
One area for future studies to delve into is how tech-
nology and social media are often used by states to
manipulate these sensory and cultural approaches to resis-
tance among activists, including Shi’i women. This line of
inquiry has been explored in other works (e.g., see Marc
Owen Jones, “Propaganda, Fake News and Fake Trends,”
International Journal of Communication, 13, 2019). The
use of “social media and other digital platforms” by
Shanneik’s interlocutors was an important factor in her
study but ultimately not the main focus of the second half
of the book (e.g., Shirazi women identified as “netizens,”
p. 60). Since the 2011 Arab uprisings, scholars have drawn
significant attention to the ways in which states intervene
in social media activismwith the aim of demobilization. As
such, it is important to see how European and Middle
Eastern states have reacted to this new gendered activism
among Shi’i Muslims and what this means for the real-
time potency of such activist enactments.
Shanneik’s pathbreaking study not only shows how

organized activism among Muslim women transforms
their sense of self, the communities, and nation-states in
which they live but also has powerful ramifications for the
international system and the future of the nation-state.
The book demonstrates that citizens deemed as
“undesirable” by states can no longer be exiled and for-
gotten. This is because the bodies of women are crucial to
the geopolitics of the Middle East and beyond (e.g., see
Nicola Pratt, Embodying Geopolitics: Generations of
Women’s Activism in Egypt, Jordan, and Lebanon, 2020).
Indeed, the borders of states and their militaristic capabil-
ities, which uphold state sovereignty, cannot prevent
change or the evolution of citizenship within or without
specific boundaries. One major question that remains,
however, is how states and transnational forces engage in
an invisible battle to give life to counterrevolutions and
redirect or absorb innovative forms of activism, such as the
ones that Shanneik documents, to consolidate their power.
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Rolling Transition is a deeply researched microanalysis of
roughly 2,000 Hungarian intellectuals as they navigated
15 years of a “rolling transition” centered around the
iconic year of 1989. It is also a theoretically rich study of
the role of intellectuals in world-historical moments more
generally. András Bozoki has written the most nuanced
account yet of the transition from one-party state to
multiparty democracy in Soviet-dominated Europe. By
focusing on the intellectuals who struggled to understand
their role in history as history was changing day by day,

Bozoki provides a compelling account of why ideas matter
at revolutionary moments.
The book’s narrative arc starts by situating 1989 in a

century of literature that focuses on the leading role of
intellectuals in the process of social transformation
(chap. 1) and ends with demonstrating how the particular
set of intellectuals who pushed the reform process along in
Hungary over nearly two decades was not one bloc of
people who stayed the same over time but was instead a
“rolling” set of diverse individuals who ducked in and out
of this process at different stages, playing different roles
as their talents and commitments permitted (chap. 9,
co-written with Ágnes Simon). While intellectuals as a
group may have been essential to Hungary’s transforma-
tion, the divisions within the group over strategy and
tactics meant that they were constantly debating each
other, almost to the point of failing to constitute a
coherent opposition force. (Those who follow contempo-
rary Hungarian politics will find this familiar!)
Bozoki argues that “during the era of dictatorship it was

the intellectuals who ‘substituted for’ democracy and kept
national consciousness alive” (p. 206). Once multiparty
democracy became possible, it was the intellectuals who
“reconquer[ed] … the language of freedom” (p. 207). In
short, Bozoki demonstrates how intellectuals in Hungary
drove the process of political transformation by constantly
testing the boundaries of the Soviet system and finally by
engaging in negotiations over the peaceful transfer of
power. They then occupied many of the key roles in the
new system, both in the roundtable negotiations and in
the new parliament.
Bozoki challenges many of the now taken-for-granted

accounts of what happened in and around the year that the
Berlin Wall fell. Instead of seeing 1989 as driven primarily
by the change of leadership in the Soviet Union and the
improvised reactions of surprised “satellite” states, Bozoki
focuses primarily on the internal politics of Hungary, the
first country in the region to engage in economic reform in
the 1960s. When General Secretary János Kádár loosened
rules on censorship in Hungary in the 1970s just enough
to allow intellectuals space for maneuver (chap. 2), intel-
lectuals occupied that space with different samizdat jour-
nals and a rich set of “civil society” institutions ranging
from churches to environmental groups (chap. 3). As the
regime loosened its grip further and opened up more space
for political contestation, intellectuals began to debate
their proper role in relation to political power, from an
“antipolitical” stance that emphasized building social sol-
idarity instead of engaging politics directly to theoretical
debates over how to constitute a “democratic opposition”
in politics with a focus on human rights (chap. 4).
As it gradually became clear through the 1980s that

both new economics and new politics were possible,
Bozoki’s intellectuals reoriented their theories yet again
to adapt (chap. 5), all the while arguing with each other
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over which adaptations were justifiable in the circum-
stances. The opportunity made possible by roundtable
talks in 1989 required the opposition to develop a com-
mon position against the regime, something that was a
challenge as the opposition had before that time special-
ized primarily in arguing among themselves (chap. 6).
After the first multiparty elections in which opposition
intellectuals again resumed their oppositional relationships
to each other (chap. 7), some intellectuals made the leap
into politics while others stayed on the sidelines (chap. 8).
Bozoki makes available in English for the first time the

vibrant culture of theoretical debate that existed during
this period and shows how the very culture of disagree-
ment that made Hungarian intellectual life so rich also
made it challenging for the intellectual opposition either to
unite in a common cause or to create a mass movement
jointly with others. Intellectuals played decisive roles once
the regime type was up for grabs but they did so as self-
appointed, relatively isolated clusters of individuals rather
than through a mass organization confronting the regime
with common demands as Solidarity did in Poland.
The book’s main strength is also its greatest weakness:

the extraordinary level of detail that turns these 15 years
among these 2,000 people into a grand sociohistorical
analysis. At 600þ pages, one needs a great deal of patience
(or in my case, to have personally known many of those
mentioned in the book) to keep reading every word. But
the detail is precisely what makes the book a masterpiece.
Because it summarizes the voluminous writings of Hun-
garian intellectuals in this crucial period, Rolling Transition
is not only a theoretically important analysis in its own
right, but it will become a primary source that future
researchers will need to understand this period.
Only Bozoki could have written this book. He was

simultaneously a participant in the events he discusses and
also a longtime chronicler of the political transition in
Hungary. His eight-volume edited transcript
(in Hungarian), A rendszerváltás forgatókönyve: Kerekasztal-
tárgyalások 1989-ben (The Script of the Regime Change:
Roundtable Talks in 1989, 1999–2000) of the opposition
roundtable negotiations and the one-volume analysis
(in English) of the transition they ushered in (The Roundtable
Talks of 1989: The Genesis of Hungarian Democracy, 2002)
are the best sources for those pivotal discussions, along with
his many books and articles that have made the Hungarian
experience of transition into and out of democracy visible.
Rolling Transition is the result of decades of interviews,
archives, statistics, and experience, and it is that rarest of rare
books, one that has comprehensively reconstructed how
those living through a major political transition made sense
of it at the time while putting their ideas in a grander
theoretical context.
Those looking to understand why Hungary fell into

autocracy under Viktor Orbán a mere two decades later
will be disappointed, and not just because the book ends in

1994. Orbán’s insistence in the opposition roundtable
meetings on negotiating with the Communist party
instead of with the government, and his refusal to sign
onto the governance pact negotiated between the largest
parties in the government and opposition after the first
multiparty election in 1990, hinted that he was not a team
player, but was instead unduly interested in the techniques
of power monopolization. Even though he was present
from 1988 onward in the debates that Bozoki catalogues,
Orbán exists only at the margins of this story.

Perhaps that is as it should be.With his focus on ideas at
the end of the Soviet domination of Eastern Europe,
Bozoki makes accessible the impressive intellectual debates
among those living through those important decades,
struggling to understand their own place in a history that
indeed did not end in 1989. Just as Bozoki’s intellectuals
had no idea that the old system could be so fundamentally
transformed when it was, so too could they probably not
have imagined that someone at the edges of these debates
would monopolize power again so soon.
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Some historical junctures loom larger than others in the
imaginations of political scientists. These may be the wars,
revolutions, economic collapses, or other big events that
have reshaped states and societies. They may be student
uprisings, sovereign debt crises, terrorist attacks, or other
events that equally have impacted the path of polities. But
not all junctures leave legacies. Not all junctures are
“critical,” at least not if understood as an interval of time
that marks a substantial change from the past. Some
junctures may be less important for explaining later out-
comes, and exaggerated attention to them may mask the
actual reasons for those outcomes. For this among other
reasons, researchers must remain open to examining other,
prior junctures for their potentially lasting impact. How-
ever, where to stop that pursuit remains a thorny challenge
for political scientists. How to deal with this so-called
infinite regress problem is the core methodological ratio-
nale behind this volume.

No body of scholarship has made it a bigger priority to
find solutions to the infinite regress problem than that
which has become known as the critical juncture tradition.
And at fully nineteen chapters and four weighty appendi-
ces, no collection offers a more complete account of this
tradition than David Collier and Gerardo L. Munck’s
edited volume, Critical Junctures and Historical Legacies:
Insights and Methods for Comparative Social Science. It is a
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