
state (rather than confrontation or separation) because of
growing competition in the religious market. The resulting
ROC–regime alliance has been politically advantageous
for both sides. For the Kremlin, this has meant new sources
of legitimacy, and for the ROC, it has meant the ability to
informally shape the dynamics of the religious market and
marginalize its main competitors. In particular, Marsh
notes that Protestants have been depicted as religious
outsiders hostile to Russian culture and, at the extremes,
even part of a CIA conspiracy to undermine the country
(pp. 66–67). Hibbard’s chapter on India offers another
informative synthesis of the changing and inconsistent
nature of religion–state relations. He traces the role of
religion in state and society from the preindependence
promotion of secular norms and identities to the rise of
Hindu nationalism and sectarian violence. The chapter
skillfully illustrates the nuances of this transformation and
the competing and changing interests of the multiple
actors involved. One important lesson that comes from the
Indian case is the way in which the transformation of
religion and regimes becomes increasingly complicated
when religion aligns with ethnic identity and nation.

The intersection of religion and national identity is
further advanced in a number of other essays, including
Dillon’s chapter on the Catholic Church in Ireland,
Oldmixon and Samaniego’s analysis of Israel as a Jewish
and democratic state, and Tamadonfar and Jelen’s com-
parison of religion and regime change in Iran and Poland.
These chapters, on the one hand, encourage us to think
about the ways in which national religions can lend
legitimacy to regime power holders. On the other hand,
they also demonstrate how national religions become
powerful forces for political change. However, the analyses
are careful to suggest that the power and prestige of
national religions is far from guaranteed. Whether through
internal scandals as in the Irish case or “lazy monopolies”
in Iran and Poland, religions that represent the nation can
see their role diminished in the public square (p. 249).

Insofar as the volume may merit criticism, it is because
the included cases represent many of the usual suspects in
the politics-of-religion lineup, such as the United States,
Turkey, France, Portugal, Spain, and Ireland. While these
chapters are well written and important, the inclusion
of cases from Africa and Southeast Asia could have
significantly strengthened the work. Another concern is
that the case studies tend to highlight monotheistic
faiths over others. This distracts from the generaliz-
ability of the models of religion–state relations that the
editors are suggesting in the concluding chapter. It also
calls into question the volume’s ability to predict the
public role of religion for more syncretic or polytheistic
faiths. For instance, how might this loose framework
explain religion–state patterns of interaction among
popular religions or religious communities that operate
in underground markets in Mainland China? What

might this suggest about religion–regime relations in
contemporary Egypt where religious majorities have
been historically excluded from politics? How does it
explain the political role of religion across a deeply
divided Nigeria?
These criticisms should not minimize the value of the

volume, however. The editors are up-front about these
biases (p. 250) and do provide a few comparative chapters
to help balance the global and religious perspectives.
In particular, the comparative essays on Taiwan and Hong
Kong, as well as Iran and Poland, are welcome additions.
These chapters show that even in diverse political settings
and among different faiths, religious actors can play similar
roles of political mobilization. They also underscore the
fluidity of opposition, separation, and support.
As a whole, Religion and Regimes makes a useful com-

panion to any upper-level undergraduate or graduate
course on religion and politics. However, the value of
any edited volume can also be measured by the sum of its
parts. Here, the individual chapters are carefully crafted
and would be a beneficial supplement to both area studies
and more general courses on comparative politics.

The Political Economy of the Service Transition.
Edited by Anne Wren. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2013. 320p.

$110.00 cloth, $47.95 paper.
doi:10.1017/S1537592714002667

— Marius R. Busemeyer, University of Konstanz

This comprehensive edited volume is an extremely
important and long overdue contribution to scholarship
on the implications of the rise of the service and knowledge
economy for advanced (post)industrial democracies. It is
certainly not the first to study the rise of the service
economy or the implications of new social risks for welfare
state policies. But it is nevertheless important because it
approaches the topic from a particular perspective, which is
rooted in the “Varieties of Capitalism” school of thought
(see Peter A. Hall and David Soskice, eds., Varieties of
Capitalism: The Institutional Foundations of Comparative
Advantage, 2001), in which the service sector had been
strangely absent for a long time.
There are 10 chapters, including a substantial intro-

duction by editor Anne Wren, which are roughly divided
into two sections (determinants and outcomes of service-
sector expansion). The introduction provides a solid
foundation for the rest of the volume by highlighting
two developments whose implications for contemporary
economies are not yet fully understood: the rise of
information and communication technology (ICT) and
increasing trade in high-level services such as consulting
and finance. The core argument of the introduction (and
the volume as a whole) is that “national experiences of the
transition [to the service economy] will vary depending on
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their political-institutional structures” (p. 2). The editor
argues that the expansion of high-skilled and tradable
services is crucial in maintaining competitiveness and
could potentially be a way out of the trilemma of the
service economy identified in Torben Iversen and Wren’s
“Equality, Employment and Budgetary Restraint:
The Trilemma of the Service Economy” (World Politics
50 [no. 4, 1998]: 507–46), which theorizes a three-way
trade-off among employment growth, low equality and
low public spending.
Wren identifies two possible routes to a high-skilled

service economy: The first is a private route (e.g., the
United States), which is characterized by high levels of
inequality at the higher end of the income distribution,
which both sets a strong incentive to invest in high-level
skills and increases the individual willingness to incur
significant private costs, for example, tuition fees.
The second route is a public—or one could say
Scandinavian—route, which combines strong public
investments in education with expansion of services in
the public sector, predominantly education and other
social services. Continental European (or Christian
democratic) countries are the contrasting third route,
depicted as lagging behind the others with regard to
service-sector expansion and growth.
The private and the Scandinavian routes show a

potential way out of the Iversen/Wren (1998) trilemma
(this is elaborated in detail in the chapter by Wren,
Mate Fodor, and Sotiria Theodoropoulou, as well as in
the chapter by Ben Ansell and Jane Gingrich). In both,
employment growth in the service economy is strong
(compared to the Christian democratic states). In the
liberal world, public costs are held at bay because a
large share of educational investments is privately financed.
Still, Wren argues that the expansion of high-skilled services
does not increase overall levels of inequality, because high-
income earners will demand more services at the low end
(“trickle down” effect, p. 28). In the Scandinavian world,
inequality is even less of a problem, and the public costs
are moderate because they are concentrated on investments
in human capital formation, not consumption or transfers,
as in the original Iversen/Wren trilemma.
The “three worlds” metaphor is picked up in the

majority of chapters that follow the introduction, which
mainly agree that the conservative or Continental
European states mostly lose out compared to the liberal
and Scandinavian welfare states. The overall structure of
the volume is relatively loose. Individual chapters follow
up on specific topics raised in the introduction and may
sometimes even contradict one another, as Wren herself
acknowledges (pp. 44–46). It is impossible to summarize
all chapters in a short review such as this. Instead, I want
to highlight common topics and themes.
The first is training and education. The chapter by

Iversen and Soskice argues that public investments in

training are a crucial complement to union strategies of
wage moderation and wage bargaining coordination in
order to promote both competitiveness and equality, even
though they may result in higher real exchange rates.
Karen Anderson and Anke Hassel provide a comparative
analysis of the vocational education and training (VET)
systems of the Netherlands and Germany and argue that
school-based forms of VET are more effective in ensuring
a successful transition to the service economy. Ansell and
Gingrich reveal that the expansion of the service sector
was accompanied and conditioned by an expansion of
university education. The interplay between educational
and wage-bargaining institutions shapes patterns of
service-sector expansion.

A second common theme is gender politics.
The chapter by Moira Nelson and John Stephens
finds that public-sector employment has promoted the
integration of women into labor markets, in particular
in the Scandinavian states. Torben Iversen and Frances
Rosenbluth argue that the rise of the service economy
has changed the bargaining position of women in the
household because it opened up new opportunities in
the labor market. Also because of high divorce rates,
women increasingly demand social services such as child
care and therefore move to the left politically.

A third topic is the study of individual preferences for
redistribution. Wren and Philipp Rehm argue that the
increase of trade in services leads to lower support for
the welfare state in exposed sectors because workers
are worried about competitiveness. Lucy Barnes shows
in her chapter that individuals with less leisure time
are also less supportive of redistribution because they
are less willing to support the necessary increases
in taxation.

The chapter by Philip Manow, Kees van Kersbergen,
and Gijs Schumacher does not fall easily within one of
the three broad topics, but it is a very important con-
tribution nevertheless. It argues that more attention
should be paid to the role of agricultural interests in
the transition to the service economy. Thus, the decline
of agricultural employment in the immediate postwar
period posed less of a challenge to the welfare state than
the transition from the industrial to the service economy
in the 1970s and 1980s.

The Political Economy of the Service Transition benefits
from the fact that most of the contributors have been
working together for a long time. The introduction and
the chapters coauthored by Wren serve as important
anchor points holding the project together. It is, however,
unfortunate that some of the material is not entirely new
but has been published elsewhere (and some of the data
in individual chapters are unnecessarily outdated). The
volume would also have benefited from a separate chapter
on the European Union as a key promoter of the liber-
alization of services, as well as some discussion of the
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Southern and Eastern European cases. A significant
downside of the project is that it does not discuss the
implications of the current economic and fiscal crisis in
greater detail, but it does raise some questions about the
core claims. The policy prescription proffered in the
introduction is to invest in college education and expand
high-skilled services. The crisis revealed that this growth
model may be much less sustainable than assumed by
Wren. The current debate about rising inequality in the
United States and many other countries also shows that
the “trickle down” effect from high-skilled services to
the low end does not work in practice. The crisis revealed
the benefits of maintaining a strong manufacturing sector.

Also, the ICT revolution can lead to occupational
upgrading within existing sectors. Contrary to the
volume’s main argument, employment levels in Christian
democratic Germany grew during the crisis, and most of
this dynamic came from the manufacturing sector, not
high-end services.
In sum, this volume makes an impressive and long-

overdue contribution that will substantially broaden the
analytical perspective of comparative political economy
by taking more seriously the complex dynamics of the
service economy. In this respect, it provides a convincing
outline of a new and ambitious research agenda for the
coming years.

INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS

Fighting for Rights: From Holy Wars to Humanitarian
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Humanitarianism. By Larissa Fast. Philadelphia: University of
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Rwanda and the Moral Obligation of Humanitarian
Intervention. By Joshua James Kassner. New York: Oxford University

Press, 2013. 248p. $120.00 cloth, $35.00 paper.
doi:10.1017/S1537592714002862

— Clifford Bob, Duquesne University

Explaining and justifying humanitarian interventions is
now a major focus of international relations and political
science, with studies taking a variety of theoretical, policy,
and normative approaches. Key questions include whether
and when interventions should occur. What form should
they take, military, humanitarian, or some hybrid? What
are the effects on local communities, both the immediate
objects of intervention and communities elsewhere facing
analogous problems? What purposes do interventions serve
among the intervening countries—from fulfilling moral
imperatives to advancing imperial designs? Do they cause
more harm than good? And why do we seemingly see
more of them, or at least more talk about them, today
than in the past?

These books cannot be expected to provide definitive
answers. Yet each in its own way makes a contribution to
important debates surrounding various forms of inter-
vention. Tal Dingott Alkopher’s Fighting for Rights is the
most expansive, applying constructivist theory to explain
how varying conceptions of rights shape states’ engagement
in war, whether humanitarian or otherwise. The book is
ambitious in empirical scope, with chapters ranging from
the Crusades to the Seven Years’ War and to NATO’s
intervention in Kosovo, among others treated at lesser
length. Alkopher is successful in showing the usefulness

of constructivist insights in interpreting these and other
cases. She deftly demonstrates how in different eras,
dominant conceptions of rights, which she describes with
admirable clarity, have influenced war making. This occurs
in three ways: Ideas about rights help “constitute” the
actors, shaping their identities and actions; violations of
rights evoke intense emotions, sometimes spurring com-
bative reactions; and concepts of rights affect notions of just
war, legitimating conflict in certain situations.
These points are well taken and suggest the gains to

be made by applying constructivist theory to the study
of war. However, there are also lingering questions,
particularly about the extent to which these factors
play an explanatory role, rather than merely adding an
interesting new interpretation. In discussing Kosovo,
for instance, Alkopher canvases a large number of explan-
ations for the intervention, many of them conflicting with
one another, and “does not disagree with any” (p. 120).
Beyond these, she then offers her constructivist account.
This suggests that contemporary human rights concepts
help explain the international community’s intervention.
But, of course, it was not the “international community” in
the form of the United Nations that intervened, but
a particular coalition of the willing in the form of NATO.
In such a case, how powerful were rights concepts? More
broadly, the problem with failing to challenge other
explanations is that one is left wondering what led to
intervention. Was it the ideational factors noted? Or was it
instead underlying material factors that were then simply
concealed or justified using convenient language and ideas
of the day? It is no doubt correct, as Alkopher argues, that
the broad social context of rights (and other ideas) played
a role in the Kosovo intervention. But if this was primarily as
window dressing to hide the real motivations of the actors,
the rights language seems less than constitutive. On the
other hand, if rights language has real power, why did
similar interventions not occur in other contexts shortly
before Kosovo and why have they not since then?
To her credit, the author recognizes this problem,

briefly discussing Darfur as a case in which military
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