
fascinating national differences: Peace movements in the
UK and Germany tend to focus on the illegality of U.S.
foreign policy, while movements in France highlight the
negative political effects of the American use of force, as
well as the economic motives for U.S. hegemony, specifi-
cally the quest for oil.

In what is in some respects a standout essay, Pierangelo
Isernia employs a sophisticated analysis of survey data to
make a convincing case that anti-Americanism has been a
minority view in Western Europe since World War II,
though somewhat more prevalent in France. Upswings in
anti-American sentiment are often brief and closely tied
to transatlantic crises such as the Iraq war. However, dis-
turbingly, the oscillations in anti-American sentiment have
grown wider with each post–World War II crisis.

In Part Three, the contributors argue that the neocon-
servative agenda is unlikely to persist. Bruce E. Cain con-
tends that the United States is closely divided, and Bush’s
electoral mandate is conditional on the success of the econ-
omy and the war in Iraq. In addition, Roberto Tamborini
demonstrates that the ambitious and unilateral program
of the neoconservatives is simply not affordable in the
long run for a debtor nation such as the United States.
Furthermore, employing the memetic theory of Rene
Girard, Scott Thomas suggests that the United States faces
deep-rooted cultural resistance from the Islamic world.

The book includes a thoughtful final chapter by Mark
F. Gilbert, reflecting on the arguments in the volume.
While sympathetic to the positions taken by the other
contributors, Gilbert suggests a need for greater empathy
with the neoconservative argument that the world is deeply
threatening. Washington’s unilateralism may be frustrat-
ing, but the United States remains an indispensable nation.

In many respects, the different chapters are well inte-
grated and “talk to each other.” But displaying a classic
problem for edited volumes, the contributors sometimes
define key terms in quite different ways. Is a generally
pro-American individual, who fiercely opposes the Bush
administration, “anti-American”? Ruzza and Bozzini would
probably say yes, given that anti-Americanism represents
“discursive frames that blame the American people, Amer-
ican politicians or even generally aspects of the US polity
for negative consequences resulting from intervention in
world affairs” (p. 119). Isernia, in contrast, would proba-
bly say no, defining anti-Americanism as “the psychological
tendency to evaluate negatively the US” (italics in original)
(p. 130).

In focusing on the domestic roots of American unilat-
eralism, the contributors sometimes neglect the rival argu-
ment that the end of the Cold War created a unipolar
system that both encouraged American unilateralism and,
by removing the Soviet threat, increased the likelihood of
European resistance to the United States. Nevertheless,
The United States Contested provides a thoughtful plea for
American engagement and represents an important con-

tribution to the critical literature on the unilateralist turn
in American foreign policy.

Taking Power: On the Origins of Third World
Revolutions. By John Foran. New York: Cambridge University Press,
2005. 410p. $75.00 cloth, $29.99 paper.
DOI: 10.1017/S1537592707071356

— Mark Peceny, University of New Mexico

John Foran’s book draws faithfully from the rich literature
on revolutions from the 1970s and beyond and extends
this work in useful ways. It presents a well-crafted syn-
thetic argument that finds a nice balance between inter-
national and domestic sources of revolution and between
structural constraints and political agency. It also exam-
ines thoughtfully an extraordinary number of cases in a
relatively compact form. The author develops his argu-
ment using the tools of Boolean algebra to explain 10
cases of revolutionary success and 29 additional cases of
reversed revolutions, unsuccessful attempts, political rev-
olutions that did not lead to social transformations, and
revolutionary movements that never emerged despite
conditions that might have been expected to generate such
movements.

Foran argues that five factors must be present to ensure
success. Such revolutions take place in countries experi-
encing the social inequities of dependent development.
They arise in opposition to exclusionary personalist dic-
tatorships and colonial states, or take advantage of the
opportunities provided by open democratic polities. They
depend on political cultures of opposition that present
compelling messages that appeal to broad multiclass, multi-
ethnic, and multigender coalitions. Finally, revolutions take
place in situations where economic downturns and a world
systemic opening provide a favorable conjuncture within
which revolutionary movements can achieve success. He
reaches this conclusion by demonstrating that all five fac-
tors were present in all successful cases of social revolution
and that at least one of these factors was absent in each of
the 29 cases that did not end in sustained social revolutions.

Foran’s empirical results demonstrate that “world sys-
temic openings” provide the most powerful explanation
for why some revolutions succeed and others fail (pp. 248–
49). All 10 successful revolutions occurred in a favorable
world context. When the United States or other inter-
national actors used their power to attack revolutionary
movements, they either failed to take power or were over-
thrown. No other factor plays as clear a role in explaining
these outcomes. While many scholars have argued that a
permissive international geopolitical context is important
for revolutionary success, Taking Power demonstrates this
empirically more clearly than other work on this subject.

This important geopolitical argument could be more
fully developed. Foran suggests that such world systemic
openings are rare, but never explains in detail why great
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powers like the United States generally oppose revolu-
tions. He also does not provide a systematic argument
for why such windows of opportunity do occasionally
open, other than to suggest that revolutions have occurred
“when powers that would oppose revolution have been
distracted, confused, or ineffective in preventing them”
(p. 268). If encouraging the United States to allow for
revolutionary transformations is crucial for their success,
we need a more well-developed theory of American
foreign policy that will help us understand under what
conditions the United States will allow revolutionary move-
ments to succeed.

Foran makes another important contribution in argu-
ing that revolutionary movements need not rely on vio-
lent and antidemocratic means to achieve revolutionary
success. He points to the Chilean and Jamaican cases,
where elected governments were able to initiate revolu-
tionary projects in their nations without repression or
authoritarianism. From these experiences, the author claims
that truly open democratic regimes can be as conducive to
revolutionary change as personalist dictatorships or colo-
nial states, though for very different reasons.

Despite this optimism, the author’s analysis also illumi-
nates the extraordinary difficulties involved in pushing for
social revolution using nonviolent, democratic means. He
codes 17 cases of successful social revolutions, seven of
which were overturned within a decade. All 10 of the
ongoing successes came to power through revolutionary
violence and stayed in power by creating a single-party
regime (pp. 203–4). Six of the seven cases of reversal tried
to follow a democratic path, yet found themselves “vul-
nerable to non-democratic opponents, internal and exter-
nal” (p. 269).

While Foran focuses on nondemocratic opponents of
revolutionary elected governments, democratic oppo-
nents and processes may also pose a significant barrier to
success. For example, the Manley government in Jamaica,
a case Foran touches on briefly, was overturned at the
ballot box. More broadly, the democratic regimes that are
open enough to allow for an electoral triumph by the Left
could also possess institutional characteristics that make it
easier for opponents to thwart the revolutionary project
from within the democratic process. Whether this is true
is difficult to discern, given that the author does not pro-
vide a clear definitional distinction between fully open
democratic regimes and limited polyarchies, other than
through the observation that some democracies have
allowed elected leftist governments to take office while
others have not.

Furthermore, the second most important factor for
explaining why some revolutions succeed and others fail,
according to Foran, is that the political cultures of oppo-
sition that make it possible to build a successful revolu-
tionary coalition are difficult to sustain once revolutionaries
achieve power. The importance of this factor is somewhat

more difficult to assess than that of the world systemic
context because he tends to treat the strength and coher-
ence of revolutionary coalitions as a continuous variable
rather than as a dichotomous variable, which departs from
a purely Boolean approach. Nevertheless, an open demo-
cratic political process provides numerous opportunities
for independent political action and thus probably exac-
erbates the divisions in revolutionary coalitions that are
an important source of failure for revolutionary projects.

Despite these potential barriers to democratic social rev-
olutions, Foran points to the contemporary Zapatista move-
ment in Mexico as an example of how revolutionary
movements can mobilize democratic civil society both
nationally and internationally in an attempt to accom-
plish revolutionary goals. While he realizes that it is diffi-
cult to predict whether the Zapatista model will succeed
in forging revolutionary change through democratic means,
he argues persuasively for the need to “speculate as fully as
we can about its possibilities” (p. 278). His effort to under-
stand the relationship among revolutionary violence,
democracy, and social revolutions represents one of the
most important contributions of Taking Power.

The Roman Predicament: How the Rules of
International Order Create the Politics of Empire.
By Harold James. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2006. 166p.
$24.95.
DOI: 10.1017/S1537592707071368

— Sergio Fabbrini, Università degli Studi di Trento

This book has a clear argument. History shows that glob-
alization needs a system of international and domestic
rules for advancing trade, making possible cross-national
exchanges of labor and capital, promoting economic
growth, and achieving peace. The latest stage of globaliza-
tion, from the end of the Cold War until September 11, is
not an exception. Indeed the 1990s were a decade of intense
discussion on new international rules and institutions (epit-
omized by the creation of the World Trade Organization).
At the same time, the promotion and implementation of
an international regulatory system will inevitably breed
discontent and tensions in different areas of the global
system. Some countries, groups, or individuals perceive
the new regulatory system as imposing on them patterns
of behavior and distributive relations proper of or advan-
tageous to dominant countries, groups, and individuals.
This generates a reaction against the globalizing process
(and the regulatory systems that justify and support it).
Each phase of the globalization process has ended in con-
flict, either in the form of an interstate rivalry that degen-
erated into war, or in the form of an asymmetrical conflict
degenerating into terrorism (with the assassination of indi-
viduals representing universal symbols, such as New York-
ers in 2001 or the Austrian Empress “Sissi” one century
earlier in 1894).
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