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tional change are sparse. While explaining 
the surprising fi nding that vocational grad-
uates, in spite of technological change, ad-
verse selection and lack of employer in-
volvement, do not fare much worse than 
their peers with general education, the au-
thors observe that ‘in some countries sus-
tained attempts to consolidate vocational 
education have been made and [the] de-
mand for vocational graduates may have 
persisted’ (p. 322). This is indeed an overly 
cautious assessment for a volume that 
claims to proceed in the tradition of insti-
tutionalist sociology, and does little justice 
to the diversity of these countries’ attempts 
to salvage their vocational educational sys-
tems.

The main shortcoming of Making the 
Transition as an attempt to elucidate the in-
terface between changing educational sys-
tems and changing labour markets is that 
institutions, much like transition itself, re-
main a black box. Based on the information 
provided it is impossible to conclude which 
educational reforms actually improved 
young people’s employment chances. By 
refusing to relate the changing employ-
ment patterns back to the institutional set-
up and, more broadly, the changes in de-
mand and labour market regulation, the 
research presented in this volume remains 
exceedingly descriptive, which is defi nitely 
a pity given the amount of quality data 
and expertise it otherwise offers. 

Vera Scepanovic
Central European University
vera.scepanovics@gmail.com

Gareth Dale (ed.): First the Transition, 
Then the Crash. Eastern Europe in 
the 2000s
London 2011: Pluto Press, 288 pp. 

This edited volume is a timely contribution 
to multiple issues that grasp one’s attention 
amidst the economic, political and social 

crises that have rocked Eastern Europe 
since the EU enlargements in the 2000s. It is 
relevant to a plethora of streams of litera-
ture that have dealt with Eastern Europe 
since the beginning of the 1990s. While the 
volume offers a crucial contribution in par-
ticular to the political economy literature 
on Eastern Europe, it also relates itself to 
and successfully revives the transition lit-
erature that dealt with Eastern Europe in 
the early 1990s. The volume also contrib-
utes to the Europeanisation literature, es-
pecially in terms of its critical assessment 
of socio-economic transition in Poland, 
Hungary, the Czech Republic and Latvia 
during their course of convergence with 
the EU. The importance of the volume rests 
with its rich historical and theoretical elab-
oration on the roots of the recent economic 
crash in the ‘success stories’, underlined by 
the transition and Europeanisation litera-
tures, critically assessing the crisis of the 
1970s that shook Eastern Europe, later 
NATO and EU accession as part of a neo-
liberal project, and uneven development 
and foreign (dis)investment. The authors 
make an effort to interpret the process of 
the economic crash in Eastern Europe by 
re-evaluating historical legacies and Marx-
ist theories. Let us now debate more specif-
ically how the contributors pursue these 
goals. 

The volume starts with a general intro-
duction to the topic of transition in Central 
and Eastern Europe. In a way, this intro-
duction deals with why re-visiting transi-
tion in the region is timely. The elaboration 
of economic and political trends in the 
1970s, especially with regard to the demise 
of various types of ‘national economic’ 
model, including, in the words of Gareth 
Dale, ‘Soviet-style state capitalism, nation-
al planning in the West and import-substi-
tution industrialisation in the South’ (p. 5), 
is comprehensive. But the introductory 
chapter does not offer tremendously novel 
food for thought to experts of East Europe-
an politics. Its efforts to situate the roots of 
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the transition in Eastern Europe within the 
realm of the global economic and political 
developments of the 1970s and 1980s is cer-
tainly appealing—even if it revives the ear-
lier work of David Ost on the Eastern left 
and the Western left. The book also refers 
to EU and NATO enlargement to the re-
gion as extensions of the neo-liberal project. 
While, in retrospect, one can certainly elab-
orate on neo-liberalisation as part of Euro-
peanisation, one should also mention de-
mocratisation appended to Europeanisa-
tion that became unsustained as soon as 
the East European states earned EU mem-
bership. 

As part of the introduction to the book, 
the left-wing Hungarian essayist Gáspár 
Miklós Tamás presents an essay entitled 
‘Marx on 1989’. As he puts it, Tamás ‘would 
like to say a few words about what we 
should call—with necessary diffi dence—
the Marxian style of political analysis’ 
(p. 21). Aligning himself with Marx’s phi-
losophy of history, Tamás calls Marx’s writ-
ings as ‘not instances to exemplify theory; 
they are steps in revolutionary strategy: 
this is strategic analysis to serve a cause, al-
beit a cause emerging from the analysis’ 
(p. 21). The essay is largely in line with the 
genre that prevails around the oeuvre of 
Slavoj Žižek. Tamás’ approach follows the 
line that the society which Lenin and Trot-
sky ‘were creating had absolutely nothing 
to do with the communist ideal, exclusively 
on the evidence that their party was exercising 
sovereign power!’ (author’s italics) (p. 27). 
Tamás further states that: 

The imaginary fusion of the state and 
civil society in the self-contradictory con-
cept of socialist state property was sup-
planted (and contradicted) by the role of 
the party as the supreme and exclusively 
political authority and repository of true 
doctrine. … The detachment of the party 
from the ‘large masses’ was also key to its 
temporary success. It was impervious to 
‘empirical tragedy’ as it did not ‘represent’ 
experience but reason (p. 31). 

Thereby, the promise of the party was 
not ‘liberation but equality and respect for 
the working man (with stress on the gen-
der)’. In this context, ‘the workers’ councils 
may have fought the party, but—coming 
after all from the same tradition, conscious-
ly or not—any power based on communi-
ties of procedures cannot be sustained un-
der the dominance of the market’ (p. 36). 
With all due respect to Tamás, these argu-
ments very much resemble the critical 
Marxist literature that prevailed in the 
1970s and 1980s. It is hard to miss the Mi-
lovan Djilas line of thought in these lines. 
Eventually, Tamás contends that ‘in Eastern 
Europe, capitalism without a bourgeoisie 
was replaced by capitalism without a bour-
geoisie’ (p. 37) and his essay very much re-
peats the genre of Žižek: it is as complicat-
ed even stylistically. 

In view of this introduction, one should 
refl ect on why the economic crash in East-
ern Europe revived the tendency to look 
back and perhaps repeat what we—as ex-
perts of Central and Eastern European pol-
itics—all studied. Thereby, a frank and just 
question is why is there a need for a reviv-
alist argumentation all of a sudden to elab-
orate the socio-economic and socio-politi-
cal developments in the region? I believe 
that the true value of this book rests in its 
commitment to refute the Europeanisation, 
economic transition and democratisation 
literatures that have studied Eastern Euro-
pean transitions as merely success stories 
without fully conceptualising the historical 
background of transformation and very 
much registering 1989 as a new beginning. 
Dale et al. simply show that 1989 was not a 
new beginning, but it was the culmination 
of a plethora of developments, both politi-
cally and theoretically, that instigated the 
transition and transformation. Thereby, in 
order to understand the recent economic 
crash, we should once again look back to 
refl ect on how economic, political, and in-
ternational events culminated in the 2000s. 
That is why, even if in its introduction the 



Sociologický časopis/Czech Sociological Review, 2013, Vol. 49, No. 3

480

book does not offer much new food for 
thought, it offers a new methodology and 
aspires to attract the attention of the re-
searchers on socio-political and socio-eco-
nomic developments in the region to study 
Eastern Europe not 1989 onwards, but in 
the 1990s and later 2000s as repercussions 
of an organic development of events. Dale 
offers a comprehensive analysis of such 
events, both domestic and international, in 
the introduction of his volume. This is a 
laudable effort and hopefully will remind 
aspirants to regional expertise of the im-
portance of knowing the political and so-
cial history of the region. 

The rest of the book proceeds in two 
parts: fi rst, on Russia with respect to class 
and power in the age of Putin, and second, 
on the region from the Baltic to the Bal-
kans, taking into account market reform 
and economic crisis. The second part hosts 
studies not only on the new EU member 
states but also on Ukraine and Serbia. This 
selection enfeebles the criticism that the 
book purports to pose of EU and NATO, 
as neither Ukraine nor Serbia are—so far—
part of the Europeanisation process. This 
criticism does not suggest that the EU 
and NATO enlargements to their neigh-
bours did not affect these states, but re-
minds the reader that there is a stark dif-
ference between being in and outside these 
clubs. 

The part on Russia presents how the 
stability propaganda that the political es-
tablishment behind Putin promoted is 
nothing but a paper tiger. Haynes has a re-
markable piece on the position of workers 
in modern Russia. Using Russian statistics, 
Haynes studies basic economic indicators 
such as workforce by sector, distribution of 
employment by formal ownership, distri-
bution of income and Russia’s super-rich. 
Haynes’ fi ndings present a picture of Rus-
sia as a semi-peripheral capitalist state 
where social polarisation is expected to be 
rife. In this political environment, Haynes 
expects instability in the form of workers’ 

unrest (p. 64) rather than stability. Howev-
er, rather than considering this as a Rus-
sian puzzle, we should know why the low-
er classes would shun instability. Academ-
ic studies on other semi-peripheral states, 
such as those in Latin America, demon-
strate that in fact the lower classes have the 
most to lose from instability, as that would 
affect their livelihood, which rests on rath-
er delicate circumstances. One issue that 
Haynes fails to report on is the decreasing 
level of poverty in Russia (at 10.4% in 2008). 
Yet, this may be tentative given that the im-
pact of the economic crisis was largely felt 
after 2009. 

The rest of the section on Russia offers 
a chapter on Russia’s Caesarist journey in-
to the global political economy as well as a 
study on Russia’s foreign policy from Pu-
tin to Medvedev. As foreign policy review 
is not an aim of this edited volume and it 
does not directly refer to the foreign policy 
of any other state under its attention, 
this chapter reduces the coherence of the 
book—even if Worth offers an immacu-
late piece of research. On the other hand, 
Worth’s chapter on Caesarism becoming 
evident as Putin consolidated his rule in 
Russia certainly grabs the reader’s atten-
tion. In order to place this development 
in historical terms, Worth refers to the 
 zapadniki roots of Yeltsin and derzhavniki 
roots of Putin. Yet, he fails to mention 
the Georgian opposition to Russia’s World 
Trade Organisation (WTO) membership as 
he debates why it has taken too long for 
Russia to join the club. To fi nish this sec-
tion, as a more general comment, it is hard 
not to recognise that none of these chapters 
refers to the transition from Medvedev’s 
Russia back to Putin’s rule again. It would 
also be pertinent to examine how Putin 
 acted in his capacity as Prime Minister for 
years. 

The second part of the book has the 
rather fancy title that promises to elaborate 
on market reform and economic crisis from 
the Baltics to the Balkans. As I noted above 
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this is a rather inconsistent choice. Yet, this 
part starts with the best chapter of the 
book by Jeffrey Sommers and Jānis Bērziņš. 
Their depiction of the roots of the econom-
ic crisis in Latvia is so accurate that one 
wonders how come the (neo-)liberals in the 
Baltics, who claimed to represent the ra-
tionalist voice of economic and political 
transformation, failed to realise (and later 
acknowledge) the irrationality of their eco-
nomic policies and goals. Sommers and 
Bērziņš demonstrate the background of 
underdevelopment in Latvia and how the 
(neo-)lib eral elite promoted a debt-led 
prosperity as the realisation of the Europe-
an dream. Pumping up private credits for 
consumption to households while cutting 
public spending and deregulating the real 
estate market to facilitate building houses 
at a frenzy appealed to the (neo-)liberal 
elite as a simple solution to fundamen-
tal problems of underdevelopment in the 
country. This dream of prosperity and Eu-
ropeanisation, however, hit the rocks as the 
economic crisis broke out and people end-
ed up with huge debts to Western banks. 
In the end, all that has remained of ‘reach-
ing’ Europe is the availability of a cheap 
Ryanair ticket to the West and visa-free 
travel for those Latvians who can satisfy 
the conditions for a Latvian passport. The 
pace of population decrease (or demise?) 
in Latvia illustrates the scale of emigra-
tion. 

The chapters on Poland and the Czech 
Republic keep up well with the main aim 
of the book, that is, how neo-liberalisation, 
as Shields (p. 170) calls it, affected the 
course of political events in these two new 
EU member states. Shields offers an analy-
sis of populism and party politics in Po-
land. The chapter is noticeable as it draws 
the reader’s attention to various Polish 
sources such as Krytyka Politiczna, but oth-
erwise does not provide too much food for 
thought to experts of Polish politics. It 
would have been a crucial contribution if 
Shields had reviewed the left-wing dis-

course that Krytyka embodied in Poland, 
especially during the economic crisis. The 
chapter on the Czech Republic, however, 
provides an up-to-date study of socio-eco-
nomic developments in the aftermath of 
the global economic crisis. Švihlíková ex-
amines the politics and populism of not 
only Vacláv Klaus but also Topolánek. This 
makes her discussion one of the rare elabo-
rations in the literature on second-genera-
tion post-communist leaders using prima-
ry literature in Czech.

Finally, Fabry presents the economic 
predicament of Hungary from 2007 up un-
til recently, followed by narratives on Hun-
gary’s vulnerability to the crisis. There are 
four distinct narratives that Fabry reviews 
in view of the left liberal government’s fail-
ures and they all contribute to how Fidesz 
later generated a populist response. While 
Fabry promises to deliver these narratives 
to portray the mainstream discourse in 
Hungary, his review of the Hungarian lit-
erature is limited and, unlike Švihlíková’s 
chapter, in need of references to major 
Hungarian primary sources which are rich 
in content and widely available both in 
print and electronically. While the narra-
tives that he points to (e.g. ‘macroeconom-
ic imbalances are to blame’ and ‘west-
ern-style capitalism is to blame’) are rele-
vant, we need to see, fi rst, how these narra-
tives came about in the Hungarian public 
sphere and, second, how come these narra-
tives gained strength and consistency. This 
would have required a convincing presen-
tation of elite formations and domestic elite 
discourses in Hungary rather than review-
ing the American literature in the fi eld (in-
cluding Szelényi’s work) (pp. 212–213). 
The next section, where Fabry searches for 
a ‘satisfactory account of how Hungary’s 
recent economic malaise is interlinked 
with the dynamics of the global economy’ 
(pp. 215–216), brings history back in and 
keeps up with the main theme of the book. 
One minor issue is that the chapter drops 
the names of Marx and Trotsky, and later 
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Gramsci (more relevantly), but does not re-
view the contribution of the Budapest 
School to this debate. A review of Ágnes 
Heller’s and Ferenc Fehér’s work in re -
lation to the capitalist development in 
Hungary under socialism could have been 
 useful. 

Overall, this volume promises to deliv-
er an elaboration of the roots of the Eastern 
European picture in the 2000s and engages 
with the most recent socio-political and so-
cio-economic turmoil in the region in view 
of both its history and international devel-
opments thereafter. It does not consistently 
achieve its goal, but it certainly opens new 
routes of inquiry for students of East Euro-
pean politics. The book could be a useful 
tool for undergraduate and postgraduate 
courses on East European politics. 

Umut Korkut
Glasgow Caledonian University 
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Jochen Clasen and Daniel Clegg (eds.): 
Regulating the Risk of Unemployment: 
National Adaptations to Postindustrial 
Labor Markets in Europe 
Oxford 2011: Oxford University Press, 
404 pp.

Jochen Clasen and Daniel Clegg offer—
once more—an interesting new take on in-
stitutional adjustments in European labour 
markets, thus continuing a series of earlier 
joint publications. Following an introduc-
tion in which the two editors present their 
analytical framework that ‘sets the scene 
for the chapters that follow’ (p. 2), the edit-
ed volume is divided into two parts. Part I 
includes twelve country chapters, in which 
the developments in the regulation of the 
risk of unemployment are outlined, focus-
ing mainly on reforms in national unem-
ployment protection systems from the ear-
ly 1990s to about 2010. The country cases 
include nine of the fi fteen ‘old’ European 

Union (EU) member states (excluding Aus-
tria, Ireland, Finland, Greece, Luxembourg 
and Portugal), two ‘new’ members (Hun-
gary and the Czech Republic) as well as 
Switzerland, a non-EU state. Part II is com-
prised of three chapters that take a cross-na-
tional perspective, and a forth, concluding 
chapter by the editors that summarises the 
fi ndings.

In the Introduction, Clasen and Clegg 
fi rst argue that the shift from industrial to 
service industries has generated a function-
al mismatch between the labour market in-
stitutions created during the Golden Age of 
industrial growth and welfare expansion 
and the needs of contemporary, post-indus-
trial production regimes. Accordingly, they 
argue that with the decline in life-long, 
mostly male, full-time employment pat-
terns, and the subsequent rise in fl exible 
working careers of both men and women, 
unemployment protections systems are in 
need of adaptation. This adaptation is then 
captured in their proposed analytic frame-
work, which relies on three (inter-related) 
processes of integration: (1) unemployment 
benefi t homogenisation (ranging from a di-
minishing of differences between benefi t 
tiers, to a reduction of the number of tiers, 
to the emergence of a single, dominant 
tier); (2) risk re-categorisation (ranging from 
a diminishing of differences in entitlement 
and conditionality between unemployment 
and other benefi ts schemes to the creation 
of a single benefi t for working-age people 
that also entails—perhaps as intermediary 
steps—the transfer of claimants from other 
benefi ts to unemployment benefi ts and the 
merger of programmes); and (3) activation 
(which the authors understand as the tight-
ening of job-search requirements, support-
ing all job-seekers regardless of benefi t sta-
tus with job-search and counselling servic-
es in so-called one-stop shops, and the 
merger of administrative units into single 
gateways) (cf. p. 10). 

The subsequent country chapters offer 
a comprehensive and detailed account of 


