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Pippa Norris, Making Democratic Governance Work: How Regimes Shape
Prosperity, Welfare, and Peace (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2012)

Victoria Makulilo
Universität Bayreuth

The persistence of economic destitution particularly in the developing countries has
raised an endless debate on its causes and the way forward.  Different theories have
been formulated and other theories perished. The present scholarship explains how
regimes shape prosperity, welfare and peace. Using various theories Pippa Norris
argues that democratic governance is capable of bridging the economic gap and
spurring economic growth. Democratic governance assumes that development is
most effective where regimes combine the qualities of democratic responsiveness
and state effectiveness. Various premises have been put into consideration. First,
institutions of liberal democracy encourage elected officials to pay attention to
human security. However, in practice, liberal democracy often proves to be
imperfect in each of these procedures. This is particularly so where party
competition is limited. As a result electoral systems are manipulated or channels of
participation are more skewed towards money than people. Second, democratic
institutions are by themselves insufficient to achieve development goals. It is quite
known that institutions of democracy can limit the abuse of state power but do not
ensure the necessary capacity of leaders to implement effective public policies
addressing social needs. Therefore, a merging of democracy and governance,
particularly state capacity leads to achieving developmental goals.

The book is organized in three major parts. The first part introduces various
perspectives to expanding human security. These include: democracy-promotion;
structuralist-view and governance capacity. The democracy-promotion perspective
believes that government (leader) responsiveness and accountability are the key to
the attainment of human security. The structuralist-view suggests that development
is determined by environment factors of a society. This refers to geographical
location, natural resources, and human capital. At this point, it is equally important
to state that regimes have minimal effect to development. The last group holds that
state capacity (governance) is critical in delivering basic services such as education,
health, water, etc and state-building is crucial in post-conflict reconstruction prior
to holding elections. The author develops a unified theory out of these perspectives.
She opines that a combination of liberal democracy and governance capacity
developed in parallel will prove most effective recipe for growth, within the
constraints of structural conditions. The second part of the book compares regimes.
Methodologically, the author conceptualizes and measures various concepts like
liberal democracy, good governance, human security, and state capacity. She goes
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further to choose cases that share many structural characteristics, for example,
geographical location, historical backgrounds, and social composition. However,
the cases differ in developmental outcomes and regime types. These are democratic
and autocratic regimes. The last part discusses regime effects. The findings show
that bureaucratic democracy has a greater effect in economic growth as it combines
the most effective macroeconomic management by the state and accountability by
electorates.

It is impressive to state that the present scholarship provides useful insights to
solving problems of instability, war, poverty, and anarchy occurring around the
world and particularly developing countries. For example, poverty in Africa, the
recent Arab uprisings, instabilities in Burundi, Congo, Nigeria, Mali, and Somalia,
and post-election violence in Kenya and Uganda concretize the situation. The book
is innovative in theory and empirical data. The author has been able to show a
strong correlation between a certain regime and state of prosperity, welfare, and
peace. She presents that a regime constitutes the basic framework for governing the
nation-state within its territorial boundaries; this includes the overarching
constitutional arrangements and the core government institutions (p.43). The first
premise indicates that liberal democracy may bring prosperity, welfare and peace.
In liberal democracy leaders are elected on basis of free and fair but competitive
multiparty elections that meet international standards of integrity. In addition,
there is a provision of freedom of expression and respect for civil liberties; checks
and balances among regime institutions; independent judiciary; effective
legislature; freedom of the media; and associational autonomy. The second premise
shows that autocracies cannot ensure development as they are antithesis to
democratic practices which are deemed conducive for economic growth.
Autocracies in Mauritania, Chad, Cameroon, the Central African Republic, Somalia,
and Singapore provide vivid examples (p.63-64). Regardless of the good efforts
liberal democracy make, the author argues that it is still insufficient to ensure
development. For example, Ghana has experienced periodic multiparty contests
that international observers have regarded as free and fair; and in 2009 Freedom
House rated Ghana 1.5 on its seven-point index of political rights and civil liberties,
classifying it as liberal democracy comparable to Greece, Israel, South Korea and
Bulgaria (p.61, 63) and yet it is one of the poorest countries. The author explains
that the capacity of public sector is limited in terms of discharging prime objectives
such as providing social services like education, health, water, etc (p.64). This leads
to the third premise of this authority.

It is argued that state capacity is very necessary in making liberal democracy wok
effectively. The author puts that state capacity determines how far regime
authorities can achieve their goals and perform functions essential for collective
well-being (p.44). The assumption is that the bureaucratic form of government has
better mechanisms of controlling authorities so that effective public policies are
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formulated and implemented. The author acknowledges the limitations of
bureaucratic form of government even in its new form of New Public Management.
Unfortunately, the author does not explain adequately limitations of bureaucratic
government to ensuring prosperity, welfare and peace. This is the weakness of the
present scholarship. Taking Africa as a reference point, bureaucratic government
does not work effectively due to a number of limitations putting aside the common
excessive rigidity, and inflexibility. New public management is also limited in a
number of ways: the use of business techniques in public sphere confuses most basic
requirement of any state, and taking a citizen as a mere customer takes away his/her
political participatory rights and duties. It is interesting to note that most of
limitations are grounded by external economic bondage. Historically, Africa was
colonized by European countries after the Berlin conference in 1884-1885. The
motives behind Africa’s colonization were three; resources (raw materials),
investments, and markets. After about 80 years of colonization, Africa became
politically independent but economically dependent to colonial masters. The
colonial motives have intensified in a more sophisticated approach, i.e.
globalization, where the emphasis is free trade and private investments. In reality
Western countries depend heavily on Africa for investments, raw materials, and
markets. Therefore, the emphasis on formal rules by bureaucratic government leads
to red tape combined with external economic bondage hence corruption, rent
seeking behavior, and a lack of patriotism. A consequence of these is a struggle for
resources and thus political instability, war, post-election violence, extreme poverty,
ethnic antagonism, and religious intolerance. It is quite shocking, in recent decades
to observe the regular conduct of elections in Africa becoming a source of violence.
Conclusively, unless economic bondage between Africa and western countries is
broken bureaucratic democracy is unlikely to work.

In spite of these shortcomings, the book is recommendable to practitioners, policy
makers, and academics. It is one of the few books that has extensively dealt with
governance capacity. Its strong emphasis on formal rules is peculiar and must not be
ignored.

Sandipani Dash, Sudan’s Oil Diplomacy, 1991-2003 (New Delhi: Manak Publications
Pvt. Ltd, 2012)

Dinoj K. Upadhyay
Indian Council of World Affairs

As world is moving fast on swirling waves of globalization and, as the new
economies of Asia have witnessed unprecedented economic growth, global
competition for natural resources has entered into new phase of international
politics. Although ‘scramble for natural resources’ has always been a defining theme
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of international economic structures, the rise of Asian economies and multinational
companies has metamorphosed natural resources politics in the current discourse
on world affairs. The African continent which has huge reserves of natural resources
such as oil, gas and minerals, has acquired a renewed significance in world politics.
Analysts fear that quest for natural resources can lead to potential new conflicts
among nations. Today, new discoveries of coal, oil and gas across Africa generate
great academic interest to predict how these resources will transform the course of
global energy markets and development in those countries. In this context,
Sandipani Dash, in his book Sudan’s Oil Diplomacy, 1991-2003, has attempted to
analyze oil diplomacy of an erstwhile undivided Sudan in the larger context of
natural resource politics in Africa. The book aims to examine the importance of
Sudan’s oil reserve in the world oil regime, its oil production linkage with the
Western and Asian countries, and its diversified approach to transnational oil
production with Asian orientation.

Thematically, the book can be divided in three parts. First, it discusses the relevant
traditional and emerging theoretical paradigms and tries to locate Africa in the
extended world oil regime. In the historical context, author traces the roots of
resource politics in the 19th century colonial era and its transformation in the
subsequent post-colonial and globalization phase. The book indicates that nature of
competition may have changed in current times but the pursuit of natural resources
and commercial profit-centric approach remain the mainstay of the foreign policy
of nations. The growing role of non-state actors, including Multi National
Corporations (MNCs), have further complicated the process.

As the third largest producer of oil in Sub Saharan Africa, Sudan holds immense
importance for ever rising energy demands in the Western countries. The country,
which earns 70 per cent of its Gross Domestic Product (GDP) from the oil industry,
has become quite strategically important in international energy market and
consequently in the world affairs. Second, the book examines the transformative
impacts of the 9/11 attacks.  The post-9/11 political instability in West Asia also
compels oil importing countries to look beyond traditional supply zones and to
explore areas of African continent. Oil has been used as ‘bargaining chip’ in foreign
policy negotiations by the government, which is tangible in its diversified relations
with the West. As described in the book, Sudan has partnerships with several
European counties, the United States and Canada. Western interests in African oil
are tangible in their national security strategy, for instance, the US declared African
oil as a ‘strategic national interest’ and growing engagement in oil rich African
countries is amply evident in its foreign policy documents (p. 97).

Third, the author has tried to examine the ‘balancing approach’ in Sudan’s oil
diplomacy when he analyses the country relations between West and East. Asian
quest for African equity oil has emerged in post-cold war economic world order.
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Highlighting growing energy demands in Asia, particularly China and India, the
book argues that entry of China would transform the both energy market and
energy politics of Sudan. While taking note of India’s engagement in Sudan, China’s
aggressive approach for acquiring energy resources in the country has been amply
discussed in the book. China has been extensively involved in oil exploration,
building pipelines and developing the necessary infrastructure in Sudan. Sudan
supplies 7 per cent of China’s oil demands. Consequently, China has emerged as
Sudan’s largest commercial partner and trade between two has already surpasses $
3.9 billion (p. 149).

The author concludes that Sudan fundamentally changed its oil diplomacy over the
years and that the country has used oil as a bargaining chip to modernize it army,
gain financial credit and dilute the criticism of its human rights violations. He argues
that Sudan’s ‘Asian Orientation’ had the potential to further deepen partnerships
with rising Asian economies. The author sees,

there is consequently a new scope for transnational partnership for oil production
that is unfolding under the wider framework of Afro-Asian interdependence based on
economic complementarity in the post cold war world order (p. 252).

The book also discusses how Sudan uses its oil for peace building and development.
Despite its huge resources, it remains uncertain how Sudan will use the natural
resources for peace building, reconstruction and development. The African
experience does not inspire much hope. Nigeria, the largest producer of oil,
remains one of poorest countries in the world where 90 per cent of people live on
less than $ 2 per day. The optimum of use of natural resources requires strong and
effective governance and well articulated policy which are absent in Sudan. Capital
and advance technology are essential for extraction of natural resources, but they
will only come when the country will fulfill these prerequisites. Sudan should start
competitive bidding and re-orient its policy towards maximization of profits which
can be used for reconstruction and development of the country. It has also been
noticed that natural resource extraction does not create enough employment
opportunities and volatile resource prices cause unstable growth. Here it would be
pertinent to say foreign-owned resource extraction companies contribute little to
the generation of local employment and the growth of local economies. Sudan
should have adopted sustainable growth strategy and invested profits from oil
industries in building infrastructure and creating productive assets. A peaceful
country and law-based system of governance is compatible with good business and
serves as a base for new business, attracting foreign direct investment and winning
the confidence of investors.

Nevertheless, the book is a novel attempt to examine the natural resource politics
and foreign policy of a conflict-ravaged country in Africa. The book is informative; it
analyzes current global and regional politico-strategic dynamics in energy politics;
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and it has assembled a great of information in the relevant theoretical perspectives
in a lucid form. The uniqueness of the book lies with problem-solving and solution-
oriented approach to Sudan’s political and social crisis. This book is insightful and a
valuable contribution to knowledge of natural resource diplomacy and an undivided
Sudan’s oil diplomacy.

Samuel Bowles, The New Economics of Inequality and Redistribution (New York:
Cambridge University Press, 2012)

Nicolae Bîea
Albert-Ludwigs University Freiburg

Economists generally believe that societies face a trade-off between efficiency and
equality. Arthur Okun famously expressed this view when he compared
redistribution from the rich to the poor to carrying money in a “leaky bucket” 1. The
leak, according to Okun and likeminded economists, is caused by the distortionary
effects of taxation and the high administrative costs of redistribution. Samuel
Bowles’ latest book, The New Economics of Inequality and Redistribution, is chiefly
an attack on this widespread view. Bowles argues that it is wrong to view efficiency
and equality as competing goals and, moreover, that some redistributive policies
will actually improve economic efficiency rather than damage it.

Bowles’ central claim is that wealth inequality is costly for a society’s economic
prospects; thus, policies aimed at creating a more equal distribution of wealth
could, at the same time, also increase economic productivity. Bowles then proposes
a specific type of redistributive policy, which he terms "productivity-enhancing asset
redistribution", and suggests that it would not only be economically efficient but
also politically feasible.

Using game-theoretical models and statistical analysis and drawing on new
developments in contract theory, Bowles outlines several different ways in which
inequality has a negative impact on economic productivity. First, the concentrated
ownership of capital breeds principal-agent problems between capitalists and
workers; the latter are not the residual claimants of profits, so they have an
incentive to put in less effort than would be efficient. Moreover, workers’ shirking
creates the need for costly monitoring, which further adds to the efficiency loss.
Second, more unequal societies will have a less efficient allocation of funds to
investment projects, as more people will be credit-constrained and thus unable to
finance their projects even though their rate of return would make them

1 Arthur M. Okun, Equality and Efficiency: The Big Tradeoff (Washington, D.C.: The Brookings
Institution, 1975).
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worthwhile. Third, Bowles finds that, both across U.S. cities and across different
countries, economic inequality is significantly and positively correlated with the
fraction of workers employed as guard labor. He interprets this as evidence that
unequal societies tend to have less secure property rights and, as a consequence,
will divert more resources from production to the guarding of property.

Bowles does not stop at diagnosing the negative impact of inequality on economic
efficiency. His book is intended not only for social science academics but also for
political decision makers. Bowles consequently spends a considerable amount of
time deriving the policy implications of his findings. He suggests a policy of capital
asset redistribution, which, he believes, would mitigate the adverse effects of
inequality while at the same time avoiding the incentive problems of the traditional
welfare state. Bowles argues that asset redistribution would enhance productivity by
making workers the residual claimants of their effort and thus removing the
incentives to shirk. Furthermore, he claims that this policy would also ease credit
constraints and make efficient investment projects more likely to get funded. Thus,
claims Bowles, capital asset redistribution would simultaneously enhance both
equality and economic efficiency.

The New Economics of Inequality and Redistribution is written in a clear and concise
manner. Even though some sections are technical in nature, Bowles’ reasoning is
easy to follow. The equations and diagrams are always accompanied by detailed
explanations and technical terms are usually defined in advance. Another nice
feature of the book is that it not only makes policy prescriptions but also examines
whether these are politically feasible. Bowles dedicates three chapters of the book
to arguing that, even in a world in which capital is highly mobile and public opinion
often opposes redistribution, his policy proposals remain realistic.

Despite these strong points, however, the book has significant flaws. Bowles’
treatment of risk incidence under his proposed policy of capital asset redistribution
is unsatisfactory. Making workers the residual claimants of a firm’s profits would
indeed improve their work incentives, but it would also make them bear the risks
from profit volatility. In contrast, under the contractual arrangements prevailing in
most firms today, workers receive a fixed wage; this insulates them from the risk due
to volatile profits, which is instead born by the owners of capital. If, as Bowles
acknowledges, poorer people tend to be more risk averse, then shifting risk from
capitalists to comparatively poorer workers will be economically inefficient. The
overall effect of asset redistribution will thus be ambiguous: it will improve worker’
incentives and ease credit constraints, but it will also lead to a less efficient risk
incidence.

This illustrates a more general shortcoming of Bowles’ method. Throughout the
book, Bowles is satisfied with merely showing that effects exist and does not
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attempt to estimate the magnitude of these effects. Thus, when one variable affects
another through both positive and negative channels, the net effect will be
impossible to predict. This would not be a problem if Bowles merely concluded that
capital asset redistribution could increase economic efficiency, depending on how
its various effects balance out. His conclusion, however, is much stronger: he argues
that asset redistribution will have a definite positive effect on efficiency. Such a
conclusion is unwarranted and would require quantitative estimates of the impact
that asset redistribution might have on risk incidence, work effort, and credit
constraints.

In the end, Bowles does not marshal enough evidence to convince us that the
equality-efficiency tradeoff is not real. True, he does prove that the tradeoff might
not hold under some conditions, but it is unclear whether this applies to
contemporary societies. The usefulness of Bowles’ book as a policy guide is thus
questionable. Just as efficient market models do not imply that real existing markets
never fail, Bowles’ efficient redistribution model does not imply that real
redistributive policies will not have efficiency costs. Of course, this does not mean
that societies should never engage in redistribution, just as the existence of market
failures does not mean that societies should not use markets to allocate resources.
What this does mean, however, is that redistributive policies should be tailored to
particular contexts and should always take into account possible efficiency losses.

As a scholarly work, The New Economics of Inequality and Redistribution raises
important questions about the economic consequence of wealth inequality and
suggests some intriguing answers. It is thus recommended for academics and even
laymen interested in the subject of economic inequality. As a guide for policy,
however, the book leaves much to be desired.

Isabelle Delpla, Xavier Bougarel, and Jean-Louis Fournel (eds), Investigating
Srebrenica. Institutions, Facts, Responsibilities (New York: Berghahn Books 2012)

Patrick Hein
Meiji University

In July 1995, the Bosnian Serb army invaded the enclave of Srebrenica, a UN safe
area guarded by Dutch blue helmets, and murdered about 8,000 Muslim Bosniak
civilians under the eyes of the international community. Reports say that even as of
today as many as 2,306 victims from the massacre are still missing. The massacre of
Srebrenica - the secret codeword of the operation was “Krivaja95” - became known
as the largest genocidal massacre of a civilian population in Europe since World
War II. It represents the deliberate killing of innocent people in the wake of a
ferocious civil war in the former socialist republic of ex-Yugoslavia in the first place,
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and the inaction of the international community who did not intervene to prevent
the forced displacement and massacre, too. The present study elucidates how
various international state actors and organizations such as the UN, the blue
helmets led by the French and Dutch, the Serbs, the Bosnians among others that
have been concerned with the massacre have (re)interpreted the facts and
responsibilities in their public discourses. It does not discuss criminal responsibilities
of individuals as these have been taken care of by the International Criminal
Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (ICTY). It does not intend to single out individuals
who might have failed in their moral judgment and behaviour either.

The main purpose of the study is to explore how national and international entities
“face up to their own responsibility in the events” (p. 12) by analyzing and
comparing the different parliamentary inquiries, fact-finding missions and UN
reports that were commissioned to establish possible institutional malfunctions and
learn from possible errors, mistakes and wrongdoings. The editors are well aware
that “these often tedious investigations and reports” (p. 10) may offer few new
insights. How well does the study then succeed in providing answers to the question
of identifying and assigning responsibilities and in evaluating how parliamentary
and international institutions construct knowledge from information and facts?

It is precisely the interview with the ICTY police investigator Jean-Rene Ruez, who
gathered meticulous criminal evidence for the prosecution, which reveals the most
shocking lessons of the study. The interview unveils that the massacre was not a
spontaneous act but a premeditated act requiring large organizational and logistic
resources. The Serbs, who referred to their victims not as prisoners but “packages”
(p. 37), were at that time already fully aware that “there would be inquiries into
these events” (p. 27). Malicious efforts were therefore undertaken to camouflage
the number killed by transferring all but a few corpses from the primary mass graves
to secondary graves (p. 27). The factual nature of the “criminal truth” reported by
Ruez contrasts sharply with official parliamentary reports deemed to produce a
“public discourse of truth” (p. 41). In this regard, the contribution of Pieter Lagrou,
professor of history at the Free University of Brussels, on the Dutch parliamentary
Srebrenica report offers detailed insights into the political construction of the truth
process. According to his conclusions, the Dutch report (NIOD) published in April
2002 served one single purpose: to whitewash the political class by allowing the
Dutch Government “by means of a report and a resignation, to once and for all turn
the black page of Srebrenica” (p. 101).

While the editors agree in their final assessment and comments with the findings of
Larou by describing the “methods and results of the NIOD” as “often weak” (p. 150)
they disagree with the comments of the French fact-finding member, socialist MP
Pierre Brana, with regard to the controversial role of the French UNPROFOR top
commander General Bernard Janvier who had categorically refused to order air
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strikes against the Serbs on the night of 10 July 1995, just before the Serbs captured
Srebrenica and began executions. Whereas the editors question the basic
willingness of French MPs to seriously “analyse” events in their report (p. 45) and
openly criticize General Janvier for having done “nothing to defend the enclave,
deliberately abandoning it to its fate” (p. 154), Brana refuses to settle individual
responsibilities in his contribution and refers instead to “differences of analysis” (p.
62) in assessing General Janvier’s decisions. This polemic between editors and
Branaon the role and responsibilities of General Janvier is regrettable because it
diminishes the academic quality of the study which claimed, at the outset, to simply
establish a narrative of events (historiography) by comparing the findings of various
UN and parliamentary reports on Srebrenica with a “focus on the inquiry as such” (p.
2). Even the word “inquiry” gets an ideological colouring when Brana notes that the
French preferred to use the word “fact-finding” because inquiry suggests “suspicion
of wrongdoing” (p. 57). At the same time, Brana regrets that the word “genocide”
was not explicitly used in the French report (p. 63). He does not, however, explain
why the term genocide - which is much stronger and clearer than the vague term
“ethnic cleansing” (p. 153) - was not used even though it was legally, morally and
politically correct to do so in light of the judgment of the International Court of
Justice at Hague in 2007.

Getting back to the main findings of this study, the editors stress two main points:
there has been disagreement among the various studies on the reasons for carrying
out the massacre and there is disagreement on identifying the levels and layers of
responsibility, that is, who should take responsibility and for what actions. Despite
these variations the reports remain very similar in style and aims according to the
editors. In her final conclusion Isabelle Delpla, a philosopher, unable to deduct a
meaningful public truth from the various reports she analysed, asserts that only the
criminal investigations of the ICTY - which in her view offer the most reliable,
verifiable and scientific testimonies (p. 153) - can give a true and complete picture
and enrich our understanding. She also gives high credit to the UN report and the
book Endgame written by David Rohde, who was the first to investigate and locate
the mass graves, for having contributed to the full understanding of the dynamics of
the events. Her disappointment with the various official reports becomes obvious
when she writes at the end of the book that “one should no longer read these
reports as a form of political or moral reflection” (p. 164) but as a form of “theodicy”
which assigns responsibility to a metaphysical condition or impersonal force. In
other words, by issuing these reports the international community - facing the evil in
Srebrenica - tried to justify its inaction on higher philosophical grounds.
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Tobias Endler, How To Be A Superpower: The Public Intellectual Debate on the
Global Role of the United States after September 11 (Opladen: Barbara Budrich
Publishers, 2012)

Scott Nicholas Romaniuk
Central European University

From the great rift that has emerged between the United States (US) and much of
the international community in a post-9/11 social and political landscape, a
disquieting thread of schisms concerning America’s political ideologies, democratic
deliberation, communication and societal discourse, have seen the academy and
public intellectuals seed the conditions for the adoption of the general view that
the US is in decline. Establishing an edifying prism through which to engage with
these and other problematic issues such as the reformulation of America’s global
role in the 21st century, Tobias Endler addresses the deep core of the matter by
connecting with leading political thinkers and America’s luminary intellectuals to
consider America in the midst of an intellectual renaissance, and whether this might
appropriately be taken as postmortem or rebirth.

Recognizing the work and commitment of public intellectuals as fruitful avenues for
approaching and informing the foundations of democratic ideals, Endler argues
that, “deliberative democracy in the form of comprehensive public debate
represents the most promising way for America to (re-)constitute its identity in a
world that has changed since September 11, 2001” (p. 278). Enshrining the heart of
the Habermasian concept of lifeworld, the chapters woven together present an
intellectual trade of ideas representative of the contestation evident in American
culture across the map today by depicting the manner in which “America argues
with itself,” “argues about itself,” and how it “goes through a permanent process of
self-legitimization and –affirmation” (p. 276). This is an exercise exacerbated by the
exigency of the US reasserting its position within world politics and heightened by
rivaling interpretations of the universalistic ambitions of a pluralistic state in a
“hopelessly plural world” (p. 276). Endler introduces the reader to the reemergence
of pessimism regarding intellectual life within the US, and reveals the dangerous
point at which the country finds itself given the state of the US population’s
indifferent disposition toward American intellectual thinking and what they have to
say to the (general) public. Eminent academics are shielded by the negative
repercussions as the providers of faulty prediction, factual error, or simplification
and sweeping statements that continue to devalue the credibility of these elite (p.
15). While the contention resonates that the reputation of intellectuals has been
decaying for some time, Endler reasons that as they are once again becoming widely
respected, their voices are also becoming positively engrained within US public
discourse.
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Endler’s grounded methodological approach processes information acquired
though academics, journalists, think tankers, and active or former politicians,
however, the author considered engagement with the nation’s most prominent
intellectuals necessary for tiering the analysis of each chapter so as to combine what
Endler refers to as the “content-level” with the “conceptual level” (p. 16). Drawing
on information acquired through interviews with notable academics such as Francis
Fukuyama, Noam Chomsky, and Howard Zinn, the author informs each chapter
using a representative sample of two to three “thinkers” clustered according to their
ideological orientation. In doing so, a robust debate is cultivated and thread
through the various chapters. Within the main body of this work, Endler places the
public intellectual within the context of American society, considering the extent to
which the public intellectual is a necessary component in keeping the democratic
debate alive. The university setting is depicted as an alienated landscape that has
simultaneously fallen under extreme pressure in the same way as political
institutions and businesses. The discussion related to these thinkers is employed to
exemplify the nature in which society can benefit from the posture of public
intellectuals, and serves to express how a particular relativity of knowledge exists
that now compels the intellectual to descend from the ivory tower. Endler’s
examination hosts the reality of fragmentation existing within American political
streams. Noting that that US is “far from homogeneous,” a number of intellectuals
and individuals alike have moved beyond their respective political classifications (p.
45). Focusing on the neoconservative movement, which Endler reasons, “grew out of
a contradiction,” the author illustrates how intellectuals analyze politics, political
roles, and scenarios in which particular states define themselves along different
lines (p. 46).

A modality of the intellectual element toward the identification of the US by
neoconservatives within the context of the post-9/11 world is a sparkling feature of
this chapter. A nexus is achieved with the case of power, ideas, and ideals as
intentional designs of self-perception and the imagery constructed to allow a nation
to engage with the world while viewing itself as the harbinger of a liberal
democratic movement. The reader comes to face the locus of moderate
conservatives, referring to their role, in part, as a “balancing act” that uncovers the
importance of considering multiple prisms of interpretation and analysis of the US
and its role after 9/11 (p. 123). Zbigniew Brzezinski hammers the point in this regard
questioning whether America can conduct a foreign policy ”that avoids the pitfalls
of a beleaguered mindset but still comports with America’s historically novel status
as the world’s paramount power” (p. 125; Brzezinski, 2005: p. xi). Endler considers
the status of superpower as a point of controversies and a self-awarded special
status in so much as the issue of status retains competing dimensions that are
ultimately dictated by the position from which the perception is cast. Probing a
weakened desire to hold on to an idealistically charged approach to American
exceptionalism, Endler facilitates another rich exchange between leading public
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intellectuals, fitting these “thinkers” and their works together as a critical step in
maintaining a debate that others have effectively trumped through accusations of
“un-Americanism” on the part of several (i.e., the Chomsky-Zinn-Finkelstein
quarter), and for preserving these voices as features of necessity.

Endler has made a very interesting contribution to the fields of political science and
international relations, more specifically, for structurally approaching important
debates about American identity and foreign policy as applied to the world as well
as phenomena that are hotly contested and struggling within the borders of the US
itself. This work suggests a great deal of planning and clearly shows that the author
has mined an extensive range of intellectual minds and to considerable depths in
order to deliver a synthesis of analyses from the full political spectrum within the US
today. Endler convokes an appreciable field of secondary source material with
primary source material obtained through well-orchestrated qualitative
methodologies. This multidisciplinary work, while delivering evidence that supports
the central argument addresses a number of sub-questions that adds an interesting
dimension. The discussion and enlightening perspectives marshaled within this book
make it an attractive work to thinkers within and beyond the United States so as to
make it not only relevant to the discourses taking place in other societies, but also
renders the exploration within very much timely and a piece on which members of
academic and non-academic circles alike might easily fall in the future. Broadly
appealing to an interested public as much as it is to members of the academic
community, Endler’s work is a reminder, not exclusively through its literary
accessibility, that the connection points between the public and scholarship should
not only be preserved, but also strengthened in order to reconsider the role of the
intellectual within American society today and tomorrow.
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