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EnuinpooBeta, to KEKMOKOT npayparonoinoe 1pelg KUKAouG dlaké€ewv (yia 1o ouvdikahoTi-
KO KIVNPQ, TOV KOWWVIKO AMOKAELOHO KaL TOV KOWWVIKO 0Laloyo), 21 nuepideg [yla peravaoteuan,
eknaldeuon, KOWWVIKA MOATIKA, TAUTOTNTEG, KOWWVIKO anokAElopo, dnpoypagia, neptBalov,
OLKOYEVELD, L00TNTA Twv PUALY), eviy ekukhopopnae akopa 33 BBAa (oe Bépata Kowwvikng Mo-
ATikng, Kowawvikng AvBpwnohoyiac), 9 teTpadia epyaciag, 36 evnpepwrikeg ekBeaelg (ae Bepara
eknaideuong).

Tehog, katnpTioe Tn Baon BlBAoypapkmy dedopevmv e Tov TiTAo TAAYKA. oe ouvepyaoia kat
pe Tnv aThptEn Tou EBvikou Kevtpou Tekpnpiwong Tou EBvikou 1dpupatog Epeuvay nou eival apeoa
npooBaotun peow Tng totooeAidag Tou EKT. KahunTel Tnv xpovikn neplodo ano Tig apxég tou 19ou
aLVva PEXPLTLG PEPEG pag kat nepthapBavet 40.000 tithoug (navw ano 20.000 eivat apBpa kat 4.000
nepinou eMnVIKeG Kat Eveg OLaTplBeg).

H dpacTnplotnTa kat entatnpovikn napaywyn Tou KEKMOKOTT anoteAel unoddelypa epeuvnti-
KoU Beapou nou Aettoupyet 010 nAaicto Tou dnpociou naventoTnpiou. Me QTwxEG UNOBOWEG, NEVL-
Xp@ PEOa Kal Pe MEIPELG KUPLWG OE UNOOTNPLKTLKO NPOoWNIKG avEAaBE Kal EQeEPE €1G NEPAG £va
agloroyo kat oykwdeg Epyo pe dleBvn avayvwplan.

2tnv EAMAda, n npwtonopia tou KEKMOKOTT oo nedio Tng €peuvag TNG KOWWVLKAG MOMTIKNG
elvat avap@loBATNTN Kat agloznAeutn. Znuaviiko péAo oe auth Tnv nopeia €nal§av 1o eNLOTNHOVIKO
NpoownLkod uynhou entnedou kat dleBvoug kUpoug nou dlaBeTeL To Kevipo kat To Tunpa Kowwvi-
KNG lMoATIKNG Tou NaventaTnpioy, oA Kat ot entoTnpovikol dteuBuvtég Tou: H kaBnyntpla Kouha
Kaowarn nou dintBuve 1o Kevipo yia 14 xpovia kat o kabnyntng A. Toaouang (4 xpovia).

Oool éxouv napakoiouBnaoel ano kovra v avantuén Tou KEKMOKOTT kat dpacTnptonotou-
vTat aTo {810 Nedio TNC KOWWVIKAG NOATIKNG, ONWG 0 UNOPALVOUEVOG, HNOPOUV QVENLPUAGKTA va
BeBatwoouv OTL N unpoooupa yia 1o épyo Tou KEKMOKOTT nou npohoyizet n kaBnyntpia K. Kaot-
paTn, elvat ypappevn pe nohu oepvornta. Etol onwg appozel oe entotnpovec. H npaypatikotnta
opwg unepBaivel Ta ypapopeva. Awtt To KEKMOKOT, oe teheutaia avaAuon, eivat n epeuvnTikn
atgoopatpa, n peBodohoyikn napadoon, n dlanaldaymynon VEWY ENLOTNHOVWY KAl YEVIKOTEPA N
EMNLOTNHOVIKN KANPOVOULG KaL TO «U®ad» nou apnvel niow Tou. a 1o Mavrelo MMaventothylo kat 10
Tpnpa Kowawvikng MoATikng eivat geyaAn Tiun ala kat euBuvn n Unapgn kat ouvéxion Tng 8pdang
Tou KEKMOKOTT.

Beddwpog LakeMaponoulog
[Mavreto lNavenornipto

Kvist, Jon and Saari, Juho (eds),

The Europeanisation of social protection,
The Policy Press Bristol, 2007

Aseries of developments that have taken place over the past ten years such as the increased
application of the internal market rules to the area of social protection, the creation of
the EMU, the launch of the Lisbon Strategy (original and revised), the introduction of the Open
Method of Coordination (OMC) and the enlargement process have had important implications in
the field of social policy which has progressively moved towards the top of the European agenda.
The significance of the social aspect is manifested by the particular attention devoted to the
social dimension of Europe in several European Presidencies (Ferrera M., Hemerijck A., and
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Rhodes M., 2000, The Future of Social Europe: Recasting Work and Welfare in the New Economy,
Oeiras: Celta Editora, Esping-Andersen G., (ed.}, 2002, Why we need a new welfare state, Oxford:
Oxford University Press, Sakellaropoulos Th., and Berghman J., (eds), 2004, Connecting Welfare
Diversity within the European Social Model, Antwerp: Intersentia). Against this background, The
Europeanisation of social protection edited by Jon Kvist and Juho Saari constitutes an insightful
contribution to the growing literature on the increasing interactions between the EU and the
national level.

The principal aim of The Europeanisation of social protection is to analyze the reactions
of member states ([domestic impact and member states governments’ responses] to a series
of developments through 11 country studies, reflecting the diversity of EU member states in
terms of size, welfare regime, membership history, political legacy, and competitiveness. These
intervening variables of broad political, economic and historical significance also allow the
testing of different hypothesis on the different European impact across countries. The book
focuses on four complementary areas of potential importance for the Europeanisation of social
protection; policy processes (such as the Lisbon Strategy, the Social Policy Agenda 2000-05
and 2005-10, the OMC and demographic changel, the interplay between internal markets and
social policy, the EMU, and the enlargements of 2004 and 2007, notwithstanding the importance
of other factors.

The central argument is that a series of developments that have taken place over the past
ten years “have led to national and EU levels becoming more interwoven, a process we describe
as the Europeanisation of social protection” (p. 1). Chapter one presents these developments
in more detail, while providing the common analytical framework used in the country studies.
The empirical part centers on 11 country studies; Germany, the UK, France, Italy, Poland, Spain,
the Czech Republic, Finland, the Netherlands, Denmark and Greece. Each chapter includes a
brief introduction to the case study followed by a presentation of the perception of the ESM in
the country under study. The heading “European social model versus the country model” is not
accidental, as authors were asked to focus on the perception of the EMS in their country, rather
than on some common definition shared by all authors or an official definition provided by the
European institutions. Each chapter presents the main principles of national reforms and the
role of the ESM and the EU, as well as the national responses to a series of EU initiatives. A
brief conclusion summarizes the main findings. Chapter thirteen provides an analysis of the
variables used in the case selection that was missing from the introductory chapter as well as
a comparative analysis of the Europeanisation of social protection as both a downloading and
uploading process based on the country studies. The analysis indicates that while EU social
policy is still driven by negative integration the latter has moved from a low to a high politics
area, whereas positive integration is no longer geared towards the transfer of sovereignty but
is instead focused on facilitating collaboration among member states. In addition, EU-level
developments like the EMU, internal market extensions and EU enlargements could also
have potential influence on national social policy. Overall, the EU influence on national social
protection seems to be mediated at the national level and based on voluntary adjustments (p.
241). Therefore, the analysis does not indicate a convergence of welfare models, or a formation
of a common ESM in different countries. "Member states appear occupied with the same
range of welfare reforms....[hJowever significant differences remain in the reasons for reform
and in the type of reforms made” (p. 248). In terms of the Europeanisation patterns, countries
reporting an EU impact on national social protection are those facing the biggest adjustment



(186] KOINONIKH ZYNOXH KAl ANANTYZH

pressures. This group comprises countries of the Southern or Central and Eastern European
types or those ranking low in terms of competitiveness, and where a certain downloading of
ideas is also evident. Nonetheless, all countries under study report an increasing interaction
and transformation in the relationships between the EU and national level in the social policy
field. Acknowledging the difficulties posed by the existence of a variety of definitions of the ESM,
Juho Saari and Kari Valimaki in the concluding chapter attempt to increase the theoretical
and socio-political usefulness of the concept by identifying 10 characteristics or dimensions
of the ESM; beyond the shared common values, these include common identity, partnership,
gender equality, common challenges, common policy responses, common institutions, common
policy processes, commitment to the welfare state/society and European dimensions. While
attempting to move a step forward by seeking to incorporate elements of both argumentations
regarding the essence of the ESM (the one focusing on common values and the one stressing
the group-specific institutional, political, cultural and geographical legacies) the authors risk
concept-stretching which could ultimately undermine the usefulness of the concept.

In terms of advancing our understanding of the Europeanisation of social protection the
book, through its eleven country studies, provides a comprehensive picture of the differences
of Europeanisation patterns, while making apparent that the EU influence is not homogenous
across countries. In parallel, with its emphasis on member states’ responses the analysis
highlights the multidimensional character of the process; member states are not mere passive
recipients of EU initiatives but at the same time shape them through their responses (or lack of)
making explicit the dynamic nature of the process. Nonetheless, given the increasing importance
of mechanisms of policy learning and diffusion of ideas in the formulation of social policy, the
analysis could profit further through the inclusion of the EU effect on non-EU member states
such as Switzerland and Norway, two countries where such mechanisms are most likely to have
an effect given the similarities and geographical proximity to EU member states (for an overview
of the case selection problem in Europeanisation research see Haverland M., 2006, Does the EU
Cause Domestic Developments? Improving Case Selection in Europeanisation Research, West
European Politics, 29(1): 134-146). Overall, The Europeanisation of social protection constitutes
an insightful book for scholars interested in the increasing interaction of the EU and national
level in social protection and the evolving character of social policy in Europe.

M. Angelaki
Panteion University

Danilo Zolo, Globalization: An Overview,
European Consortium for Political Research (ECPR) Press, Colchester
2007

E tval Gpaye adlapploBnTnTo OTL N NAYKOOULONOINGN €ival OLKOVOPLKO (AWVOUEVO, OTL EXEL KATA-
KAUoEL Tov MAQVATN, OTL EXEL OPVNTIKEG CUVENELEC YLO TOUG MEPLOOOTEPOUG avBpwnoug Kat ot
Ol NEPLOOOTEPOL OVAAUTEC eival eNKpLTLKOL anévavil oto gawodpevo autd; O Nravilo ZoAo, kabn-
ynThG @Lhoocopiag Tou dikaiou kat Tou dleBvoug dikaiou oto Maventotnpto Tng PAwpevtiag, Bazet
Ta npdypata otn Beon Toug. Onwg e€nyet aTo eucUvonTo BLBALo Tou, Mou anoTeAel emtokdnNNan Twv
OXETIKWV avaAUoEwy, Mool av OxL oL NepPLOcOTEPOL OUYYpaPelc dLakewTal BTG Npog TNV na-
ykooptonotnon. 2tnv EAAGda, onou éxet dnpooteuBel nAnBapa enkptrikav BLBALwy yia Tnv nayko-


http://www.tcpdf.org

