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Ukraine's Orange Revolution is a breath-taking example of epic 
political battles with charismatic heroes and anti-heroes 
surrounded by massive demonstrations and the plenty of 
pretentious incidents of poisoning, kidnapping, contract killings, 
and the numerous acts of other official intimidation and media 
deception. The Orange Revolution if juxtaposed with other recent 
political coup d’états of colors and symbols, such as Georgia’s 
Rose Revolution, or the Velvet Revolution in the former 
Czechoslovakia, outshines the rest, having become the brightest 
example of a peaceful political upheaval over the past few years 
of transformation in Central and Eastern Europe. Indeed, the 
electoral triumph of Yuschenko’s bloc over the country’s corrupt 
leadership represented a new landmark in the post-communist 
history of post-Soviet states.  
 
The multiple editors of the six-volume series of The Aspects of 
the Orange Revolution published by ibidem Publishers primarily 
coming from the Western academic environment put together an 
exceptional publication that paints a multi-faced canvas of the 
factors, the proceedings, as well as the consequences of the 
Orange Revolution. Not only do the volumes discuss the 
‘democratic’ nature of the revolution, namely, electoral fraud, 
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human rights violations, legal reformation, but also observe 
other, seemingly detrimental, but intrinsically essential for 
understanding of this phenomenon issues of national identity, 
polarization, and cultural divergence. The volumes draw upon an 
extensive methodological variety of qualitative and quantitative 
research techniques, fieldwork and participant observations 
conducted by both established and young social scientists coming 
from a variety of academic backgrounds of political science, 
electoral studies, jurisprudence, communication studies, history, 
linguistics, and musicology. In such a multi-disciplinary manner, 
the authors explore the unique features of the Orange Revolution 
(OR) structurally organized for the purpose of this book review 
into five major categories: (1) OR as a regime phenomenon, (2) 
OR as an opportunity for foreign intervention; (3) OR as an 
incentive for legal reformation; (4) OR as a media event; (5) OR 
as a cultural revival stimulus, and, finally, (6) OR as a 
polarization instrument.  
 
Although the Orange Revolution was not only about 
democratization and elections, most of the studies on this 
bitterly-dramatic event approach the 2004 Presidential Elections 
in Ukraine as a perfect case for political science research. Taras 
Kuzio, Lucan A. Way, and Paul D’Anieri (volume I) set forward a 
discussion over the conceptual variety of the regime formation in 
Ukrainian politics after the collapse of the Soviet Union. Taras 
Kuzio revises the mainstream literature on democratization and 
transitology with a particular emphasis on the applicability of such 
widely-established concepts as Balzer’s managed democracy, 
Kryshtanovskaya’s militocracy, Birch’s concept of electoral 
clientalism, and D’Anieri’s electoral authoritarianism to 
appropriately reflect on the nature of the political regime in post-
Soviet Ukraine. Kuzio argues that these concepts are to be united 
under the category of hybrid political regimes, in which the 
distinction between the state and the ruling party is distorted, 
and in which there is fake pluralism build on family connections 
and corruption. In a similar vein, Lucan A. Way further elaborates 
on the hybrid nature of the political regime before and after the 
Orange Revolution. He argues that between 1992 and 2004 
Ukraine serves a perfect example of rapacious individualism – a 
form of authoritarianism, in which elections are in place but 
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distribute the power in favor of corrupt and self-minded 
politicians. The idea of rapacious individualism is perfectly 
suitable to refer to Ukrainian politics as the one that promotes 
opportunism and fraud. Adding on to this debate, Paul D’Anieri 
reconsiders Ukrainian politics from the perspective of machine 
politics with respect to Kuchma’s Ukraine from 1994-2004 that 
was officially democratic but in reality was run by a patron-client 
political relationship dominated by one party in power. 
 
Looking internally at political agendas of the key actors of the 
Orange Revolution, Anna Makhorkina (volume I) argues that 
Yuschenko’s EU-Ukraine-Russia multi-vector foreign policy 
objective of Yuschenko’s bloс was indeed a winning strategy 
compared to a strictly pro-European BYuT, and a narrowly pro-
Russian Party of Regions. Shifting the emphasis to the EU’s 
mission to Ukraine, Paul Kubicek (volume I) suggests that the EU 
foreign policy mechanisms, such as contagion, convergence of 
norms, and conditionality are crucial for the understanding of the 
political crisis in Ukraine in 2004. Andrew Wilson (volume III) 
discusses the extent, the success, and the outcomes of foreign 
intervention on behalf of Ukraine’s geopolitical rivalries of Russia 
and the EU. On the one hand, his article explores the political 
technology as the means of the Russian presence in Ukraine. 
Both Yuschenko’s and Yanukovych’s camps employed the political 
technologies developed in Moscow by such prominent polit-
technologists as Gleb Pavlovski and Marat Gel’man. On the other 
hand, he deals with NGOs and the role of the West that obviously 
supported pro-democratic activities and the independent media. 
Western governmental and non-governmental organization in 
parallel to those of the Russians imported various techniques, 
which, without doubt, also had an impact on the outcomes of the 
Orange Revolution. Finally, he acknowledges that the West was 
trying to promote democracy, while the political technologists 
were trying to undermine it through their manipulating practices. 
The only true test of the outcomes of the Orange Revolution 
would, of course, be the performance of the government. 
 
Guided by an interdisciplinary approach, the authors of the series 
offer in-depth technically-legal articles that discuss the 
institutional and electoral reforms in Ukraine. The article by a 
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group of experts constituted by Robert K. Christensen, Edward R. 
Rakhimkulov, and Charles R. Wise (volume I) argues that the 
institutional transformation from a presidential-parliamentary 
form of government to a parliamentary-presidential, if other key 
intervening factors, i.e. political, economic, and historical national 
specificities are taken into a careful consideration, would most 
likely have a positive effect on the consolidation of the Ukrainian 
state as a democratic regime. Calling for an electoral reform, 
Bohdan Harasymiw (volume II) suggests that the electoral 
system in Ukraine is unstable as there is no consensus on the 
nature of democracy the Ukrainian elite envisions for Ukraine. 
Mixed majoritarian and proportional electoral systems hinder the 
parties’ cohesiveness, thereby promoting charismatic and 
clientelistic party factions. Shifting the emphases, Hartmut Rank 
and Stephan Heidenhain (volume III) evaluate the role of the 
Ukrainian judiciary and its decisions related to the elections of 
2004. They point two major deficiencies of the judiciary in 
Ukraine to be urgently reformed: first – the Law “On Election of 
the President of Ukraine” that contains stipulations, such as 
absentee voting and correcting the voters list on the election day, 
which made the election fraud possible and even easy;  second – 
the Law “On Election of the President of Ukraine” that failed to 
provide the possibility to declare the results of one of the rounds 
invalid even though it had not been possible to establish the 
election results because of irregularities. Finally, they argue that 
it is an eminent success for Ukrainian society that the legitimacy 
of the new President of Ukraine, despite all political difficulties, is 
not seriously challenged. The Ukrainian judiciary made an 
important contribution into the legitimacy of the newly-elected 
President.  
 
While the fact that the Orange Revolution made Ukraine a more 
democratic regime is still under question, there is no doubt that 
the Orange Revolution had a fundamental impact on the 
enhancement of media transparency in Ukraine. Ukraine is the 
only CIS country defined as partly free by the Freedom House1 

                                                
1  Freedom House. Map of Press Freedom 2008. Available on-line at: 

www.freedomhouse.org/template.cfm?page=251&year=2008, last 

accessed at 30.07.2009. 
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while the press of all the rest of Eastern Europe’s post-Soviet 
state is classified as not free. Several articles of the collection 
engage into the exploration of media aspects of the Orange 
Revolution. Focusing on campaign strategies, Marta Dyczok 
(volume II) argues that Yuschenko’s victory was secured by his 
political campaign’s media breakthrough. While the Kuchma’s bloc 
was continuously censoring news media and limiting Yuschenko’s 
campaign access to media, Yuschenko’s opposition employed the 
mirror techniques of traveling through the country, shooting 
positive advertising, and purchasing their own TV station (5th 
Channel). Exploring campaign strategies, Olena Yatsunska 
(volume II) applies American political advertising typology to the 
Ukrainian media context. Yet, although she find the typology 
particularly useful, she concludes that compared to US political 
advertising, Ukrainian political shots are dominantly negative and 
manipulative. She suggests that there should urgently media 
neutralization measures taken. Shifting the emphasis to Russian 
mass media, Ilya Khineyko (volume II) analyzes the coverage of 
the Orange Revolution in the Russian press. According to his 
content and frame analyses, the image of Yuschenko presented in 
the Russian press is the one of a chauvinist candidate backed up 
by the West and, automatically, unacceptable for the Russian 
government, while Yanukovych, although with doubtful pro-
Russian credentials, is widely supported in the Russian press as a 
more preferable President of Ukraine. Focusing on the linguistic 
aspects, Lyudmyla Pavlyuk (volume II) identifies that there is an 
over-amplified by the media linguistic divergence between 
Yuschenko and Yanukovych that created media-constructed 
images of hostility, expression of ethnic phobias, and 
stereotypical schemes that she is exploring in a sophisticated 
analysis.  
 
The 2004 Orange Revolution was not only a test of Ukrainian 
democracy, legitimacy, and media, but also a contest over a 
cultural revival. Valerii Polkovsky (volume II) traces the 
development of lexical innovations, neologisms and satirical 
allusions in the Ukrainian language throughout the Orange 
Revolution. He argues that the Orange Revolution became a 
crucial event for the “re-orientation of native lexis, re-
connotation,…and reinterpretation of words” (p. 171) in the 
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Ukrainian language. In a similar vein, Adriana Helbig (volume III) 
contributes a uniquely multi-disciplinary article that studies the 
specificities of cyberpolitics of tak-techno music in Ukraine during 
the Orange Revolution. She claims that the Orange Revolution 
marked a turning point for Ukrainian political expression as 
younger voters began to voice political dissent and culture-related 
grievances publically using the new opportunities of 
communication through the Internet.  
 
Finally, what should be also kept in mind is that regardless of the 
widely-accepted positive interpretations of the consequences of 
the Orange Revolution, the Presidential Elections in Ukraine in 
2004 also produced negative corollary effects. Partially 
preconditioned by historical factors, partially artificially-created by 
polit-technologists and the media, national polarization is one of 
the most critical problems that endanger the unity, and 
consequently, the stability of the Ukrainian state. Dominique Arel 
(volume III) argues that although the Orange Revolution gave a 
birth to the Ukrainian political nation that is capable of organizing 
independently from the state, this young political nation is 
extremely divided. If civil rather than ethnic identity is not 
stimulated in all the regions of Ukraine, any Ukrainian 
government would fall prey to national divergence set up by 
geographically polarized citizens. Arriving to a similar conclusion, 
Ivan Katchanovski (volume III) analyzes the regional cleavages in 
electoral behavior, religious divisions, ethnic and linguistic 
differences in Ukraine. Having employed sophisticated statistical 
electoral data, national surveys, as well as the World Value 
Survey in multiple regression analyses, Katchanovski argues that 
the determinants of polarization are the results of historical 
experiences in Ukrainian regions in the period before and after 
the First and Second World Wars and imply that these inherent 
issues would not disappear in Ukraine in the near future, and 
therefore, the government should develop national policies that 
would smoothen the regional disparities. Ralph S. Clem and Pater 
R. Craumer (volume III) explore the electoral geography of 
Ukraine’s 2004 Presidential Elections. Using the data from the 
Central Electoral Commission of Ukraine they track the thee-
round elections’ geographical voter turn-out. They argue that 
there is an extraordinary degree of polarization evidenced in the 
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electoral maps of Ukraine that will portend difficult times for 
Ukraine that desperately needs unity.  
 
As a final point, it should be acknowledged that the series The 
Aspects of the Orange Revolution is a perfect example of a multi-
disciplinary approach to the analysis of the intricacies of Ukrainian 
politics that requires an insider’s understanding of the political 
structures and cultural specificities of the Ukrainian society 
combined with a profound knowledge of the language and cultural 
geography of Ukraine. For an unprepared audience the collection 
might seem over-sophisticated and difficult to follow, while for 
those specializing in the field, the volumes would represent a 
valuable source of statistical, textual, legal, and linguistic data, as 
well as well-formulated conceptualizations and hypotheses. The 
collection indeed lacks a comparative perspective to other similar 
instances of political crises, as well as it is silent about any post-
Orange Revolution developments in Ukraine. Yet, this apparently 
purposeful gap leaves an open space for future academic inquiries 
on such an inspiring topic of Ukrainian politics and society in 
transformation.  
 
 
Ximena de la Barra and Richard A. Dello Buono, Latin 
America After Neoliberal Debacle: Another Region is 
Possible (Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, Inc., 2009). 
 
Alexander Boniface Makulilo 
University of Leipzig 
 
The “Neoliberal Debacle” addresses an important question of our 
contemporary time: the crisis of neo-liberalism and its 
alternative. Focusing on Latin America, the authors examine the 
impact of neo-liberalism over the region and the struggles to 
liberate it. The overarching thrust of this book is that the neo-
liberal project under the banner of the Washington Consensus is 
facing powerful popular resistances, signifying its legitimacy crisis 
and the decline in the U.S hegemony over Latin America. The 
book is therefore premised to primarily assess the emancipatory 
potential for the peoples of Latin America.   
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Grounded on empirical evidence and well founded arguments, the 
authors meticulously articulate their chosen theme. With three 
broader parts and nine chapters, the book works from the 
problems of the neoliberal project, its sheer diminishing 
legitimacy arising from the emancipatory movements against it 
and finally to the proposed alternative. However, the book has a 
number of shortcomings.  For example, socialism is loosely taken 
for granted and equated to social movements. A more serious 
fault is when the authors seem to suggest that socialism can be 
achieved through the ballot box during elections. A reader is 
more put off when he or she hears something like “Socialism of 
the 21st Century” without any discussion on its ideological 
foundation and how it operates. My critical reading of this 
fictitious socialism does not see any  potential formidable force 
out of it. For one thing, it allows itself to coexist side by side with 
capitalism. Had the authors been able to read “Das Capital”, one 
of the great works by Karl Marx, their analysis would have made 
a more clearer contribution since Marxism views class struggle as 
the only way by which socialism can be established. Admittedly, it 
is only socialism in the history of mankind that has for a long time 
managed to offer a sharp and radical alternative to capitalism. 
The end of the Cold War and the collapse of the USSR do not 
signify the meaninglessness of the concept.  
 
At another level, one wonders if the authors were concerned with 
imperialism at the global scale or were just preoccupied with 
particularistic interests of the region around the two questions of 
“indigenization” and “sovereignty” against the USA. While the 
USA is a leading imperialist power today,  equating it to 
imperialism is myopic (p.278). It is also ridiculous for the authors 
to insist that the USA has come under increasingly intense global 
competition from other superpowers. The question which is 
unanswered is whether such competition is anti-imperialism or is 
a simple manifestation of  imperialist struggles among 
themselves over the repartition of the world for super profits. 
Surprisingly, the authors do not mention these superpowers. This 
kind of thinking, for example, has cost the African continent  until 
today. In the 1960s, most African countries waged de-
colonization struggles  to achieve their political independence; a 
phenomenon that was symbolic rather than actual. While they 
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were successful in replacing the colonial masters at least 
physically, the content and objectives of imperialism as a system 
remain intact. Thus, the issue of debate and discussion should be 
to end imperialism rather than blaming the USA. For one thing, 
the agents of imperialism are many, such as the so-called G8, the 
Paris Club, the IMF, World Bank and all the Western countries. If 
the USA collapses, it means another imperialist agent will take 
the leading role. It should be noted that before the USA 
ascendancy into its current global status and position, at one time 
in history, countries like Britain and Germany played the leading 
roles. So, a genuine liberation should be waged against the 
system and not individual countries. Methodologically, to treat the 
USA as an independent variable will not help to capture the 
struggles against capitalism. This is because within the USA itself 
neither all the people are capitalists nor do they benefit out of it. 
This is similar to Latin America. The authors do not state how 
much Latin America is a class society, much like the USA. This 
treatment overlooks how countries are structured and how 
classes interchange within, who benefits and who is exploited. 
This is very crucial since, as the authors correctly argue, no 
government in Latin America is strong enough to execute radical 
changes unless it has the majority support through elections or a 
referendum. 
 
On the other hand, the authors seem to establish a causality 
between corruption and electoral politics. They appear to suggest 
that the return of electoral politics and the unregulated neoliberal 
model of development in Latin America was concomitant with 
corruption. The authors argue further that although funding of 
electoral campaigns varies from country to country, it is a nearly 
universal source of corruption. This simply implies that in the 
absence of electoral politics and neo-liberal model of 
development, a society without corruption is realised; something 
which is fallacious. Corruption as we know it is a problem facing 
all societies. The question may be that of form and magnitude. 
Evidently, corruption is pervasive in any regime type or 
ideological formulation. In Africa for example, most authoritarian 
regimes did not conduct elections or practise neo-liberalism, yet 
corruption persisted. How, then, can this be explained? Besides, 
the authors lack evidence to substantiate their universal claim of 
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corruption in electoral politics beyond Latin America, something 
which would have otherwise strengthened their stand.  
 
The timing of the neoliberal crisis is contentious as well. If the 
authors link neo-liberalism to capitalism in a strict mutually 
exclusive term, then the crisis of neo-liberalism started long 
before. The legitimacy crisis of capitalism has been problematic 
since its inception in Great Britain.  The working class movements 
during the Industrial Revolution between 1750 and 1850 testify  
as much to this assertion. Such resistances grew in scale and 
ferocity during the colonial plundering of the less developed parts 
of the world and the struggles still continue. Thus, to specify the 
time line for the crisis of neo-liberalism may be far from reality. 
 
The proposed regional integration as a way to challenge 
capitalism is attractive yet challenging. If these countries are 
founded on divergent class interests it will then be difficult to 
harmonise such interests. As the authors have noted, the first 
important thing is to transform these countries into socialism and 
later on to integrate them. Another challenge which was not 
discussed by the authors is the readiness by the heads of states 
to surrender their powers to honour such integration. Finally, the 
book provides insightful and systematic knowledge on neo-
liberalism. With empirical richness, the book is an indispensable 
resource for academics, college students, policy makers, as well 
as activists who fight to realise a fairer world. 
 
 
Harald Baldersheim and Hellmut Wollman (eds.), The 
Comparative Study of Local Government and Politics: 
Overview and Synthesis (Opladen: Barbara Budrich 
Publishers, 2006). 
 
Monica Bucurenciu 
Oxford University 
 
At the European level in particular, interest for regional 
development and local government has significantly increased 
among policy-makers in recent years, particularly due to the 
emphasis that the European Union puts on decentralisation and 
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the importance of regions in social and economic development. 
The book by Harald Baldersheim and Hellmut Wollman on local 
government and politics comes as a response to this increased 
interest in the field and provides an overview of local government 
studies, paying particular attention to the development of a new 
research agenda. 
 
Goldsmith’s article analyses the way in which the research 
agenda regarding local government has shifted over the last four 
decades and reviews the contribution made to the study of urban 
politics and local government by political scientists over the last 
forty years, showing that each decade has brought about its own 
particular focus and approach. The author argues for a better use 
of the international relations literature in the field of local 
government and a better focus on developing countries. Clarke’s 
article looks at the way in which scholars have sought to come to 
grips with the process of globalisation and its impacts upon local 
politics and concludes that localities and local politics are key 
venues of globalisation, drawing attention to the fact that 
traditional political science concepts and approaches may not be 
appropriate for the analysis of local politics in a global age. Peter 
John addresses the issue of methodologies and research methods 
in urban political science. In his view, urban politics are 
characterised by two main specific features: numerosity (the 
abundance of cases which allows for the use of conventional 
statistical analysis) and propinquity (the closeness of urban 
political and social actors to each other).  
 
As a consequence, integrated research designs (which include 
both quantitative and qualitative methods) are best suited for the 
study of urban politics. Furthermore, adding a comparative 
dimension to such studies is also encouraged, as it would allow 
for a better understanding of the variations across nation states 
in regards to urban politics. Hoffman-Martinot presents an 
overview of the infrastructure of research that has evolved for the 
support of local government studies since the 1970s. Baldersheim 
and Wollman outline a new research agenda for the field of local 
government: “seeking to understand how change is shaped by, or 
hindered by, a combination of local contexts and external 
pressures with the aim of identifying the space for strategies that 
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may be pursued by local actors” (p. 123). The authors plead for 
giving more attention to cultural and identity issues, cross-border 
cooperation and the ethical issues raised by research 
programmes in local and government politics.   
 
Although the book aims to be international in scope, the focus 
remain the US and the UK, developing countries being almost 
absent from the overview. Furthermore, the book lacks 
consistency in terms of target audience: while some of the 
articles assume a rather knowledgeable reader, others seem to 
be targeted at complete novices.  
 
 
The book’s value lies in several aspects. First of all, it provides an 
up-to-date overview of local government and politics and a very 
good starting point for the understanding and study of the 
discipline. The book also contributes to a more refined 
understanding of globalisation and how it impacts the local level, 
avoiding the use of the classical neo-liberal argument that 
globalisation necessarily leads to a decrease of the importance of 
the local level. The social and political impact of globalisation is 
mediated by domestic institutional structures, public strategies 
and the region’s location in the global order and the local level 
should not simply be downplayed in this new political context. An 
innovative discussion on research methodologies also adds value 
to the book and convincing arguments are brought to support the 
idea that local government can prove to be a very useful 
laboratory for political science research in general (a very fertile 
idea that arguably deserves further analysis and study). Last but 
not least, the book lays out a coherent and informed new 
research agenda, particularly notable for its emphasis on the 
need for an interdisciplinary approach in matters of local 
government and politics. 
 
However, all these qualities taken into consideration, the book 
succeeds only partially in attaining the goals mentioned in the 
editors’ preface: to be international in scope, to provide an up-to-
date overview of a specific sub-field of political science, to be 
written in an accessible manner and to make proposals for the 
improvement of the sub-field under scrutiny.  
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The almost complete lack of information regarding local 
government and politics in developing countries renders the book 
biased towards very specific political contexts and regimes, to the 
disadvantage of others. In this case, it may very well be that 
some of the book’s arguments will not hold when tested in other 
national contexts. Although the authors argue for future research 
on local government in developing countries, the anachronistic 
and negatively-charged concept of “third world countries” that 
they use unfortunately compromises their research agenda. 
Furthermore, including China in this category, particularly in the 
current economic and political state of affairs, leaves the reader 
baffled.   
 
The book also suffers from its rather confusing shift from the 
analysis of local government in general to that of urban 
government and politics in particular, without a clear distinction 
between the two or an explanation concerning this shift. A 
question remains unanswered throughout the book: what 
differentiates urban government and politics from other types of 
local government? Without a clear answer to this question, both 
the structure of the book and its arguments suffer.    
 
But a major downside of the book comes from the fact that the 
articles do not all have the same scientific value and relevance. 
While the article on globalisation and its impact on local 
government is well structured and interesting, the article on the 
infrastructure of research and academic education lacks clear 
arguments and structure and reads like a long list of partially 
obsolete information about research institutions and programmes.  
 
In general, the articles are written in an accessible manner, 
although some concepts and theories remain unexplained 
throughout the book and the abundance of brief references to 
authors and theories tends to make some of the arguments 
difficult to follow. As a consequence, although the book aims to 
be targeted at both academia and policy-makers and others 
interested in the field, the focus on developing a new research 
agenda for the study of local government, decreases the 
relevance of the articles for those outside the academic world. 
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Despite these shortcomings, the articles generally succeed in 
making proposals for the improvement of the field under scrutiny, 
although improvements do not target local government in itself 
(as one might expect from the title) but the research on local 
government. But, after all, the aim of the book (according to 
Baldersheim and Wollman themselves) is to develop a research 
agenda that better reflects the issues and concerns in the field of 
comparative local government studies as it is today.  
 
 
Tim Unwin (ed.), ICT4D: Information and Communication 
Technology for Development (Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press, 2009) 
 
Dinoj Kumar Upadhyay 
Jawaharlal Nehru University 
 
Human interaction with new technologies has always been an 
interesting subject for academic debate. Innovation and advanced 
technologies always generate debate over their potential 
applications in the development process and socio-political 
transformation. As the advent of the information & 
communication revolution has transformed the world, now the 
emphasis has been placed on application for development 
purposes, particularly rural development and empowerment of 
marginalized communities. Falling in this line, “ICT4D: 
Information and Communication Technology for Development”,  
edited by Professor Tim Unwin, provides a conceptual as well as 
empirical perspective on the use of Information and 
Communication Technologies (ICTs) for development, reforming 
governance, health, education, improving quality of life in remote 
parts of the world, etc. It provides not only interpretation of 
various old, modern and contemporary developmental theories, 
but also covers the practical aspects of the development process, 
with examples from countries across the world. It contains the 
“Boxed Case Studies” to highlight the issues and initiatives taken 
from a wide variety of places and organizations across the world. 
The main purpose of the book as author himself stated is to 
provide a conceptual framework for understanding the emergence 
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of the ICT4D as a set of situated practices within the broad field 
of development, to provide accounts of key areas where ICTs 
have been incorporated into development practices, concentrating 
particularly on health, education, governance, enterprise and 
rural development. It also aims to challenge many taken-for-
granted assumptions about ICT4D and provides a critique of 
recent attempts to use ICTs in development so that those 
working in the interests of poor people and marginalized 
communities can use these insights in their struggle for 
empowerment.           
 
The book consists of eleven chapters in two parts. The theoretical 
aspect is covered by the editor of the book, Prof. Tim Unwin 
himself, who has written six chapters including the introduction 
and conclusion. The second part, dealing with the practical side, 
contains a variety of essays on the different aspects of 
development practices in the world. Michael Best and Charles 
Kenny discuss the ICTs, Enterprise and Development, Michelle 
Selinger focuses on the role of ICT in education and how it can be 
a catalyst for development. The third essay of part II is on e-
Health and provides an exclusive discussion on the application of 
ICTs for health. S. Yunkap Kwankam, Ariel Pablos-Mendez and 
Misha Kay discuss the World Health Organisation  Knowledge 
Management and Health. The issue of e-Government and e-
Governance is covered by Jim Guida and Martin Crow. How ICT 
can promote rural development, particularly in the developing 
countries of the world, is written Bob Day and Peter Greenwood. 
The remarkable aspect of Day and Greenwood's essay is that they 
try to define rural development according to the current 
circumstances and see the role of ICTs in the light of new 
emerging challenges such as climate change.     
 
A lot of discussion is taking place on the current and possible 
future uses of ICTs in development, and improving the impact of 
projects for eradicating poverty and enhancing rural development 
in the world, but scholarly work offering development practices in 
a theoretical perspective is missing. The book tries to fill the gap 
in development literature by providing a scholarly analysis of 
various aspects of development issues. Application of the ICTs is 
critical in making a positive difference and improving the impacts 
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of development practices. However, the book points out that 
ICT4D projects in Africa, Asia and Latin America have failed to 
yield desired results. The point worth mentioning is that 
application of ICTs requires sound infrastructure such as 
electricity, trained/skilled work force, conducive policy and 
regulatory framework, awareness, literacy, etc. The projects that 
failed achieved the desired goals should not be seen as a failure 
of the idea itself. Many factors contribute to success and failure of 
a project. We also must keep in the mind that ICT is not a 
panacea in itself and it is only an enabling factor in the 
developmental process. It must also be noted that development 
is always associated with normative values of the society and 
many developmental challenges and causes of underdevelopment 
are related with the norms and tradition of the society to some 
extent. The application of ICTs for social and political 
transformation also depends on how society takes it. The 
perception of the political elites also matters, since e-services 
transform the social, political and bureaucratic system to promote 
transparency, accountability that can erode their powers and 
influence.        
 
The process of globalisation and the information revolution has 
changed the world into a global village, but there are many 
isolated parts of the world still untouched by the information of 
communication. The challenges of underdevelopment, poverty, 
illiteracy, marginalization, digital divide, to name only a few, are 
enormous. There is growing realization across the world of the 
need to optimize ICTs to reform the governance process, the 
system of public service deliveries and to address the challenges 
of global development. The book also gives some practical 
suggestions to maximize the reach of technologies in order to 
increase the effectiveness of development practices and bring 
isolated and marginalized communities into the mainstream of 
development. It argues that first attention should be paid to “real 
development needs”, second, a one-size-fits-all approach is not 
appropriate, so suitable technologies should be used for effective 
implementation, and third, attention should also be given to the 
sustainability of projects. Last, but not least, vision, commitment, 
infrastructure, effective partnership and monitoring and 
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evaluation are also important for development and social 
transformation.         
 
One very critical aspect in bridging the digital divide in the world 
and opitimising the use of ICTs is left unnoticed in the book, and 
that is cooperation between North and South/developed and 
developing countries. Since a huge investment is required for 
proliferation of ICT, creating basic infrastructure for it and 
promoting its research & development, many countries are not 
capable of utilizing the benefits of ICTs due to a lack of capital. 
Second, North-South technological cooperation is very critical for 
the bridging the gap between connected and unconnected. Poor 
countries must be provided with new technologies at an 
affordable price.  
 
Finally, one can say that the book is a distinguished piece of 
writing and a must read for development professionals and 
researchers working in the field of ICTs. It will certainly enrich the 
literature on development and ICTs and stimulate thought for 
new innovations, research and development in the applicability of 
ICTs in wiping out poverty and social evils and ushering in the 
prosperity across the world. 
 
 
Thad Dunning, 2008, Crude Democracy: Natural Resource 
Wealth and Political Regimes (Cambridge, Cambridge 
University Press, 2008) 
 
Monika Dabrowska 
University of St Andrews 
 
When it comes to the concept of ‘crude democracy’, i.e. a 
democracy rooted in oil wealth, the popular understanding as well 
as the conventional wisdom supported by many political scientists 
and policymakers can be summed up by the following equation: 
the more oil, the less democracy. Consequently, for those 
believing that ‘crude democracy’ is an oxymoron, Thad Dunning’s 
book under the same title may sound provocative at best and 
naïve to the core at worst.  
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Challenging the commonsensical understanding that natural 
resource wealth promotes autocracy is indeed the strongest point 
of the book. Rather than hinder democracy, oil might instead 
promote it, Dunning argues, but it does so through various 
mechanisms and for this reason an understanding of these is 
crucial for elucidating when either the authoritarian or democratic 
effects of resource wealth will prevail. Thus, in order to equip the 
reader with an analytic leverage, Dunning faces the analytic 
challenge and sets the ambitious goal to expose the relatively 
understudied democratic effects of resource wealth and to 
compare these to the authoritarian ones revealed in earlier 
analyses. The theoretical models developed by him through 
integration of the democratic and authoritarian effects of 
resources into a single analytic framework are important because 
they offer explanation on variation in political outcomes across 
resource rich countries. Dunning’s study proposes therefore a 
theory that clarifies the conditional political impact of natural 
source wealth and undertakes a comparative analysis which 
illuminates variables that tend to privilege the democratic or 
authoritarian effects of rents. The promise of “Crude Democracy” 
is that it will show why structural factors may influence the 
relative salience of these two effects, why these factors may 
matter, and how they can help us explain political differences in 
resource rich countries. 
 
To call things by names, what Dunning proposes is elegantly 
wrapped equifinality and multifinality. With regard to the former 
one, he acknowledges that there appear to be many ways that 
countries arrive at democracy; with regard to the latter, he insists 
that resource wealth can equally promote the emergence or 
persistence of authoritarian regimes as well as democracies. What 
may seem at first a bit of “eating a cookie and having it too” 
analysis, is in fact an intricate, if not too intricate, theoretical 
endeavour aimed at tackling the reality. It is not surprising 
therefore that the first of the book’s main advantages lies 
precisely in taking the process tracing into consideration and the 
second in author’s departure from ‘do?’ to ‘how?’: “How does 
resource wealth influence the economic foundations of political 
regimes?”. The initially broad question is specified and made 
narrower later in the book, as is the type of regime and the type 
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of resource. Hence, those who hope to find in “Crude Democracy” 
the ultimate answer will be unsatisfied, those who are looking for 
stimulating and fresh theoretical solutions will, no doubt, be 
content. 
 
As far as shortcomings are concerned, Dunning’s neat and 
elegant theory is based on only one type of resource; the book 
privileges the influence of economic sources on political regimes 
and by doing so it narrows our interest down to only one 
dimension of the state. Furthermore, even within the strictly 
economic vista, the author is discussing only one type of natural 
resource. Such approach consequently ignores or downplays 
other factors and hence the outcomes of the study could change 
with different variables. Dunning describes also one very special 
type of authoritarian regime since he builds on a certain kind of 
elite authoritarianism. Therefore, when reading the book, one 
needs to bear in mind that in the real world the overall outcome 
in not solely the product of resource wealth influence on political 
elites. Even if one does not agree with the concept of five-
dimensional state as developed by Buzan et. al., one needs to 
acknowledge that political decisions do not always belong to the 
elites (the initial model starts with the elites contemplating the 
coup), and that the elites rarely make their decisions based solely 
on economical factors and, to say the least, that natural 
resources do contribute to, but in no way constitute, the whole 
picture when it comes to political decision-making process. 
 
“Crude Democracy” is written from a multidisciplinary 
perspective. In his quest to change our understanding of the 
politics of the resource-rich rentier states, Dunning uses a multi-
method approach – among the employed tools the reader will find 
field research with detailed country-by-country case studies, 
series of game-theoretic models, statistical analysis, and 
conceptual elaboration of the core idea of the ‘rentier state’. The 
last one entails a very subtle yet important, as the author claims, 
conceptual distinction between the states that are resource-
abundant and those that are resource-dependant, which are 
much more prone to fostering authoritarianism. 
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As for the structure, the book is very clearly designed with the 
first introductory chapter providing the overall summary of the 
volume, followed by Chapter 2 where theoretical foundations and 
conceptual elements are laid as a basis for developing two related 
game theoretic models in Chapter 3. There the author builds up a 
dynamic model in the form of a game of democratization 
ascertaining that the formal models allow us to study conflicting 
political effects in a single theoretical framework. Chapters 4, 5 
and 6 assess the empirical evidence against previous theoretical 
claims and thus detailed study cases of Venezuela, Chile, 
Ecuador, Bolivia, and Botswana are presented. Irrespective of the 
academic depths of these qualitative analyses, the reader will 
notice that the whole sample is slightly biased since it contains 
only one country from outside Latin America. It is therefore worth 
asking whether the case selection restrained mainly to Latin 
America with the rest of the world sadly ignored was done for the 
author’s convenience or because other data was simply 
unavailable. In spite of the clear design, the book’s narrative is a 
bit jerky – a lot of ‘as discussed later’ references may be a bit 
overwhelming for a less disciplined reader. However, bearing in 
mind that the primary target group will be more sophisticated 
readers, such as scholars studying the impact of natural resource 
wealth and those exploring the emergence and persistence of 
democratic regimes, this should not prove to be much of an 
obstacle. Also, students of political economy, comparative 
politics, and international relations will indisputably find “Crude 
Democracy” compelling. 
 
It goes without saying that Dunning’s prize winning book is 
interesting conceptually but less useful in the practical sense of 
further inspiration for policy makers. This does not, however, 
obviate the usefulness of the theoretical framework itself: Thanks 
to this volume we know that natural resources do play part, we 
know how and now the only answer to unearth is when they are a 
crucial component that shapes the policy. Since the book’s 
findings are based on carefully crafted and precisely designed 
game-theory based models, they are reminiscient of a rare and 
sheltered orchid that, although very beautiful, is simultaneously 
very fragile and might not survive the real world conditions 
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outside the green house’s warmth and safety. To decide whether 
it is so, please read “Crude Democracy” yourself.  
 
 
Goran Hyden, African Politics in Comparative Perspective 
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2006) 
 
Nathan Andrews 
Brock University 
 
The focus on the study of African politics seems to come and go 
with the times, but there remain certain unique characteristics 
and features that make developments on the continent still 
tantalizing and worth researching. As the title suggests, Goran 
Hyden’s book clearly takes a comparative as well as a critical look 
at the nature, scope and character of African politics, shedding 
lights on why Africa still matters today in the study of political 
science. He uses Africa in the broader sense to refer to mainly 
sub-Saharan Africa, and touches on the politics of many of the 
countries in that region. Hyden begins by addressing some 
methodological issues political scientists face, particularly those in 
the sub-field of comparative politics who continually face the 
contention between “comparability” and “contextuality”. This is 
where the issue of the who, where and why in research comes in. 
Due to methodological weaknesses in data collection, he explains 
that data from Africa cannot be fully relied upon. 
 
Hyden dwells on social exchange theory to show how neo-
patrimonialism, reciprocity, and clientelism influence politics in 
Africa. To him, economy and culture are not separate spheres 
since political economy choices are socially and culturally 
embedded. For the economist, culture and informal institutions do 
not count so far as a country is able to get its GDP to rise to an 
appreciable level. The analyses Hyden present challenge such 
perceptions. To him, although informal institutions do not explain 
everything, much of what happens in politics and economics (and 
particularly in the case of Africa) is dependent on informal 
behavior and institutions. He argues culture is “the foundation on 
which not only formal, but also informal institutions arise” (p.7). 
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Central to his thesis is the idea that the “untamed nature” of 
African politics is a paramount explanatory variable in Africa’s 
current predicaments. The untamed aspects of African politics he 
deals with include; the movement legacy that emerged after the 
departure of the colonial masters; the problematic state (inability 
to distinguish the private and public spheres); economy of 
affection (a social logic which centers on whom you know instead 
of what you know); the Big Man rule; the policy deficit (the fact 
that the Big Men’s thinking is often slow or even void); the 
agrarian question; restrictions on the female gender in politics; 
ethnicity and conflicts (that abound because of the fluidity of 
social relations); and the external dimensions (aid, dependency 
and capitalism). The striking thing about the book is how each 
chapter builds into the next in a somewhat chronological or 
sequential manner. The final chapter presents ideas on what 
Hyden calls “a political science-based approach to reform in 
Africa” (p. 253). 
 
Hyden achieves his goal of applying “a dose of realism” to the 
analyses of African politics, speaking plainly to issues that not 
everyone can be frank about. Almost all the points he raises are 
at the crux of Africa’s politics. What I find striking and very much 
true is the economy of affection. His concept of power and 
dependency resonates with Lucian Pye’s (1985) account of the 
Asian attitude to power and authority in Asian Power and Politics: 
The Cultural Dimensions of Authority. In both cases there is some 
degree of reliance on social relations and it is thus not virtuous to 
amass and invest wealth in private ventures. 
 
Other interesting themes are “the big man rule” and the impact of 
the external dimension. Yet it is surprising that although most 
scholars might agree that dependency is not a good thing, some 
still call for more assistance. This spoon-feeding attitude to 
helping the poor makes Africa overly dependent on foreign 
assistance and this explains why policy is often void of ‘economic’ 
thinking – contributing to what Hyden calls “the policy deficit.” 
The extent to which African countries can emerge as ‘strong’ 
states in the face of today’s globalizing trends is also not certain. 
Even if African leaders can develop more proactive policies, will 
they have ample ‘ownership’ of their development as the 
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Washington Consensus is perpetually being forced down the 
throats of many of these countries? In fact, the ability of Africa to 
get out of these developmental shackles seems far more 
constrained now than it has been about two or so decades ago. 
 
Although Goran Hyden tries not to be Afro-pessimistic, he seems 
to suggest Africa has rejected modernity and that is why it is 
where it is today. He fails to recognize certain achievements 
some African countries have chalked as regards good 
governance, free press and dealing with endemic corruption. A 
case in point is the Millennium Challenge Account the ex-US 
President George Bush initiated to help with Africa’s development. 
Sub-Saharan African countries such as Benin, Lesotho, Liberia, 
Tanzania, Ghana, Liberia and Zambia are among the over fifteen 
African countries that have met the Millennium Challenge 
Corporation’s benchmarks of demonstrating a commitment to 
policies that promote political and economic freedom, investing in 
education and health, sustainably managing natural resources, 
controlling corruption, and showing ample respect for civil 
liberties and the rule of law. 
 
Additionally, Hyden in a few instances makes claims that can be 
considered simplistic generalizations of what happens in Africa. 
For instance, he mentions that “there is no such thing as an 
effective public opinion that operates with a view to changing 
regime or policy” (p. 20), and that Africa lacks an impersonal 
bureaucracy. He also argues Africa lacks a civic public sphere 
which is regarded as a significant ingredient in the evolution of 
democracy, and “because there is no autonomous state, civil 
society is also absent” (p. 233).  While these may hold true for 
some countries, it is not accurate to generalize. The proliferation 
of the media, civil society groups and think-tanks in many African 
countries should be recognized, although much more could be 
done to better the impact of such groups on the politics of the 
day. For Peter Ekeh (1975) in Colonialism and the Two Publics in 
Africa: A Theoretical Statement, it is not that Africa lacks a civic 
public. He believes there are “two publics” – the civic public and 
the primordial public – and it is the dialectical relationship 
between these two public spheres (caused by colonialism) that 
explains many of Africa’s problems. This does not dispute the fact 
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that there’s need to separate these two spheres or even combine 
them in a more convenient manner. 
 
Regardless of the criticisms, the book remains a scholarly 
discourse that recounts the very matters that play center stage 
roles in African politics. The book is rich in methodological and 
empirical value. It is suitable for anyone wanting to have a 
broader picture of African politics and why some conditions within 
the continent have persisted for a long time. Graduate, post-
graduate as well as undergraduate students with focusing on sub-
Saharan Africa might find this book rather scintillating. Although 
the book does not deal specifically with issues pertinent to what 
most international development books cover, development 
analysts and students of the politics of development can benefit 
from reading this book as the issues Hyden addresses (based on 
his fifty years of research on African politics) are at the core of 
Africa’s developmental dilemmas. Essentially, no one will argue 
that the nature of politics influences ‘development’ in one way or 
another, and it is very much so in the case of Africa. However, 
whether Africa can truly “claim the twenty-first century” or not, 
no one can decidedly say. 
 
 
Rachel Riedner and Kevin Mahoney, Democracies to Come, 
Rhetorical Action, Neoliberalism, and Communities of 
Resistance (Lexington Books, 2008) 
 
Paula Gânga 
Georgetown University 
 
According to the late French scholar Jacques Derrida, “democracy 
[is an idea that] remains to come (...) will remain always to 
come”. As modern-day followers of Derrida, Rachel Riedner and 
Kevin Mahoney seek to apply his technique of deconstruction by 
selecting contemporary examples that undermine what they see 
as a prevailing—and unquestioned—notion: that Western 
democracies are free and fair. Democracies to Come strives to 
facilitate the emergence of political formations that can offer new 
“languages of knowing, understanding, and learning” (p. 3) as an 
alternative to the neoliberal project.  
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In chapter-length essays, Riedner and Mahoney engage in a 
thought-provoking discussion about what they see as the current 
neoliberal establishment and its consequences for the academy, 
the wider world, and for rhetorical action in the age of 
globalization. Though not immediately recognizable as belonging 
to either cultural studies or rhetoric and composition disciplines, 
Democracies to Come is a useful guide for students of different 
perspectives who seek to understand the current context of 
neoliberalism.   
 
Emerging from discussions among George Washington University 
faculty and students following the protests of the International 
Monetary Fund meeting in Washington D.C. in April 2000, 
Democracies to Come begins by provocatively arguing that 
pedagogy should be rewritten as rhetorical action, “a political 
practice of making, reproducing, and rethinking of social 
relations, identities, and intervening in relations of dominance 
and exploitation” (p. 7). In the authors' opinion, universities must 
not only ensure that their students understand these “new social 
structures,” but also empower them with the means to interact 
critically with them. This, they contend, will make pedagogy a 
cultural force for democracy with far-reaching consequences in 
the process of making, reproducing, and remaking of social 
relations, identities, and intervening in relations of “dominance 
and exploitation”.     
 
The second chapter looks at the current position of universities 
when the move to connect education to the market has slowly 
undermined another important purpose of the higher education 
system: that of preparing the students for their role as citizens in 
a democratic society. The increasing demand for “relevance” in 
research, and education puts the university under the logic of the 
market. According to the authors, this process has occurred in 
parallel with the extension of the neoliberal logic from the market 
relations deeper into the social relations. In this context, any 
attempt at challenging the neoliberal order, as it happened with 
the protests against the IMF, is seen as a disruptive action 
coming from outside democratic institutions. Chapter 3 moves 
beyond the critique of neoliberalism to focus on “conjunctural 
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moments” in crises of the current hegemonic order. The authors 
have sought to identify points of rupture where new political and 
pedagogical possibilities are created.  
 
In the final chapters of the book, the authors take a closer look at 
the development of the “universalizing” Western liberal 
democracy. In their opinion, by proclaiming an end point to the 
ideological evolution of mankind, the neoliberal establishment 
wants to eliminate any other alternative while also making sure 
that any real opposition to this system of thinking will be 
marginalized. From this premise, the authors reason that the 
neoliberal hegemony should be considered a major threat since it 
can privatize democracy itself.   
 
Riedner and Mahoney offer as case studies two “rhetorical 
traditions” that struggle against this neoliberal hegemony: the 
Marxist cultural studies tradition, mostly situated in universities, 
and the Zapatista movement of Chiapas, Mexico, as an archetype 
of the “political-communities-in-struggle.” When studying the role 
of each one of these movements, the authors underline the 
necessity of these two traditions to start a dialogue because 
“effective political struggle, social identities, rhetorics, and 
structures of feeling emerge only in relation to each other” (p. 
95).          
 
Democracies to Come offers several valuable insights into today's 
global context. One of them is stated right in the title: the 
authors remind us that a democracy is a continually evolving 
system. Once a country obtains a high rating on the Freedom 
House scale it does not mean that democracy has begun its never 
ending reign. On the contrary, citizens must continue to keep the 
political system under their watchful eye. Another major point of 
the book focuses precisely on those critical individuals in civil 
society who in today's world find themselves marginalized as 
soon as they voice their criticism against the establishment. To 
the current situation, the authors offer the solution of creating a 
“democracy-in-difference—a democracy to come [that would 
represent] a coming together to exchange, to learn, to expand, 
the available means of political/rhetorical action” (p. 94).     
 



CEU Political Science Journal. Vol. 5, No. 3 

 472  

This view also puts under question the existing neoliberal system 
and its strong “force of culture” that creates the “ideological 
making of the individuals” taking part in today's world. Although 
this perspective might be rapidly dismissed by the mainstream as 
coming from the positions of the critical left, students of any 
discipline who believe in democracy should heed the warnings of 
Riedner and Mahoney. Reminding us that the democratic ideal is 
to offer all voices the possibility to express themselves in order to 
promote further debate and thus create the opportunity for future 
improvements is another important point of Democracies to 
Come. Useful for students of all convictions and of all disciplines, 
this book is valuable to the political science student as it offers a 
perspective rarely found in books on democracy and on 
alternatives to the current world system: that of analyzing the 
university as the locus for the creation of the democratic future, 
with debates within the universe of higher education as perfect 
examples of creating the neoliberal context. However, at points, 
the authors overestimate the influence of the neoliberal logic 
within the university context. They seem to forget that currently 
academia remains the most important bastion of critical thought 
and not just a promoter of the market-driven mentality. 
 
Also, Riedner and Mahoney suggest that universities should 
replace their current focus on teaching what they call the 
“neoliberal logic” with a pedagogy of activism, in which students 
should be equipped for active participation in the real world. 
While this argument has an obvious value, it could be better 
supported with more arguments than only those rising from the 
authors’ class practice as it makes the reader feel that there is 
insufficient evidence to support the final findings. 
 
Democracies to Come leaves the reader unsatisfied as the end of 
the book does not give the feeling of reaching a clear conclusion 
and answering all the questions set forth at the beginning. 
Probably Riedner and Mahoney plan to rectify this in their future 
publications in the Cultural Studies/Pedagogy/Activism series of 
which this is only the first book and for which the two authors are 
the editors. Although they may well be preparing to answer these 
questions in subsequent works, the current volume does not 
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reach its full potential in spite of the above-mentioned 
contributions as it feels half-finished and incomplete. 
 
 
Darren Lilleker and Richard Scullion (eds.), Voters or 
Consumers. Imagining the Contemporary Electorate 
(Newcastle upon Tyne: Cambridge Publishing Scholars, 
2008) 
 
Sergiu Gherghina 
Leiden University  
 
Commonly known as the fundamental basis for contemporary 
democracies, elections have the double task of legitimizing the 
political system and providing representatives to the people. 
Connected with the latter, voters’ preferences and the reasons 
behind preference formation become relevant to understand a 
certain outcome. Lilleker and Scullion’s volume address the 
question of electoral choice from the economic perspective of the 
voter as consumer. Locating their work within the political 
marketing literature, the two editors investigate if politics is seen 
by the ordinary citizen as part of a consumption diet. The pursuit 
of such a goal may shed light on the debated issue of the 
uniqueness and social implications of voting behavior. If the latter 
appears to be nothing more than a simple consumerist practice 
motivated and impeded by market incentives and practices, then 
the political processes should change and adapt accordingly.  
 
The dilemma of identifying voters with consumers guides this 
collection of ten chapters (excluding the introduction and 
conclusion) and allows the structuring of ideas in three main 
themes, symmetrically structured by chapters. Starting from the 
ground, the first three chapters conceptualize political 
consumerism and parallel the relationships between consumers in 
markets and voters. The following four chapters tackle the 
political marketization of political parties and the media effect on 
the consumerist behavior of voters. In doing so, the authors 
introduce two relevant institutional channels in contemporary 
societies. Among their multiple functions, political parties and 
media shape behaviors and help forming various perceptions that 
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lead to attitudes. From this perspective, their roles become 
increasingly interdependent in supplying information to the 
electorate, being relevant if they see the latter as consumer or 
voter. The final three chapters emphasize the electorate’s 
perceptions, participation, and attitudes towards the electoral 
process (including campaigns).  
 
Despite the wide range of approached topics and analyzed 
countries, the volume is homogenous due to the basic common 
structure. Beyond such an easy to follow and clear format, the 
innovation of this book resides in the identification of new 
relationships between the public and politics. Political ideas are 
suppressed to allow image features to play a role in the 
electorate’s decisions with the possibility of overlap between the 
agenda setting and the image created to reflect the agenda (p. 
236). Consequently, politics is presented to citizens by parties 
and media as brands are advertised to consumers. Voters lose 
their features of active participants in the political process, 
behave like consumerists and this enhances consistent 
approaches from institutional actors involved in elections. Despite 
its plausibility and parsimony, this logic is restricted solely to 
behavior in electoral times. 
 
Lilleker and Scullion’s book complements existing theories of 
voting behavior and highlight shaded areas of the broad picture. 
The evidence revealing the complex nature of relationships 
between voters and politics indicates that the economic narrow 
and short-term reasoning, usually at the individual level, is not 
the only game in town. Voters’ perceptions, cognitions, and 
subsequent behaviors (most of the time at polls) are fueled by 
the information received. With political parties as main emitters 
and media quite often as agenda setter, voters pick and choose 
between two sides of the same coin: citizens (with duties and 
actively involved in politics) or consumers. The adaptation 
strategies of political parties account for voters’ choices and 
future political messages reflect the electorate’s previous 
attitudes.  
 
A further asset of the volume is the two-sided approach of the 
same issues and thus providing the reader with a comprehensive 
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set of analytical tools. To focus solely on the key-argument of 
what happens with the electorate when media treats it as a 
consumer, there are two perspectives. On the one hand, Savigny 
argues for the impossibility of developing political consciousness 
among the voters when they are subjected to such messages. On 
the other hand, Scullion without accepting the exclusive 
dichotomy between consumer and citizen, sees the consumerist 
messages as a necessary condition to enhance citizenship. The 
market choice can be often seen as a continuous opportunity for 
individuals to practice, revise, and perfect their perceptions, 
attitudes, and behaviors (p. 67). Three other chapters, authored 
by Lilleker, Dermody and Hanmer-Lloyd, and Dean, summarize 
the latter argument: a close to reality evaluation of an 
electorate’s consumerist or voter features is possible only by 
understanding its involvement in politics. 
 
The increased role of media, the diversity of chosen 
communication channels, and the role media plays for the 
political message and agenda setting comes as no surprise 
looking at the background of the editors. Nevertheless, as these 
intermediary voices filter information and display certain attitudes 
towards citizens, it is relevant to closely look at the effects they 
may cause and investigate the causes of their behavior. Political 
parties are put in a similar light, both as initial emitters of 
messages and as organizations with adaptation potential, 
sensitive to the electoral environment in campaign and electoral 
times.  
 
With a homogenous structure, clear writing style, logical and 
empirical connections between chapters, and with a systematic 
approach of the triadic relationship of voter-citizen-consumer, this 
book addresses relevant issues in the literature of voting behavior 
and challenges existing beliefs. By doing so, it provides a broader 
picture that makes political science students and scholars further 
delve into the topic. Although the inclusion of the few case 
studies used in the book deserves more attention in order to 
eliminate any suspicion of biased selection, the numerous merits 
of the volume transform it into a relevant contribution to existing 
research.  
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Susanne Jungerstam-Mulders (ed.), Post-Communist EU 
Member States: Parties and Party Systems (Aldershot: 
Ashgate, 2006).  
 
Penny Pardoe 
State University of New York-Delhi 
 
Ashgate’s 2006 publication, Post-Communist EU Member States: 
Parties and Party Systems, edited and compiled by Susanne 
Jungerstam-Mulders, is compelling and should prove well 
received. One of the more intriguing subfields of comparative 
politics is post-communist studies and one of the more cutting-
edge is EU studies; since this work contributes to both, though 
more to the former than the latter, it is bound to find its way into 
the hands of many graduate students and professors. More 
importantly, this volume has much to contribute to the more 
general study of party systems, a field that is perhaps not as 
popular as others, but could become so if endowed with the kind 
of fresh perspective this book provides. 
 
While this work presents information of some merit to EU studies, 
it does little to answer any question of great significance to 
“Project Europe;” a point that would prove no sin if it were not for 
its title. Its main aim is to survey the development of parties and 
party systems in post-communist countries, which it does by 
focusing on only eight countries (Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, 
Poland, the Czech Republic, Slovakia, Hungary, and Slovenia), 
each specifically chosen because of their EU membership 
credentials (they have all been members since the 2004 
enlargement, and therefore are rapidly approaching the hurdles 
of the Copenhagen criteria). This particular choice of case studies, 
and the work itself, does serve to contribute to EU studies 
because it helps build a foundation of knowledge about how the 
newly established political systems of these countries work. As 
noted in the introduction of this book, understanding this is 
necessary in order to answer any of the bigger questions about 
the future of the European integration project, because without 
doing so it would be impossible to “figure out in detail what 
position new member states in the long run will take in the EU—
and what kind of EU they will be willing to build…” (p. xi). 
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However, the title of the work really should be reversed and read 
as The Parties and Party Systems of Post-Communist EU Member 
States, for its contents are clearly more about the former than 
the latter. Moreover, it is in the area of post-communist studies 
and the general nature of parties and party systems that the 
book proves most compelling.  
 
Via ten chapters, eight of which are contributed by different 
authors providing in depth case studies, and two of which serve 
to bind the volume together with an introduction and conclusion 
by Jungerstam-Mulders, this work proves essential reading for 
students of post-communist regional studies and general party 
systems studies, alike. Organized in a manner concentrating on 
three themes: ideological cleavages, party system competition, 
and party organization, each case study serves to throw a wrench 
into most of the predictions made in the 1990s about what would 
happen to post-communist party systems in their post-transition 
phase, as well as most of the classical thought about party 
systems dynamics. 
 
In reference to the former, many predicted that once the Baltic 
and Central European countries moved through the initial stages 
toward democracy and liberal economy their party systems would 
begin to stabilize into forms that, as Jungerstam-Mulders puts it, 
“largely resemble those of Western Europe” (p. 248). By this it 
was meant that they would become less fragmented, less plagued 
by volatility, include more well disciplined and socially connected 
parties, as well as show signs of being founded on a clear socio-
economic ideological cleavage. However, this book provides 
evidence to show that this may not be true even in the most 
promising of cases (Hungary), something which is well 
demonstrated by Zsolt Enyedi in what is probably the best written 
essay in the book. Enyedi observes that Hungary has without a 
doubt “produced one of the most consolidated party systems in 
the post-communist world” (p. 177). Fragmentation and volatility 
rates are on the decline, and it is also one of the few countries to 
observe higher voter turn out rates (p. 190). However, Hungary’s 
parties are not strongly connected to society; party memberships 
are low and so is party identification (p. 189). Furthermore, 
Enyedi reveals that not only is the socio-economic cleavage 
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secondary within Hungarian politics, but the communist/anti-
communist cleavage appears to be growing in importance, rather 
than shrinking as was predicted by some (p. 181). 
 
In reference to the aforementioned classical theories, it has been 
generally accepted within political science that Western European 
party systems have been mostly stable and frozen along the 
socio-economic cleavage since just after WWI; a proposition 
emanating from Lipset and Rokkan’s 1967 study.2 However as is 
brought up several times in this book, this may not be true any 
longer. If post-communist EU member states continue to exhibit 
great party system instability, this may say more about what is 
happening to party systems both east and west, than it does 
about these countries specifically; particularly since recent 
studies have pointed toward similar destabilizing trends in 
Western Europe, where party identification, party membership, 
and voter turnout rates are all falling.3 Moreover, volatility is also 
on the rise in the West, while the supposed clear cut socio-
economic cleavage appears to be weakening.4 As is noted by 
Andrew Drummond in a recent article about traditional party 
decline in the West, New Politics parties have had some “success 
running on issues that cut across traditional political cleavages.”5 
Additionally, those traditional parties that fall along the left-right 
socioeconomic continuum appear to be increasingly moving to the 
centre; mostly because the solid electorates upon which they 
once relied are disappearing, or as Peter Mair comments in one of 
his more recent works, even though “workers are still more likely 
than the middle class to vote for the left of center parties…there 
are markedly few such citizens…”6  
 
The contributions in this work have real value as further evidence 
of this possible trend. Even though in the 1990s it was 
                                                
2  Lipset, S. M. and Rokkan, S. (eds.), Party Systems and Voter Alignments: Cross-national 

Perspectives, Free Press: New York, 1967.    

3  Mair, Peter, “The Challenge to Party Government,” Western European Politics, Vol.31, Nos. 1-2, 

January-March 2008: 221.  

4  Ibid, 221.  

5   Drummond, Andrew, J., “Electoral Volatility and Party Decline in Western Democracies: 1970-

1995,” Political Studies, Vol. 54, 2006: 629.  

6  Mair, 219.   
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fashionable to look to Western democracies in order to predict 
what would happen (or indeed should) in Eastern and Central 
Europe, this book contributes to the prospect that there is much 
to be gained by turning this approach around. When these 
countries embarked upon their transitions toward democracy they 
began with a fresh slate, unencumbered by old civil society 
networks or a history of mass political party culture (beyond that 
of the communist party, which did not work the same as most 
western mass parties and was consciously erased from popular 
political culture by most within post-communist EU member 
states), two things which probably only serve to slow any party 
decline in the west. In other words, the post-communist EU 
member states maybe leading rather than following with regard 
to party system dynamics, and academics would be well served to 
note this possibility.    
 
In conclusion, Post-Communist EU Member States: Parties and 
Party Systems serves as a great addition to the discipline of 
comparative politics. It shatters some assumptions in reference to 
post-communist states and poses food for thought within the 
study of party systems generally.  Based on this, and in order to 
ensure notice by a great section of the academic community, a 
better effort should be made toward marketing it on these merits, 
rather than emphasizing the work's association with EU studies. 
 
 
Ingmar Bredies, Andreas Umland, Valentin Yakushik 
(eds.), Aspects of the Orange Revolution IV: Foreign 
Assistance and Civic Action in the 2004 Ukrainian 
Presidential Elections (Stuttgart: Ibidem Verlag, 2007).  
 
Svetozar A. Dimitrov 
Central European University 
 
Aspects of the Orange Revolution IV7 is the fourth volume of the 
five thematic collections of articles exploring various aspects of 

                                                
7  Ingmar Bredies, Andreas Umland, Valentin Yakushik, eds., Aspects of the Orange Revolution IV: 

Foreign Assistance and Civic Action in the 2004 Ukrainian Presidential Elections (Stuttgart: Ibidem Verlag, 

2007).  
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the Orange Revolution, and published as part of the book series 
entitled “Soviet and Post-Soviet Politics and Society.” As its 
straightforward title suggests, the book focuses on the Orange 
Revolution in Ukraine, the wave of protests that came about as 
the population’s reaction to the manipulated 2004 presidential 
elections and the preceding campaign. The book is divided into 
three parts with several articles each, some being of entirely 
academic nature, while others being on-the-ground observations.  
 
The first part, entitled “Political Transition and External Forces in 
Post-Soviet Societies” contains articles that compare Western and 
Russian involvement in Ukrainian politics, assess the 
development, justification and legality of the Orange Revolution, 
and discuss the role of trans-national actors in democratizing 
states. Two of the articles, by Kempe and Solonenko, and by 
Brucker, are informative and the latter is also theoretical. 
Brucker’s article is particularly noteworthy as it offers an 
insightful demonstration of the theory of socialization and 
illustrates the additional pressure that internationally accepted 
democratic norms and Ukrainian norm entrepreneurs put on the 
governing elite before and during the Orange Revolution. In the 
same article, Brucker has also included an intriguing empirical 
study of the influence that German political foundations exerted 
on the development of Ukrainian civic society and indirectly on 
the Orange Revolution, which he assesses as a “second 
democratic transformation.”8 Unlike most other ones in the book, 
the two articles by Frolov and Yakushik are conspicuously biased, 
the second one being a text written for the Party of Regions. 
 
The second part of the book contains five accounts of the 
electoral process written (mostly) by foreign election observers, 
some more academic, while others trying to paint a more vivid 
picture of the situation they saw. Finally, the third part of the 
book features three articles by foreign and local election 
observers who describe the situation in Electoral District No. 100, 
Kirovohrad Oblast, which was one of the most lawless districts, 

                                                
8  Matthias Brucker, “Trans-national Actors in Democratizing States: The Case of German Political 

Foundations in Ukraine,” In: Bredies, Umland, Yakushik, eds., Aspects of the Orange Revolution IV: Foreign 

Assistance and Civic Action in the 2004 Ukrainian Presidential Elections (Stuttgart: Ibidem Verlag, 2007). 
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where the electoral fraud in favor of Viktor Yanukovich reached 
dimensions that cannot be qualified with a single adjective. Some 
of the articles in the second and especially in the third part allow 
the reader to really imagine the situation in Ukraine which 
provoked the Orange Revolution; they are not dry, but rather 
descriptive and enthralling. The last article, written by Volodymyr 
Bilyk, reads a bit like crime fiction, regardless of the real nature 
of the events that Bilyk describes. This last article is bound to let 
the reader feel the chilling atmosphere of lawlessness and thug-
rule that used to be, and sadly still is in some places, 
characteristic of practically all post-communist states.  
 
The book is aimed at a diverse but highly-educated demographic. 
While some of the articles are theoretical and could lead one to 
conclude the book is aimed entirely at the academic circles, 
theoretical articles constitute a minority among a number of 
works with empirical value. Therefore, the book can be used by 
students, policy makers, diplomats, and scholars alike. Two of the 
three editors have included one of their own articles in the book. 
Perhaps out of necessity, due to the editor’s visibly opposing 
attitudes toward the Orange Revolution (Yakushik is a supporter 
of the pro-Russian Party of Regions which the Orange Revolution 
“dethroned”), the book includes works written from both 
perspectives.  
 
In the introduction, the editors make it a point that this book is 
not supposed to stand on its own but rather serve as a 
continuation and supplement to discussions started in the 
previous volumes. While this may be largely true, this is also the 
most colorful and quite empiric of the volumes, which will 
certainly paint a picture, allowing a reader whose only interaction 
with post-communist societies is through books and the media, to 
come to a conclusion about who is right and who is wrong. After 
all, it is not all relative.  
 
Being a collection of articles, it is impossible to fairly assess the 
completeness of the book’s coverage as a whole, or likewise, to 
assess the quality of the methods and empirical work of the book. 
It is easy to say, however, that the empirical papers have been 
written by people commissioned by various international 
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organizations to write reports on their election observations, and 
as such they satisfy stringent criteria of objectivity. Since this is a 
collection of papers, rather than a monograph, there is no single 
main argument whose plausibility can be assessed. What can be 
concluded, however, is that the election observations of the 
second and third chapters lend stark support to the arguments 
proposed by Kempe, Solonenko, and Brucker, in their papers, and 
reject the claims Frolov and Yakushik make in the analytical first 
chapter. The claim that while the West intervened indirectly and 
helped change a system with morbid democratic deficiencies, 
Russia directly manipulated every aspect of Ukrainian politics and 
society, guided only by self-interest, is supported by most 
authors. 
 
Aspects of the Orange Revolution IV is an unusual combination of 
scholarly empirical and theoretical papers, as well as observation 
pieces. As the editor himself has mentioned in the introduction, 
many of the contributing authors felt strongly one way or the 
other about the political situation in Ukraine and the 2004 Orange 
Revolution. They have not attempted to conceal their personal 
feelings, which has not made the book feel less academic, but has 
enabled the reader to better understand the context of the 
events. Overall this has been one of the more readable, 
purposeful, and pretense-free scholarly publications I have 
recently come across. I can freely say that the book exceeds its 
editors’ modest stated goals.  
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