delivering on Europe’s responsibility to work
for a more peaceful, cooperative international
order” (p. 286).

One of the strengths of the volume is that it
offers a theoretically and methodologically
rich contribution to the literature. Another
fundamental strength is that all of the con-
tributors to the volume try to answer the
same questions raised in introduction. Each
contributor elaborates on the conceptualiza-
tion of multilateralism and the uniquely Eu-
ropean version of it, as well as its actual effec-
tiveness and the EU’s promotion of effective
multilateralism. These points of convergence
make the volume holistic and give readers
the opportunity to get an in-depth look at the
subject. The volume is valuable insofar as it
also opens new questions for further studies.

For instance, “how is multilateralism prefer-
able to other forms of cooperation, or how is
multilateralism understood by other major
powers, including the BRICS countries and
the US?” (p. 300). Furthermore, unlike books
covering multilateralism in traditional policy
areas like security, this volume also explores
multilateralism in non-traditional policy ar-
eas including conflict resolution, migration,
and climate change. This is another asset of
the volume.

To conclude, this volume sheds new light on
multilateralism debates from the EU perspec-
tive by innovatively arguing analyzing vari-
ous conceptualizations and their implemen-
tations by the EU. It is strongly recommended
to academics and students of IR in general,
and European studies, in particular.
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Identities and Foreign Policies in Russia, Ukraine and Belarus:

The Other Europes

By Stephen White and Valentina Feklyunina

Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, 2014, 336 pages, £73.00, ISBN: 9780333993613.

Reviewed by Muhammet Kocak, Florida International University

The newly independent countries
across the post-Soviet space faced
a set of ontological ambiguities
following the implosion of the So-
viet Union. In addition, the ethnic,
ideological and religious mosaic of
the post-Soviet space became more
relevant to the political dynamics in
the region.

The UK Economic and Social Research
Council’s research program on ‘One Europe
or Several?” that began in 2006 was a timely
effort and contribution. With the collective

effort of Roy Allison, Margot Light
and Stephen White, the project pro-
duced its first work in 2006. In Pu-
tin’s Russia and the Enlarged Europe,
the authors focused on the attitude
of Russia toward the EU and NATO
under Putins second presidential
term. To address another part of
this very broad research agenda,
Stephen White and Valentina Feklyunina an-
alyze attitudes towards Europe taken by three
of the more important post-Soviet countries
in Identities and Foreign Policies in Russia,
Ukraine and Belarus. This review article eval-
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uates the methodology and content of the lat-
ter book that came out of the project.

Identities and Foreign Policies in Russia,
Ukraine and Belarus makes use of various
methodological tools to analyze these coun-
tries’ relations with and sense of belonging
to Europe. To comprehend the degree of be-
longing to Europe in these three countries,
the authors use a social constructivist ap-
proach (p. 21). In line with this, the authors
focus on identity formation and the dynamics
of ‘othering’ Europe in each state. White and
Feklyunina identify three basic discourses
for each country: Russia/Ukraine/Belarus at
Europe, distinct from Europe, and at Europe
but qualitatively different from it (pp. 25-26),
then investigate which of these discourses
prevails in each case. The study examines the
construction of identities taking benefit from
discourse analysis, and using sources rang-
ing from newspaper articles to official docu-
ments. In addition, the authors make exten-
sive use of surveys and findings from focus
group interviews.

The book is composed of eight chapters. Be-
fore examining the attitudes in each country
toward Europe, the authors analyze the con-
tested idea of Europe itself. In the first chap-
ter, they demonstrate how Europe proved
hard to define, spatially and ideally, for pio-
neers of the very idea of Europe as well as for
the post-Soviet states. This chapter provides
a necessary introduction regarding the con-
text within which the authors discuss the
constructed notion of Europe in post-Soviet
countries in relation to foreign policy strate-

gies (p. 23).

In the second chapter, the authors investigate
the institutional background of relations be-
tween the Soviet Union and Europe. The topic
of the third chapter is the development of the

relations between fifteen independent coun-
tries and the EU following the dissolution
of the USSR. These two chapters provide the
necessary historical background to comple-
ment the arguments made in the following
chapters.

In the fourth, fifth and sixth chapters, the au-
thors analyze the way the EU is constructed
in elite discourses in Russia, Ukraine and Be-
larus. These three chapters represent the core
of this book, although the authors’ analyses in
earlier and later chapters are also very rich.
The categorization of the discourses the book
employs is contestable. However, it simplifies
the context and helps the authors gauge and
demonstrate how close these three states are
to Europe and to identify the dynamics that
impact the discourse on the EU in each state.

The identity formation in all three countries
is evaluated in chapter 7. This chapter, along
with the previous three, represents the core of
the book and demands attention, especially
after the Ukrainian Crisis. In the concluding
chapter, the authors discuss the qualitative
differences between adherences to the three
stances toward the EU and provide a general
assessment of their findings.

It is important to note that the Ukrainian cri-
sis, which coincided with the publication of
this book, is both an advantage and a disad-
vantage for it. Aside from the obvious advan-
tage of having the book ready to publish when
the issue is relevant, the developments on the
ground potentially shake the arguments and
findings. The process that began with Ukra-
nian president Yanukovych’s refusal to sign
the Association Agreement has fundamental-
ly impacted the politics of Ukraine, as well as
how Ukrainians define their identity vis-a-vis
the West. The crisis also inflicted great harm
on relations between Russia and the West,
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and Belarus’ relations with both. Although
the book is not able to capture the impact
of the Ukrainian crisis, it provides insight-
ful arguments to understand the underlying
dynamics of the region as well as the future
of relations between the West and the post-
Soviet space.

Particularly from the third chapter forward,
the authors demonstrate with several exam-
ples how Europe’s attitude toward the USSR
and the post-Soviet countries has proven in-
fluential in setting the tone of the discourse of
these countries toward Europe. The authors
do not provide a comprehensive analysis on
this, however, as the European discourse is

outside of the scope of the book, which leaves
the reader curious for more about this facet of
the phenomenon.

White and Feklyunina point out the iden-
tity dimension of the relations between three
post-Soviet countries and Europe, and dem-
onstrate how spatial delimitations are formed
discursively at the identity level. This book is
a very significant contribution to the litera-
ture on politics in the post-Soviet region as
well as the identity politics in the region. The
ideological vacuum that emerged following
the USSR and the contested discourses that
attempt to fill this vacuum beg for explana-
tions such as this provided in this book.
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Democratic Institutions and Authoritarian Rule in Southeast

Europe

By Danijela Dolenec

UK: ECPR Press, 2013, 231 pages, £24.00, ISBN: 9781907301438.

Reviewed by Ankur Yadav, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi

Democratization is an ongoing pro-
cess. Various social, economic, and
historical dynamics play a vital role
in the process of democratization.
In this process, scholars like Fuku-
yama, Samuel P. Huntington and
others have defined various trends
and waves of democracy. The pro-
cess of democratization is still go-
ing on in post-communist countries. Experts
on the democratization process define such
transformation as “hybrid democracies,”
“delegative,” “defective,” “authoritarian,” “Po-
tempkin,” “ethnocratic,” “limited,” and “false;’
among others (p. 14). In the Latin American
and post-communist European contexts, the
term ‘third wave of democracy’ was used. Af-

ter the disintegration of the Soviet
Union, most of the post-commu-
nist countries adopted democratic
institutions.

The present volume Democratic In-
stitutions and Authoritarian Rule
in Southeast Europe by Danijela
Dolenec adds another dimension
to explain the democratic process in post-
communist countries. Talking particularly
about Albania, Croatia, Bulgaria, Macedonia,
Romania and Serbia, the volume tries to an-
swer the question why the democratization of
Southeastern Europe has not developed at the
same level as the countries of Central East-
ern Europe after the break-up of the Soviet
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