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legitimacy and proven efficiency of a state. It might take time to
test, implement and evaluate the policy proposals and even more
time to recognize the results across the US borders. Apart from
time, implementing strategies that presume inter-institutional
collaboration necessitate some financial cost. However, these can
rather be seen as an investment, and in the long run, these
financial costs will prove lower that continuing to build prisons.
Better crime control reduces the financial and psychological
damages produced by crime. The advantages of crime control
policy target both public and private interests and cement the
trust of citizens in their state.

Emilian Kavalski (ed.), Stable Outside, Fragile Inside?
Post-Soviet Statehood in Central Asia (Aldershot: Ashgate,
2010).

Arolda Elbasani
Centre for Social Science Research Berlin (WZB)

Stable Outside, Fragile Inside is one of the newest books in
search of the distinctive development, erratic trends and widely
perceived failure of Central Asian republics to make a successful
transition to democracy after the disintegration of the Soviet
Union. The volume seeks to explain the region’s specific
trajectory to independent statehood, focusing on processes of
socialization with competing external norms, emanating not only
the main protagonists of the Cold War, Russia and US, but also
an increasingly influential EU, a myriad of international
organizations and European countries, as well as regional powers
such as Turkey, China, Iran, and Pakistan. At the same time, the
book draws attention to the specific domestic context of awkward
statehood of Central Asian polities — a set of authority structures
and state society relations as well as unpredictable international
behavior - which makes it difficult for the conventional
frameworks to capture the current state of affairs. Opting for a
flexible and comprehensive analysis of practices of statehood, the
analysis claims to go beyond mainstream understanding of
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compliance and delve into intricate processes of ‘localization’,
which unfold at the intersection of local conditions and the larger
world system (p.8).

The introductory chapter outlines the analytical approach of the
book and clarifies the concepts used. The core of the volume is
then divided in two parts. The first part reviews the main
assumptions and the relevance of dominant analytical approaches
used to understand post-soviet state making. The second part
investigates the individual experiences of state making in
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, @ Turkmenistan  and
Uzbekistan. The empirical analysis although varying in approach
and methodology, is seemingly charted around a similar
framework of localization. This combination of theoretical
reflection and empirical research arguably distinguishes the book
from most research, which claims to make an empirical
contribution to the study of the region.

While the effort to engage with the model of localization while
also reconsidering various approaches to transformation is
commendable, the actual analysis is not always up to the
objectives of the book to offer a much-needed theoretical
reflection and elicit general patterns of state building. One of the
main obstacles of the book to engage with theory in a meaningful
way is the very fuzzy conceptualization of localization. The
introductory chapter, which outlines the broader frame of analysis
includes merely a short review on socialization and the more
specific term of localization as domestication of international
standards. The three page elaboration of the concepts is based on
selective sources, which reflect neither a comprehensive
understanding nor an adequate map of the broad literature on
socialization.

The conceptualization overlooks most research on post-
communist countries, which have become a rich laboratory for
different schools of socialization research. More problematically,
the book fails to operationalize the mechanisms through which
localization might work. Although repeating that it subscribes to
research, which seeks to uncover domestication of external
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norms, the book has a void when it comes to specify the range of
domestic factors or contexts which enable transmission of
external norms. At times ‘local cultural values’ are posited as a
crucial domestic factor that in the Central Asian context provides
for indigenous structures of adaptation, namely the informal
system, clan networking and structures of patronage (p. 21). Yet,
the book insists that one “should desist the temptation to dismiss
such networks as backward and counter productive to the logics
of socialization” (p.22) leaving the reader wondering when and
under what conditions these domestic values are supportive or
counterproductive to emulation of external norms. Indeed, the
unnecessary complicated language of the chapter does not help
to elucidate what are the domestic conduits of socialization
advocated here.

The book’s reflections on different approaches to statehood -
although an appreciated effort to cross disciplinary boundaries -
does not assist to clarify the lacunas of the theoretical framework.
Instead, the parallel elaboration of various approaches leaves the
reader with as many frames as questions. Moreover, not all the
theoretical frames are evenly developed in terms of both the
relevance of their assumptions and applicability in Central Asia.
The well organized invocation of democratization literature offers
sound explanations of region’s anomaly, arguing that it lacks
most structural preconditions as well as the kind of agency apt to
domestic change. The elaboration of the %“clan perspective”
extends the problematic role of historical factors by explaining the
persistence of historically shaped clan formations as peoples’
strategies to engage with politics in everyday life. The next
chapter elaborates on international political economy to explain
states’ strategies of integrating in the global system. The last
analytical chapter on post-colonialism outlines a new percourse
into the study of Central Asia, but it is more of an apology for
using related concepts rather than actually using it in the post-
Soviet context. Indeed, more often than not the concepts and
assumptions outlined by different approaches hardly speak to
each other as well as to the main frame of localization, loosening
the conceptual thread of the book and it usage as a frame for
empirical analysis.
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The empirical part, which draws on specific studies of statehood,
is the most appealing section to the extent it brings rich insights
into the intricate process of post-soviet state building while
documenting and developing the common discrepancy between
external norms and their localization in particular domestic
environments. The case studies bring ample evidence that Central
Asian polities are subject to alternative external norms and forms
of intervention, which are not always beneficial to democratic
state/building. In addition, the case studies bring similar evidence
on some sort of selective flirtation with external norms, as
relevant domestic actors pick and choose what is deemed
beneficial for their short term political interests. The lack of social
pressure and civil movements across the region has enabled
strong presidents and political majorities of the day to use
political clout at the benefit of their narrow own grouping rather
than domestic progress at large.

The empirical analysis also discredits most countries’ search of
‘own models of democracy’ and rhetorical adoption to country
specific conditions as an apology for different forms of
authoritarianism. Altogether evidence from individual countries
emphasizes the duality of political life, whereas informality is
often more important that formality. Yet, the loose theoretical
framework does not suffice to compare and streamline the
individual processes, obstacles and recorded progress, thus
reducing the possibility to generalize empirical findings from the
region. The book offers limited prospects of generalizations also
because different cases bring different and not easily comparable
forms of evidence ranging from the most general systemic level
of regime change to the meso ievel of institutional transformation
and micro level of behavioral adaptation.

Overall, the book offers a summary of the “state of art” on
Central Asian developments. Despite the lack of a common
conceptual framework and the thin theoretical analysis, the
empirical analysis offered in the book will be appealing to scholars
working on political transformation in the region. It should be an
informative complementary reader for the graduate level student,
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but also policy makers interested in the anomalies of Central
Asian post-communist statehood.

William J. Hausman, Peter Hertner and Mira Wilkins, Global
Electrification. Multinational Enterprise and International
Finance in the History of Light and Power 1878-2007 (New
York: Cambridge University Press, 2008).

Simone Selva
Harvard University

Global Electrification pulls together a cohort of leading experts in
the fields of industrial and financial history of power and light
enterprises to offer a global history of electric utility companies
since the early steps in the last quarter of the nineteenth century
through the late twentieth century from the vantage point of
international business history and transnational financial history.
The authors do investigate the early beginnings and evolution of
the electric utility industry in the background of both the rise to
globalism of multinational corporations and the worldwide spread
of international investments to crisscross private-sector activities
and government-run initiatives, national and transnational
concerns and capital flows. They adopt a two-fold research
perspective: foreign portfolio investments and foreign direct
investments are brought into focus alongside to pinpoint the
changing balance between the level of internationalization and
the degree of domestication - to borrow from the book’s
vocabulary - featuring the history of the electricity industry since
the early technological innovations (chapter 1), down into the
recent attempts over the last twenty years to revive the role of
multinational corporations after half a century trend toward either
private-sector or state-owned national control (chapter 7).

According to the authors, this domestication pattern spanned
since WWII through the 1970s recession years, following a crucial
five-decade period when the light and power industry grew out of
rising international flows in capital and industrial investments.
The basic argument underlying this broad interpretation of the
early decades is that the electric utility industry did require a high
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