most part in a clear manner and accompanied by careful analysis 
and interpretation that places them within the broader 
frameworks of international intervention, state-building, and 
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nationalist politics. His observations should prove to be very 
useful for the numerous international intervention projects 
underway throughout the world.    
 
Belloni adeptly covers four main components of the state-building 
process in Bosnia-Herzegovina; he uses a variety of examples to 
show what should have been and could still be done in the 
country and he evaluates the work of the internation actors 
present. While the introduction of more new ideas would have 
made his book even more compelling, Belloni convincingly argues 
for several of the existing alternatives to the generally accepted 
approaches and policies of international intervention and offers 
persuasive arguments for why some strategies are more effective 
than others.  
 
 
Yvonne Galligan, Sara Clavero, and Marina Calloni, Gender 
Politics and Democracy in Post-Socialist Europe (Opladen 
and Farmington Hills: Barbara Budrich Publishers, 2007) 
170 pp. 
 
Author: Marja Almqvist 
National University of Ireland, Galway  
 
In the year of the 20th anniversary of the fall of the Berlin wall, it 
is timely to look back and contemplate if the resulting transitions 
in Central and Eastern Europe lived up to the expectations of 
increased economic, political and social equality for both men and 
women. Surprisingly not much research has been undertaken on 
the gendered aspects of these changes, which makes this 
volume, the first cross-national comparative study of gender and 
governance in the post socialist countries of the enlarged EU 
polity, very welcome indeed.  The authors explore the persistent 
under-representation of women in the body politic in ten 
previously socialist states which gained full membership of the EU 
in 2006, and ask the question, why the shift to liberal, democratic 
norms and market economic values which came about through 
the accession process, has not yet succeed in delivered on its 
parallel promise of transformation in gender relations?  
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The study has been well resourced, as part of a wider EU 
‘Enlargement, Gender and Governance’ program. Local research 
teams in Slovenia, Slovakia, Latvia, Hungary, Poland, Romania, 
Czech Republic, Estonia, Lithuania and Bulgaria gathered primary 
statistical data on women’s political representation. This material 
has been supplemented with national case studies and interviews 
with politically engaged women. One of the central assertions is 
that, in order to understand the role of gender in the construction 
of liberal democracies, an analysis has to be made of the dynamic 
interplay between women’s agency, culture and political 
institutions. This requires a cross-disciplinary approach, which, in 
this case has been made possible through the diversity of 
research material collated and analysed for the study.  
 
Across all countries under study it was found that women’s 
mobilization is weak, with issues particularly relevant to women 
largely invisible on the political agenda. In spite of some high 
profile successes in 2005 the presence of female legislators stood 
at 17% compared with the EU average of 22%. With the 
exception of Slovenia and Estonia, gender equality units are 
reported to be ‘hollow’, inadequately resourced and placed at the 
periphery of government infrastructure and concerns. Overall, the 
authors conclude that there is a disconnect between women on 
the ground and governing processes.  A failure of communication 
and collaboration between women’s civil society organisations, 
political women, ‘femocrats’ in state created institutions and 
academics are preventing profiling of women’s issues.  The 
causes for this state of affairs are found to be the legacy of 
equality politics under communism, coupled with the emergence 
of nationalist discourses in the turn towards multi-party 
democracy. The book presents a succinct and useful analysis of 
the gender dimensions of both these phenomena. However, the 
fundamental reason, which appears to span the transition from 
communism to liberal democracy, is the widely held belief that 
gender differences are natural, rather than socially constructed. 
The main barriers to women’s engagement with the democratic 
process are the deep-seated, traditional gender stereotypes that 
allocate family and domestic roles to women. This point is 
illustrated by quotes from women parliamentarians active in the 
region, who describe their struggle to balance domestic and 
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political duties and to have their voices heard in a male 
dominated political landscape. The authors' conclusion that 
‘political women have yet to appreciate the gendered nature of 
social relations’, seems rather dismissive of these testimonies and 
there is certainly space for more dialogue between post socialists 
and western European feminists on definitions and engagement 
with the concept of gender.   
 
The analytical basis for the study is Hannah Pitkin’s theory of 
political representation. Her analysis of the relationship between 
the Representative and the Represented, contains four 
interrelated dimensions; Formalistic, Descriptive, Symbolic and 
Substantive Representation. Using this framework the authors 
have undertaken a comparative analysis across the ten countries 
of public attitudes towards women in politics, the presence (or 
absence) of women’s mobilization, women’s political 
representation and the capacity of gender dedicated institutions 
to create effective dialogue with women’s representative 
organisations in civil society. They find many common trends, but 
what is perhaps more striking are the differences, which their 
approach reveals.  
 
The authors are able to demonstrate the dynamic interplay of the 
Representative dimensions in many cases, but it is through a 
study of the anomalies that other factors affecting women’s 
political participation begin to emerge, and Pitkin’s framework 
comes under some strain.  For instance, in the case of Slovenia, 
sometimes referred to as ‘the Sweden of the South’, the 
proportion of men involved in household and childcare 
responsibilities is closer to that nation than any other Western 
European country. Yet women’s political representation in 
parliament from 1989-2005 is third from the bottom of the list of 
all EU states (just above Hungary and Romania). Thus in the 
dimensions of formal and descriptive representation women’s 
participation is low, while high ratings of women in the symbolic 
dimension appears to have enabled substantive action on equality 
legislation. Further study appears to be required to illuminate this 
seeming contradiction, but a clue may be found in that Slovenia is 
the only country included in the study that was part of former 
Yugoslavia. This may indicate that the understanding and 
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implementation of gender equality was different under different 
socialist regimes, and that these differences echo through in 
transitions.  
 
That ideology matters is clearly illustrated in the case of Poland. 
At the time of the founding of Solidarity (Solidarnośč) movement 
in 1980, half of the 10 million members were women. In 1989 
women in Solidarity’s ruling National Commission founded a 
Women’s Section that mobilized Polish women on a large scale, 
which was an important force in maintaining the movement’s 
momentum. However they soon found themselves positioned 
against the National Commission, which was strongly under the 
influence of the Catholic Church, on the issue of abortion. 
Accused of factional politics and attempting to destroy Solidarity 
from within, the Section was dissolved. However many of these 
women have remained politically active and have campaigned on 
specific issues such as gender quotas, which have been 
voluntarily implemented on both the left and right of the political 
spectrum. This has contributed to Polish women engaging with all 
shades of political opinion, in some cases active in parties with 
explicitly anti-feminist agendas, thus illustrating that increased 
high-profile political activity of women does not necessarily 
achieving substantive representation on women’s issues.  
 
Highlighting some of the topographical differences in the 
gendered political landscapes of post socialist countries will 
hopefully inspire further investigation. More in depth comparative 
work between consolidated democracies and post socialist states, 
including other countries in SE Europe that have not yet gained 
membership of the EU, is needed. This must be coupled with in 
depth case studies on individual countries in order to capture the 
different historical dimensions of present gender relations. The 
influence of political ideology and party politics gets a trajectory 
mention, and more careful analysis is required in this area. The 
authors acknowledge that this book is an introductory outline of a 
very large and varied topic. Readers of this book will gain a broad 
overview of the main themes affecting women’s political 
participation in post socialist Europe, and hopefully it will whet 
the appetite for further exploration of the many nuances and 
differences which are also evident in the region.  
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Bonnie M. Meguid, Party Competition Between Unequals: 
Strategies and Electoral Fortunes in Western Europe 
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2008), 318 pp. 
 
Author: Rasa Baločkaitė 
Vytautas Magnus University 
 
The troops of discourse, the routes of power, the machineries of 
political mechanisms… The complexity of contemporary societies 
and political structures is hard to grasp. In the postmodern world, 
there is no single underlying principle, there is no such thing as a 
single order, to paraphrase H. Gottweis (2003) - “the nightmare 
of modernity.” Party Competition Between Unequals by Bonnie M. 
Meguid offers an unconventional gaze to contemporary politics. 
While many authors refer, within the postmodern condition, to 
the puzzling lack of sureness, unrest and unease, discourse 
coalitions, nodal points and the bridges of meaning, Bonnie M. 
Meguid still works with the classic old vocabulary, and draws 
surprisingly clear picture of reality. The central focus is on the 
niche parties – the agents of change who challenge the 
“archetypal” political scheme of left and right, and bring new 
issues to the scene. It unveils the trajectories of the niche parties 
- how they enter political scene, how they act there and finally - 
how they leave. They “reject the traditional class-based 
orientation” (p. 3) and go beyond economic demands, they are 
single issues parties, and their claims hardly fit into current 
political divisions of left and right. These are extraterritorial, 
green, women’s, peace and radical right parties.  
 
The phenomenon of the niche parties started 1960, when liberal 
democracies all over the world experienced an explosion in the 
number of new parties. “In Western Europe alone, that number 
has exceeded 250” (p.3). To paraphrase K. Marx’s famous dictum 
– a spectre is haunting Europe, the spectre of niche parties. The 
niche parties multiply themselves in innumerable ways, they 
bring new issues into the light, and do not fit into current political 
divisions. The solid order melts into air, and the fluxus 
predominates the scenery. The political loyalty is declining, and 
voter volatility is on the rise (p.3)  – a kind of political and 
ideological promiscuity. The conventional ways of explaining the 
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party trajectories are with an institutional approach (a focus on 
the formal aspects of the political system) or sociological 
approach (a focus on the resonance of the parties position with 
particular electorate). In both cases, the parties are 
predetermined by external forces over whom they have little or 
no control.  
 
Meguid refers to the limitations of both approaches and breathes 
new life into political parties – they start acting like independent 
and intelligent individuals, struggling and competing with each 
other, considering strategies and reacting to threats. Being alive 
– it means, beyond other aspects, being able to engage in conflict 
with others. The author comes to conflict theory approach – 
power is a zero sum game and the parties struggle with each 
other for their piece of cake. Some parties are strong and well 
established, others are small and vulnerable– there is always “the 
power imbalance between the mainstream and niche parties” (p. 
30). 
 
Although liberal models assume that speaking agents occupy 
equal positions, the symmetry of representation, to quote L. 
Irigaray (cit. from Butler, 1990, p.22), is hard to achieve. The 
trouble that was investigated from the perspectives of capitalists 
and proletarians, men and women, whites and blacks, colonized 
and colonizers, straight and queer. Now, it is examined in a new 
light – the political parties - big and small political parties, 
establishment forces and niche parties. As niche parties bring new 
issues into political debates, they threaten establishment parties 
by “stealing” their voters. The latter adopt dismissive, 
accommodative or adversarial strategies. Parties act like the 
profit maximizing agents, they estimate the perceived threat and 
possible costs of the strategy employed.  A dismissive strategy is 
the cheapest, and an accommodative strategy requires high 
reputation and commitment costs. The stronger the threat, the 
higher the price to be paid. It is implied that under a strong 
threat high reputation costs will be paid and old political ideals 
will be betrayed. The blurred border between liberal democracy 
and free market sounds like an end of ideology.  
 



CEU Political Science Journal. Vol. 5, No. 1 
 

 156 

To explain the games parties play, the author offers the “modified 
spatial theory of party interaction – the Position, Salience, and 
Ownership theory” (p.16). It is the economics of the politics - the 
parties’ positions, the importance and exclusivity of their 
“product”... Once you start gathering support, the position can be 
stolen, i.e. accommodated by political adversaries. Or, to the 
contrary, denigrated to some shabby issue. Parties are branding 
themselves, calculating costs, threatening each other and 
competing for their market share, and the voter is the consumer’s 
equivalent. The author systematizes and schematizes the 
trajectories of niche parties by using case studies from Great 
Britain, Scotland and France. Chapters are titled: “Stealing the 
Environmental Title. British Mainstream Party Strategies and the 
Containment of the Green Party”, “The Enemy of My Enemy Is My 
Friend”, “French Mainstream Party Strategies and the Success of 
the French Front National”, and “An Unequal Battle of Opposing 
Forces. Mainstream Party Strategies and the Success of the 
Scottish National Party.” 
 
The poetic and provocative titles are sometimes misleading. 
Content is very heavily loaded with informative and descriptive 
statistics, informative and descriptive where pure logic is enough 
to make the claims credible. It is empirically baroque – clear logic 
disappears in the abundance of empirical details. The selected 
cases (Great Britain, Scotland and France) represent the societies 
of late capitalist development. This might be a crucial aspect in 
theorizing the trajectories of niche parties. As Gramsci has shown 
in his “Prison Notebooks”, low organic integrity and the failure of 
the liberal ideology to unite citizens beyond the form of the state 
(typical for early capitalist development) might lead to endemic 
distrust towards state institutions, alienation between the state 
and society, intensification of nationalism, anti Semitism, 
xenophobia, and the rise anti democratic forces, political 
radicalism and populism in the form of niche parties. Although 
contemporary societies have had achieved a greater degree of 
organic unity than Italy of 1920s, Gramscian theory remains 
relevant for the territories beyond the borders of fully developed 
capitalism (even within the Western Europe, too). 
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Another critical remark to this book is the constant and 
continuous focus on the strategies of the powerful, and the 
missing link to the strategies of the weak. As many theorists 
(coming from post colonial, mass communication and culture 
studies) have shown us, the weak always have their own methods 
of dealing with challenge; there are always strategies of 
resistance, practices of disobedience and innumerable ways to 
react and spoil the games of the powerful. Are niche parties 
acting like this? 
 
Overall, the book offers brilliant academic intrigue beyond the 
heavily modernist (i.e. rational and empirical) content. It is a 
good reading for social scientists and their students, also for 
policy analysts and policy makers (for those armed with patience 
only). The goal is fulfilled – the political trajectories of niche 
parties are clearly highlighted, but the trouble is still fuelling 
reader’s imagination. The book creates the deep sense of unease 
with the very idea of democracy - are mainstream parties the 
equivalent of the while male patriarch, dominating the scene and 
silencing the disobedient members of the family? The mission is 
completed, but the intrigue continues. 
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