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obsahu. Predikce budouciho vyvoje kapita-
lismu totiz v knize veskrze nalézt nelze.
Collier se spiSe zabyva aktudlnim stavem
spolecnosti a socioekonomickymi otazka-
mi, které jsou kapitalismem ovlivnény. Di-
lo kazdopadné pfesvédcivé ilustruje pro-
pojenost ekonomie s ostatnimi socidlnimi
védami.
Pro ¢eského ¢tendfe je dillezité zminit,
Ze kniha se zabyva spiSe britskou zkuSe-
nosti, ale nalezneme v ni také pfiklady tte-
ba z USA a Francie. V nékterych kapitolach
bych ocenila vice pfikladti ze zemi byvalé-
ho vychodniho bloku nebo tfeba z afric-
kych zemi, v nichZ autor realizuje ¢ast své-
ho vyzkumu. Jak jiz bylo feceno, u mnoha
piiklad@t a navrhii feSeni vnimdm naroc-
nou pfevoditelnost do ¢eského kontextu.
Vzhledem ke zvysujici se ekologické
tzkosti ve spole¢nosti bych také ocekavala,
Ze se autor v knize vice zamé¥i na ekolo-
gické otdzky, které v kontextu budoucnosti
kapitalismu vyvstavaji. V mnoha kapito-
lach mi téz chybélo zapojeni faktoru viry.
Vzhledem k tomu, Ze autor nap#i¢ knihou
opakované vybizi k budovani sdilené iden-
tity, pocituji, Ze opomind nebo nepovaZzuje
za duleZité historické zkuSenosti a strasti
minoritnich skupin. DileZité je také zmi-
nit, Ze kniha byla v originéle vydédna v roce
2018, popisuje tedy problémy svéta pied
pandemii onemocnéni covid-19 a valkou
na Ukrajiné. Tyto dvé udalosti jisté mnoho
v knize probiranych témat ovliviiuji
V neposledni fadé je nutné Fici, Ze kni-
ha je tematicky rozkrocend, coz nutné vede
ke zjednodusovani nebo povrchovému vy-
svétleni jednotlivych fenoménti. Nékterd
feSeni pak mohou ptisobit pfili§ jednodu-
Se, az utopicky.
Karolina Hdjkovd
Institut komunikacnich studif a Zurnalistiky,
Fakulta socidlnich véd, Univerzita Karlova
karolina.hajkova@fsv.cuni.cz
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In Dialogical Networks Leudar and Nekvapil
(2022) assemble two decades of their work
to achieve two main goals: (1) to advance
our understanding of dialogical networks
(DNs) and (2) to extend the inquiry into
how participants use their past in social ac-
tivities and conversations. I believe that
that the book achieves both these goals,
and the resulting historical analysis of past
works and reflections comes together at
the end to form a basis for a theory of dia-
logical networks. However, as even the au-
thors suggest in the introduction (p. 6), this
is not a book you should read cover to cov-
er. I suggest approaching this historical
analysis with your own main goal in mind.

The book is thematically structured in-
to four chapters along with an introduction
and a conclusionwhere a theory of DN is
defined as sequentially organised commu-
nications that govern face-to-face interac-
tions. DNs are not coincidences; they are
participants’ accomplishments, resourced
by shared conversational practices (p. 292).
Each of the four chapters contains one or
more previously published articles analys-
ing different historical events in the Czech
Republic or the United States followed by
a ‘Reflection” chapter that discusses what
role the DNs played and how the DNs
were developed from the ground up. Every
subsequent reflection chapter returns to
the preceding chapters, puts them in a his-
torical perspective, and explains how they
contributed to the construction of DNs the-
ory. The authors highlight their past mis-
takes and show how their methodology for
analysing different context sources evolved.
Starting in chapter three, the analysis of
DNs is accompanied by insights on how
DN participants use their past in conversa-
tions and how it helps define the topics
within DN.



Thus, if your goal is to find out what
dialogical networks are, how they are de-
fined, and how we can use them to analyse
different discourses, you should jump to
the conclusion, where you will find the fi-
nal polished form of DNs theory. Suppose
your goal is to observe the historical pro-
cess by which the theory of DNs emerged,
as set out in the chapters demonstrating
and reflecting on this process here. In this
case, I suggest you first read up on the his-
torical events discussed here, which are not
explained in much detail. Once you have
familiarised yourself with the Bene$ de-
crees, Czech migration law (1993), and the
9/11 terrorist attack in the United States,
I suggest you begin by reading all the ana-
lytical articles together, followed in order
by the chapters with the authors’ reflec-
tions, and ending with the conclusion.

This brings me to one of the book’s
main strengths: the collected analytical ar-
ticles and reflections. These articles are, on
their own, a great interpretation of the dis-
course surrounding events in the early
Czech Republic and the 9/11 attack. They
are thorough and dig deep to uncover the
context in which the DN are created. Giv-
en that DNs are sequentially organised
communications (p. 292), each article trac-
es a sequence of events and statements in
different media while grounding them in
historicity and highlighting how different
actors use historicity. The second strength
must be the unique insight the collection
provides into the process of the creation of
the DN concept. The reader is led through
the articles and shown the beginnings of
the DN concept, which is later built upon
and explained in the Reflection chapters.
Towards the end of this journey, you will
be equipped with the toolkit that DNs
provide while being aware of the pitfalls
that come with them. I would compare
this toolkit to that of a cultural sociologist
in the tradition of the ‘strong programme’
(Alexander, J., & Smith, P. (2001). The
Strong Program in Cultural Theory: Ele-

Recenze

ments of a Structural Hermeneutics. In
J. H. Turner (ed.), Handbook of Sociological
Theory (pp. 135-150). Springer US. https://
doi.org/10.1007 /0-387-36274-6_7): you will
be able to achieve thick description and
uncover meaning-making processes in or-
der to obtain a greater understanding of
hidden cultural processes.

But how can one utilise such a toolkit
now? I believe that the book’s main weak-
ness is that it does not address the other
sources of context we can analyse in con-
temporary society. While the authors high-
light the importance of using more varied
sources of information (p. 54), I have been
left with one question: where are the ordi-
nary people? Dialogical networks are
mainly used to analyse the conversations
of influential public figures and the writ-
ings of professional journalists. Apart from
one example from an everyday conversa-
tion (p. 66), the chapters analyse news arti-
cles and public statements or speeches. If
DN are to help us connect the past to the
present (p. 294), then we cannot exclude
the context of everyday people and, more
importantly, social media and smaller chat
groups. These also form the views of the
public reflected in news articles and public
statements. However, this would be expo-
nentially more time-consuming than the
already heavily time-intensive work of us-
ing DNs. To track all the emerging DNs
around one topic and see which survive
and thrive while considering all the possi-
ble places they can emerge may well be be-
yond the scope of most studies. However,
I believe that this can indeed be done with
the help of machine learning that would
sort through all the collected data and
check the conditions for DNs (p. 292) —
which is still a challenging task. I think the
next iteration of the still-evolving concept
of DNs will try to cover even more ground,
and I cannot wait to see where it can be
taken.

Still, I believe this book has much to
offer. Dialogical networks present a solid
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methodological framework for anyone seek-
ing new approaches to discursive analysis.
For anyone who wants to read some great
interpretations of historical events, this
book will appeal to you, too. And anyone
interested in tracing the processes by which

474

a social concept is created from the ground

up, you will find just that — the whole story
of how DNs came to be.
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Faculty of Social Sciences, Masaryk University

klima@fss.muni.cz



