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ABSTRACTS

Tue CurruraL DiviDe IN EUROPE
MIGRATION, MULTICULTURALISM, AND POLITICAL TRUST

By LAUREN M. McLAREN

One of the defining features of modern states is their incorporation of notions of political
and social community based on shared language, history, and myths. However, large numbers
of citizens in modern states have come to believe their national communities are under threat
from several modern forces, including immigration. Using the European Social Survey (2002—
9), this article explores the extent to which perceived threats posed by large-scale immigration
undermine national political communities by reducing trust in national politicians and political
institutions. The findings indicate that even after controlling for other predictors of trust in the
political system, concerns about the effect of immigration on the national community have an
impact on trust in politics. Moreover, having a lengthy postwar history with mass immigration
mediates this effect, while the potentially mobilizing effects of far-right parties on the relation-
ship between concern about immigration and political distrust are somewhat limited.

SECURE PROPERTY As A BorToM-UP PROCESS
FIRMS, STAKEHOLDERS, AND PREDATORS IN WEAK STATES

By STANISLAV MARKUS

How do property rights become secure? How does rule of law take hold in an economy? The
author uses an original survey of 516 firms in Russia and Ukraine, as well as interview-based
case studies, to reexamine these fundamental issues of political economy. Most states in the de-
veloping world lack the requisite time horizons and institutional capacity to make the credible
commitments emphasized in the literature. In this context, the author argues that firms can en-
force their property rights without resort to mafias by forming alliances with stakeholders such
as foreign actors, community residents, and labor. These stakeholders can impose costs on the
potential aggressors through diverse political strategies, allowing firms to defend their property
rights not only from private predators but also from the state. The article evaluates this “bottom-
up” theory of secure property rights against existing state-based theorizing.

PATHWAYS OF DOMINANCE AND DISPLACEMENT
THE VARYING FATES OF LEGACY UNIONS IN NEW DEMOCRACIES

By TERI L. CARAWAY

Legacy unions—formerly state-backed unions that survived democratic transitions—are
one of the most persistent legacies of authoritarian rule. While usually successful in maintain-
ing their preeminent position, legacy unions have in some cases been overtaken by competing
unions. Deploying a set of paired comparisons of legacy unions that entered the transition with
similar legacies but experienced different fates—Indonesia with South Korea and Poland with
Russia—this article examines why some legacy unions continued to dominate (Indonesia and
Russia) and others did not (South Korea and Poland). The author identifies four pathways of
change: endurance (Indonesia), attrition (South Korea), hegemony (Russia), and rupture (Po-
land). Several features of the transition context propelled legacy unions down distinct pathways
of change—the widespread mobilization of workers outside of state-sponsored unions early in
the transition, partisan links, and the structure of union competition.

DEMOCRATIZATION AND MULTILATERAL SECURITY

By ISABELLA ALCANIZ

Does democratization increase commitment to multilateral security? In this article, the au-
thor argues that democratic transitions increase the incentives of states to cooperate in multilat-
eral security and that this is observable in the rate at which new democracies ratify international
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treaties of arms control, nuclear nonproliferation, and disarmament. New democrats, she asserts,
seek a positive international reputation as an insurance mechanism against future regime rever-
sals. By becoming “good citizens” of the global system, newly elected democratic leaders seek
to expose potential conspirators to the possibility of diplomatic and economic sanctions if they
were to attempt to reverse the transition. First, using original data on the ratification rates of 201
states for twenty major arms control, nonproliferation, and disarmament treaties, the present
study shows conclusively that new democracies outpace older democracies and all autocracies in
committing to multilateral security. Second, the study empirically tests whether the swift ratifi-
cation of security treaties works as a consolidation strategy and finds that, indeed, it does. That
is, new democracies that commit to nonproliferation and arms control treaties are less likely to
experience a regime reversal.

ANGLO-AMERICAN PRIMACY AND THE GLOBAL SPREAD OF DEMOCRACY
AN INTERNATIONAL GENEALOGY
By KEVIN NARIZNY

For the past three centuries, Great Britain and the United States have stood in succession
at the apex of the international hierarchy of power. They have been on the winning side of ev-
ery systemic conflict in this period, from the War of the Spanish Succession to the Cold War.
As a result, they have been able to influence the political and economic development of states
around the world. In many of their colonies, conquests, and clients, they have propagated ideals
and institutions conducive to democratization. At the same time, they have defeated numerous
rivals whose success would have had ruinous consequences for democracy. The global spread of
democracy, therefore, has been endogenous to the game of great power politics.
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