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apt to be mobilized more efficiently. Like their predecessors, post-socialist systems 
are negotiated orders achieved in situ by skillful agents operating in regional 
contexts and hedging against unforeseeable futures. 

The book is an important contribution to the fast-growing field oftransitional 
studies. It features some of the most exciting theoretical thinking currently 
employed in economics, sociology, and political science. The project is itself a 
testimony to the power of networks: it shows what an international team of 
academic entrepreneurs with vastly different backgrounds can accomplish by 
pooling their resources and taking on regnant orthodoxies. And if the book raises 
more questions than it answers, it is because this academic network continues to 
evolve. 

All this is not to say that the theoretical perspective animating this collective 
project is free from blind spots. Its proponents need to pay closer attention to the 
social cost ofvarious strategies driving postsocialist reforms. The issue ofjustice is 
key to liberal reform, whose success in large measure hinges on the leaders' ability 
to justify its iniquities. It would be interesting to see how network theorists 
rationalize primitive capital accumulation currently afoot in Russia and East 
Central Europe. 

Another lacunae that the network-oriented approach has to fill is organized 
crime. The present volume leaves the issue alone, yet an argument could be made 
that organized crime plays a major role in shaping post-socialist economies. Here 
is an important test of how far the present research team is willing to go in its 
endorsement of organizational diversity and cross-ownership. With much of 
Russian trade and financial services controlled by criminal syndicates, the issue is 
hardly a theoretical one. 

The notion that "entrepreneurship is not a function of individual personality 
but ofa social network" is well taken - witness the entrepreneurial imagination 
refugees from socialism demonstrate once they fmd their way abroad. But the 
argument also makes sense when played in reverse: individuals set up networks) 
and some personalities are better at it than others. It was not just their ability to 
network that gave Protestants an advantage over the competition in the late 
seventeenth century. IfWeber is right, it was also a spirit, an ethic, a personality. 
Meanings sedimented in the lifeworld and passed on from one generation to 
another have something to do with structural continuity and change. 

Network theory has produced a line ofinquiry that promises to reshape Russian 
and East Central European Studies. It will serve as a useful antidote to Western 
triumphalism, gloating over the communist demise, and the carpetbaggers" rush 
to sell sure-proof recipes to the vanquished. We should not forget, however, that 
network theory is first and foremost a language, a rhetoric, a poetics, really, with all 
its favorite tropes like "diversity," "ambiguity:' "uncertainty:' "chaotic systems:) 
"network capital:' and "muddling through." Long after the young Turks will have 


