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by a potential proselyte to teach him the Torah 
while standing on one foot, answered “what is 
hateful to you, do not do to your neighbor; the 
rest is commentary—go forth and study it.”
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Habermas and European Integration: Social and Cultural 
Modernity Beyond the Nation-State

Shivdeep Grewal has written this 
excellent research-turned-into-a 
book on Jurgen Habermas, one of 
the most important philosophers 
of our time. He makes a thorough 
analysis of Habermas’ work and 
in the theoretical part of the book 
he discusses how modernity in 
both cultural and social terms has 
evolved in such a way that transcends the 
importance of nation state and finds a new 
meaning at the European Union level. 

According to Grewal, social modernity is 
defined as the struggle of civil society to re-
sist an ever increasing bureaucratisation and 
technocratisation. This definition can also be 
understood as juridification and legal consoli-
dation of successive stages of social evolution. 
Cultural modernity is defined as progressive 
rationalisation, in the sense that increasing 
rationalisation gradually replaced mythical 
and religious belief as bases of social integra-
tion. As complementary to these two seg-

ments of modernity, Grewal looks 
in detail at the Habermas’ concep-
tualisation of alternatives beyond 
the nation state, which would come 
to mean an opening and interpre-
tation of national public spheres 
ultimately ending in the form of a 
European constitution. Normally, 
the European nation-state has been 

defined by two factors, one negative and one 
positive. The welfare state is the positive fac-
tor; it provides the ordinary citizen with a set 
of social rights and, ensures that the capital-
ist economy operates in accordance with the 
public interest. Exclusionary nationalism, in 
contrast, is the negative factor. While a feeling 
of national solidarity has helped in securing 
identification with the democratic constitu-
tional state, this feeling of national solidarity 
has often been bolstered by invidious concep-
tions of ethnic and cultural superiority. The 
negative consequences of nationality are ap-
parent, so Habermas believes, both in the wars 
of the twentieth century and in the present 
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difficulties Europe’s nation-states confront in 
integrating cultural minorities. Coupled with 
this negative factor are also constraints im-
posed by trends of globalization and increase 
in international competition, which have pro-
duced negative consequences for the social-
democratic welfare state as the nation-state 
is no longer able to sustain the social-demo-
cratic rights that are necessary. If citizens are 
to gain political control over global economic 
forces, they can now do so, Habermas con-
tends, only at the European or transnational 
level. Thus, the transcendence of the concept 
of nation state is necessary

This transcendence of the nation state and as-
sertion of communicative rationalism would 
necessitate the consultation and deliberation 
of citizens. Moreover, citizens would be the 
authors of the laws of that legitimate authority. 
This would help to solve the obstacles against 
the two mentioned branches of modernity and 
the ongoing democratic deficit. According to 
Grewal, Habermas specifically concentrates 
on the reality of the democratic deficit in the 
European Union. He gives a number of ex-
amples, such as the widespread decline of the 
permissive consensus, the perception of Euro-
pean integration as a technical rather than po-
litical endeavour, the acknowledgment of pub-
lic apathy, and the decline of parliaments. This 
ongoing democratic deficit has even led to ‘Eu-
rosceptisizm,’ as illustrated through the French 
and Dutch ‘no’ vote to the constitution in 2005. 
Thus, Habermas focuses on the importance of 
the construction of a European public sphere, 
which would support a potential constitution 
at the European level in the future. 

Despite the thorough and refined elaboration 
on Habermas’ views on the future of the Euro-
pean Union, a number of criticisms about the 
book can be cited. Firstly, it is a fact that Gre-
wal does not give much attention to the recent 

economic crises in Europe. He focuses on the 
2005 Constitutional Convention as a crucial 
political event, essentially ignoring the finan-
cial and political crisis the EU has been un-
dergoing since 2007. It would be interesting to 
see to what extent the crisis has influenced the 
paths of social and cultural modernity beyond 
the nation-state. Secondly, the empirical part 
of the book, in particular, suffers from this 
important discrepancy between the political 
events and their academic reflection. Grewal 
interviewed several EU politicians and bu-
reaucrats in order to test whether the Haber-
masian account of Europe reflects the views 
of European practitioners. Unfortunately, the 
interviews were conducted in 2002 and, thus, 
do not shed light on the current state of juridi-
fication and rationalisation in the European 
arena. In addition, the book does not take 
into consideration Habermas’s most recent 
publications on the European Union – most 
importantly The Crisis of the European Union: 
A Response.   Thirdly, when one reflects upon 
the idea of a unitary European polity, there 
are indeed two important normative theories 
of political integration. Alongside Habermas’ 
social-democratic justification of a European 
constitution, there is a diametrically opposed 
theory of Friedrich von Hayek’s classical lib-
eral justification of an interstate federation. 
Many proponents of this project favour Eu-
ropean integration because they believe that 
social justice can be more securely housed in 
an integrated Europe than in any of Europe’s 
nation states. Thus, it would have been use-
ful if Grewal also mentioned Hayek’s work 
when analysing the Habermasian’ concept of 
a unitary European state. Fourthly, inherent 
to Habermas’ objective to impose a common 
European political identity on the basis of a 
‘single demos,’ a politically self-conscious and 
bounded citizenry, however, is the danger of 
constraining the diversity of the Union. Exist-
ing cultural and to a certain degree political 
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divergences between the Member States are 
resilient constraints for the attainability of a 
European ‘demos’ in the singular. Grewal does 
not touch upon this important restriction. 
Lastly, rather than ‘othering,’ distinguishability 
and distinctiveness is needed even in Haber-
masian constitutional patriotism. A group 
must be aware of its distinctiveness, it must be 
able to differentiate itself from others, even if 

such others are not to be perceived as oppo-
nents or enemies. In Habermas’ recent work, 
the ‘other’ or more precisely the distinguishing 
yardstick appears to be the USA for Europe, 
both on account of the European social model 
and Europe’s identity as a normative civilian 
power in the international arena. Grewal does 
not elaborate on the comparison and contrast 
of these two entities in detail. 
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Foreign Policy after Tahrir Revolution: (Re)-Defining the Role of 
Egypt in the Middle East

The continuities, changes, rup-
tures, and transformation of Egyp-
tian foreign policy have been ana-
lyzed from different angles. The 
changes in Egyptian foreign policy, 
in line with the Arab Spring and its 
transformative forces, were impor-
tant for analysts, practitioners, and 
scholars working on both foreign 
policy and International Relations theory. Since 
the end of the Cold War, academia has become 
more receptive to the issues of the Middle East. 
However, in the last decade most work on the 
Middle East have revolved around a limited 
number of themes: ethnic/religious-based vio-
lence, the Arab/Palestinian-Israeli conflict, the 
Iranian nuclear issue, and problems related to 
Israel. Despite the prolific amount of literature 
on the foreign policies of Arab Middle Eastern 
countries, many of these works lack a theoreti-
cal analysis of the geostrategic positioning of 
these countries within the dynamics of inter-
national political power. Geostrategic posi-
tioning helps measure the possible weight of 

a country within the existing inter-
national and regional system, which 
leads to the analysis of what role a 
country can play in international 
politics. Mehmet Özkan’s book is 
a timely addition to this literature 
with its in-depth analytical historical 
analysis and theoretical angle. 

Following the introduction, the book consists 
of three chapters. The first chapter sets the the-
oretical framework by focusing on the concept 
of pivotal middle power and its relations to 
constructivism. The second chapter provides 
analytical historical perspectives on Egypt’s 
foreign policy since the 1930s, especially from 
the prism of Egypt’s stance on the Palestinian-
Israeli issue. The third chapter focuses on why 
and how Egypt lost its credibility and attraction 
in the minds and eyes of the Middle Eastern 
countries. Özkan explains the factors that have 
contributed to the limits and opportunities, 
which have led to the different formulations 
and transformations of Egyptian foreign pol-


