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When thinking about the legacy of the communist regimes upon the socid sciences, |
adways remember a sory from a Czech friend, who was interrupted at the outset of his
orad exams on Marxis economics in the 1980s. “You redize this is dl nonsense, right?’
his examiner asked. My friend, uncertain how to respond, risked nodding quickly.
“Good, then you may continue,” the examiner indicated.

The socid sciences in Centra and Eastern Europe faced tremendous obstacles after the
fdl of communism, not leest of which were educaiond inditutions distorted by the old
regimes. This volume reports that their re-condtitution had to be carried out largey by
those educated under the old sysem. In the face of low sdaries and scarce funding,
many tdented younger socid scientists left the region to pursue funding opportunities
abroad. Socid science faced an interna “brain drain” as wel, since new prospective
cohorts were more likely to opt for higher paying jobs in the private sector than in the
academy. Ladly, socid scientigs in the region sruggled to define their role in changing
societies, somewhere between the continental public intelectud and the Anglo-American
“academic.” Indeed, in the 1990s some scholars (both from the old regime and former-
dissdents) became leading politicians.  This may have been most prominent for
economigts (think of Leszek Bacerowicz or Vaclav Klaus), but socid science as a whole
sruggled with its regpongbilities when writing higory and andyzing current events
could be deeply politicd acts.

This nearly seven hundred-page volume reviews developments in economics, politica
science and sociology, disciplines typicdly studied before 1989 as pat of Marxism-
Leninism. Written by socid scientists from the region, it contans overviews and ten
country reports on each discipline, with additiond chapters on culturd and socid
anthropology, demography, geography, and legd studies. The chapters draw on surveys
of inditutions in the region conducted by the GESISSocid Science Inditute in Berlin
and the Wisschenschaftszentrum in Berlin and come with a CD Rom dealling ther

findings

The handbook provides a vauable resource for information on developments in particular
countries. It is less successful in providing a systematic portrait of developments in the
region. Any such evaduations tend to be impressonistic and depend on how the author
evaluates change. Is the glass hdf full or haf empty? Or perhaps, is the glass filling
quickly enough or a dl? The chapters contan scathing portraits of condescending
Weserners and foreign donors, as wel as pleas for the survivd of domestic traditions.
Country reports in each discipline however dlow for a more nuanced portrait of a



complex region with differing legacies of the old regimes with a range of ideologica
rigidity and represson, from the Bdtic countries formerly part of the Soviet Union or
Romania on the one extreme to the relative openness in Sovenia These chapters dlow
us to see pockets of scholarly activity that survived communism, such as Polish
sociology.

All of the cases highlight questions about the diffuson of Western models of pedagogy,
inquiry and adyds to Centrd and Eastern Europe.  They rase questions about
indtitutional  dependency, pre-communist legacies and the influence of externd funding
upon patterns of change. The handbook finds varying departures from the Soviet mode
of education that separated teaching at universities from research at academies of science.
The chapters report ongoing tensons between recongtituting basc research and
addressing contemporary concerns, from EU enlargement to minority studies. While the
Centra European University in Budapest is repeated noted as one of the few efforts to re-
conditute socid science in the region, mogst locd inditutions have druggled, lacking a
benefactor like George Soros.

Many contributors deplore the disproportionate influence of externd funding and the fact
that socid science textbooks are rardy written in native languages any longer but
trandated from Anglo-American textbooks or even smply published in English. Despite
widespread concerns, there appear to be sources of hope. Professond disciplinary
journds seem to have flourished 0 that, even though they may not yet be peer reviewed
in every case, Hans-Dieter Klingemann finds that “there is not a single country that fals
to offer a journd to publish and discuss politicAd science topics in its own language.”
(208)

Among many drong contributions, | recommend highly the chepter by Hans-Jurgen
Wagener summaizing devdopments in economics for finding an indghtful baance
among sysemdic andyss, agppreciaion for the regiond and country-specific legacies,
and hardnosed assessment of developments in the fiedld. One hopes that the editors will
find the resources to report in another ten years so that we can continue to evauate this
complex and unfolding process of educationd change.



