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problematizes the very notion of diffusion as conceived by traditional 
models and suggests promising new lines of research. 

Diffusion is not just about positive cases. While the prevailing litera-
ture focuses on countries where protests have spread, some parts of the 
book explore cases in which diffusion failed to occur. This includes the 
case of Italy (Zamponi and Daphi, chapter nine) and the Czech Republic 
(Navratil and Cisar, chapter ten) where the peculiarities of the local con-
text were not conducive for diffusion. Sotirakopoulos and Rootes (chapter 
eight) compellingly illustrate that structural conditions, resilient culture 
and the reduced impact of the economic crisis hindered the spread of pro-
tests in the UK, while Kousis (chapter seven) shows that massive Greek 
activism was moved by transnational opportunities and threats posed by 
transnational economic power holders. Methodologically, these chapters 
show that the “method of difference” and the systematic comparison of 
positive and negative cases shed light on conditions of diffusion. 

Finally, diffusion is a multi-actor process that involves not only activ-
ists but also politicians, political parties, transnational institutions and 
the media. As Olesen (chapter four) and Atak (chapter eleven) explain, the 
media are the real actors of diffusion, disseminating injustice-symbols in 
the global public sphere and spreading practices across borders and 
communities that are not necessarily structurally equivalent. Similarly, 
supranational institutions are other actors contributing to diffusion dy-
namics, by developing interpretative frames vis-à-vis external protest 
events. This is the case of the European Union, which reacted to the Arab 
Spring by building protest frames that could legitimate the EU image and 
downplay commonalities with protests in Europe (Hyvoen, chapter five). 
Theoretically, this paves the way for new theoretical reflections on diffu-
sion dynamics outside the pure sphere of social movements. 

Overall, the book is a great illustration of how research tails reality. 
As phenomena evolve and mobilizations change their patterns of diffu-
sion, along with their transnational nature, existing theories need to be 
updated accordingly. With its empirical reach and theoretically thought-
provoking chapters, the book accomplishes this task and lays the 
groundwork for further debates on the crucial relationship between con-
tinuity and change in theories of diffusion and transnational activism. 

Iole Fontana, IMT – Institute for Advanced Studies, Lucca 

* * * 

ROBERTO DI QUIRICO, La democratizzazione tradita. Regimi ibridi e autoritarismi 
nei paesi ex-sovietici europei, Bologna, Italy: il Mulino, 2013, 336 pp., €26,00 (pa-
perback), ISBN: 9788815245502. 

In the last ten years, democratization studies have gained relevance 
among Italian political scientists. The volume by Roberto Di Quirico on 
the failure of democratization in a group of former USSR European coun-
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tries is a welcome addition to what amounts to a significant national 
contribution to this popular field of investigation. In his book, the author 
illustrates the results of regime change in five former USSR European 
countries, namely Russia, Belarus, Ukraine, Georgia and Moldova, in the 
aftermath of the fall of the Soviet empire. In the first place, Di Quirico 
points out the shortcomings and weaknesses of explanations of democra-
tization processes based on the “transitology” approach: the precondi-
tions that would favor democratization according to this interpretation, 
as well as negotiations and compromises among major actors, have been 
absent in this area. The approach of the “first democratic instauration” is 
also inadequate, due to the relevant differences of historical and social 
contexts and the unwarranted application of a specific “Western” experi-
ence to a diverse setting. For the author, the key lies instead in the model 
of “permanent hybrid regimes,” where both the passage to democracy 
and a full authoritarian involution are equally barred (p. 265). This is the 
best way to identify the political regimes that have taken root in the 
countries under investigation. These regimes should not be understood 
simply as an indefinite deviation from a path leading to democratization, 
but rather as an autonomous regime-form, reached through an original 
trajectory, which has been well-defined and unique since the beginning. 
In short, past legacies and more recent processes converge to determine 
unambiguously and immediately the expected result of a “permanent 
hybrid regime” (Ibid.). 

After discussing the main theories in the field, and describing the 
processes following the authoritarian fall, Di Quirico analyzes the interac-
tion between politics and economic reform, so as to explain how the for-
mation of a market economy had an impact on the processes of transition 
from Soviet rule and, specifically, the chances of democratization. One of 
the most intriguing contributions of the book is the analysis of the social 
differentiation that followed the various attempts at marketization and 
their consequences on the electoral bases of new parties, both in terms of 
geographical influence and ideological stance (p. 121). The existence and 
relative strength of oligarchs, firm directors and managers (in the indus-
trial or rural sectors), the middle class, the working class, peasants and 
pensioners have determined the form and character of political reforms. 
For instance, industrial firm managers would be the main beneficiaries of 
the privatization of the public industry. In Belarus, however, these man-
agers are less important than in Russia or Ukraine, since a relevant part of 
the leading political elite has been drawn from rural farm directors, a cat-
egory to which Lukašenka himself once belonged. As a consequence, in 
this country industrial firm managers have been unable to favor a more 
benign political outcome. 

A series of chapters is devoted to the role in helping democratization 
of institutional features, civil society and external actors. The fragility of 
parliaments and political parties, but especially the weakness of civil so-
ciety and democratic political culture, account for the failure of the de-
mocratization efforts in the area. In short, without democrats, it is diffi-
cult to build a working democracy. In addition, not only is democratic 
participation weak, but a new form of political participation, deriving di-
rectly from the participatory structure of the Soviet period, is taking hold. 
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In Russia, for instance, the function of civil society (the reference is to the 
Nashi association and to Obshchestvennaia palata) is to channel from be-
low the demands of the population, so that a consensus is formed in 
which the state supports or mediates social issues and struggles without 
resorting to electoral accountability. In addition, the state limits inter-
institutional accountability to technical and economic questions that do 
not imply challenging the existing power structure (p. 222). Lastly, the 
“double periphery” status of these countries (they are at the same time a 
periphery of Europe and the Russian federation) renders them potentially 
vulnerable to the influence of a series of external actors, especially Russia 
and the European Union. The latest events (even discounting the recent 
dramatic problems in Ukraine) suggest an expansion of Russian influ-
ence, with its authoritarian implications, also by means of its specific po-
litical model, centered around super-presidential executive powers (p. 
251). The EU, on the other hand, has not been able to play a relevant role, 
since it does not plan to admit new members in the area and thus cannot 
use the active leverage instruments, based on political conditionality, 
that have reached significant results in other eastern European cases. The 
scarce interest in new investments by European countries does not help 
either. The author, however, foresees ways in which the EU may unfold 
its influence, especially if the aims to be reached are realistically modest, 
by way of an economically passive leverage which reflects the depend-
ence of these countries from much-needed external funding. 

In short, the volume by Di Quirico is an interesting contribution to 
the ongoing study of post-authoritarian transitions in former USSR Euro-
pean countries. The book is highly readable. It develops a punctual histor-
ical analysis of the complex events taking place in the countries under 
study; it offers a comprehensive theoretical synthesis of the debates con-
cerning democratization and marketization; it provides an illuminating 
discussion of the social bases born of the new economic organization of 
these societies, of their political inclinations and democratic outlook; and 
it engages in a healthy comparative exercise of political analysis on these 
issues. Lastly, the author submits an original theoretical intuition regard-
ing the “permanent hybrid regimes” of the area. The book, in addition, 
raises a series of questions and issues that warrant further research and 
reflection. A first note concerns the choice of cases. The rather pessimistic 
conclusions that are finally submitted may, in part, be the result of the 
failed selection of countries that fall under the umbrella of “former USSR 
European countries,” such as the Baltic republics, where the outcome of 
post-authoritarian transitions have come closest to a democratic result. In 
this sense, the author’s observation that their exclusion depends on their 
specificities should be clarified, given the importance of the matter (p. 36). 
A second point concerns the above-mentioned definition of “permanent 
hybrid regimes,” which would uniquely identify the recent political expe-
rience of the countries under study. While the author claims the rele-
vance and originality of this theoretical insight, too little is said regarding 
what exactly the characteristics of this contribution are and how this 
concept is different from those suggested by other authors (p. 265). The 
explanation that these regimes are born from a “process” activated after 
the fall of the authoritarian regimes, which prevents a full democratiza-
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tion and since the beginning suggests the instauration of a permanent 
hybrid regime, is insufficient and more details should be offered to read-
ers to substantiate the argument. One is left with the impression that, af-
ter laying to rest democratic teleology, the argument recurs to the teleol-
ogy of hybrid regimes in its place. 

In conclusion, we recommend the book by Di Quirico as a serious, in-
formative and scientifically valid contribution to the growing field of 
democratization in Eastern Europe and the former Soviet countries, 
which can be fruitfully read by students of this area and by all those in-
terested in processes of transitions from authoritarian regimes. 

Davide Grassi, University of Turin 

* * * 

SIMONE DOSSI, Rotte Cinesi. Teatri marittimi e dottrina militare, Milan, Italy: Egea, 
2014, 200 pp., €15,30 (paperback), ISBN: 9788883502071. 

Rotte Cinesi is an impressive book, which provides a comprehensive anal-
ysis of China’s maritime and naval policies and strategies. The book’s bib-
liography is very rich and comprises numerous sources in the Chinese 
language, offering additional credibility to the author’s analysis. In fact, 
through the inclusion and analysis of literature and sources in Chinese, 
Dossi proposes an analysis regarding the Chinese perspective on the con-
tents and goals of China’s maritime policies as opposed to only a Western 
interpretation of Chinese naval and maritime policies. This adds addi-
tional value to the academic and policy-oriented relevance of Dossi’s 
analysis. 

Dossi explores and summarizes the factors that have influenced re-
cent and ongoing doctrinal changes to China’s maritime strategies, and ex-
plains why the Chinese leadership will, in the years ahead, continue to in-
vest enormous resources into modernizing and expanding its naval capa-
bilities. While the resources invested into the modernization of China’s na-
val capabilities are significant, Dossi argues that China’s maritime/naval 
doctrine and policies are not aimed at changing the current status quo of 
US regional and global maritime supremacy and hegemony. In other 
words: catching-up with the US in terms of naval military capabilities is 
not an objective of China’s maritime policy planners – at least not yet. 

China, Dossi argues in his conclusions, is hence not the Germany of 
the late 18th and 19th century challenging Great Britain’s naval hegemo-
ny. Dossi is backing up this conclusion with a detailed and very well pre-
sented analysis of Chinese official documents and Chinese literature. Ra-
ther, Dossi concludes that China is exclusively focusing on the region 
seeking to limit US naval supremacy in Asian territorial waters. Dossi is 
of course not the only one who has drawn such a conclusion based on the 
analysis of government documents, China’s official announcements, and 
speeches on China’s current and future naval policies. 


