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THE STUDY OF PROTEST
POLITICS IN EASTERN EUROPE
IN THE SEARCH OF THEORY

Grzegorz Ekiert and Jan Kubik

Spectacular and sometimes tragic in their consequences, waves of contention have swept Eastern
Europe since the end of the Second World War with remarkable regularity. From the initial
armed resistance through manifold forms of everyday disobedience to spectacular outbursts of
rebellious anger, the people of Eastern Europe have periodically challenged reigning regimes.
Protest under communism came from oppressed and voiceless social groups challenging pow-
erful authorities through weakly institutionalised mobilisations that in turn provoked extremely
repressive responses from the state. After 1989, protests have become routinised, highly institu-
tionalised and organised by political movements and civil society organisations. Today, conten-
tion is a constant feature of post-communist politics generating a high number of significant
protest events.

Western theory of contention and protest politics in Eastern Europe

There is a large, diverse social science and history literature on protest, contention, and opposi-
tional activities in Eastern Europe both before and after 1989. We review the scholarship on the
later period, focusing in particular on its theoretical trajectory. The goal is to identify and briefly
characterize the main stages in the development of the literature on protest in Eastern Europe
and to trace down mutual influences between this literature and theorics of contentious politics
developed in the Western social sciences.

There are four distinctive stages in the scholarly literature on post-1945 protest in the region.
They correspond roughly to the four historical phases of contention. A series of carly rebellions
4gainst the new communist rule across the region constitutes the first stage. Largely descriptive

- Amalyses of this period are interspersed with theoretical strands inspired by the idea of totalitari-
M and some elements of collective behaviour and mass society theories (Zinner 1962, Baring
D [ ey 1958).
3 The second phase is marked by the emergence of dissident movements, counter hegemonic
UIscourses, and open political opposition, rooted in the defeat of communist reformers of the
Hgue Spring and made possible by the Helsinki Accords of 1975.' The rise and defeat of the

darlty movement in Poland was its central event. Scholars studying the second phase at

tme (and often later) rely mostly on case studies and employ several broad interpretative
Proaches popular in the social science of the period: historical and political sociology, political
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The literature on 1989 is thus divided nto two strands. T
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years of patient organising and massive
d even economic levels (with underground publishing

he more prominent one continues
n (descriptive/historical and inter-
pretative). Its theoretical competitor draws on the approaches to contentious politics that are
mspired by game theory (Ash 2011). Historians, historically minded sociologists and political
scientists, and journalists age most influential in the literature of Poland, Hungary, and Czechoslo-
vakia, where the revoly tionary wave of protest in 1988-1989 came as the culmination of years of
contentious challenges to the communist monopoly of power, often emanating from the domain
of culture. These writers emphasise historical legacies and reconstruct long-term trajectories of
resistance and rebellion, byt primarily provide detailed accounts of multiple oppositional activi-
ties by the Polish Solidarity or the Czechoslovak Charter 77 and

aches to contention in the regio

a constellation of organisations
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) to more systematic and comparative accounts (Banac 1992; Stokes

1993; Joppke 1995; Bruszt and Stark 1991). This tradition of analysing the 1989 revolutions as
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historians (Kenney 2003; Pleshakov 2009; Sebestyen 2010; Mueller et ], 2015), but also among
social scientists (Eisenstadt 2015; della Porta 2014).
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SUpporters, eqch of which has a different tippi
dﬂmonstrate

are not seen as an
workers, and party
mbers are ready to
of protection and
el of the situation
npirical data from

(assumption very similar to Kuran¥). Individuals’ calculations

Prediction (e.g. the probability of the regime’s fall) are central ¢o their mod
M N-person assurance game. The models are then tested with er
kia, East Germany, Romania, and China (a negative case).
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Critical social science

Researchers continuing the tradition of critical social science
puzzle of low working class contentiousness. Why do workers in
experiencing detrimental ch
ously? There are several exp

often study what may be called a
post-communist countries, often
anges in their professional and private lives, not protest more Vigor-

lanations. Greskovits compares Eastern Europe and L
observes that the transformations in the former were

tion, and concludes that the main reason for that E

atin America,
accompanied by less violence and conten-—
ast Buropean “patience” is that:

Communism left behind societies lacking in the
factors associated with violent collective
the smaller number of marginalized poo

structural, institutional, and cultural
action. The lack of extreme income inequality,

r, the relatively lower degree of urbanization of
the population, and the absence of recen t, violent experience

s with coups and riots may
all have contributed a stabilizing influen

ce under post-Communism.
(1998: 85)
Vanhuysse emphasises a different set of factors to explain the rel

high levels of exit into the informal economy,
union leadership, ideological “delusions” (

ative quiescence of workers:
the decline of unionised Jjobs, the ineptness of
such as the attraction of illiberal and populist ideas),
but primarily well-designed governmental strategies of “divide and pacify” (2006: 137).
Crowley, Ost, and their colleagues argue that the main cause of labour weakness is its “own
anti-union ideas, or what might be called a crisis of class identity, that contributes powerfully to
union weakness” (2001: 7) and sce this crisis as a legacy of state socialism, under which labour
unions functioned mostly as “transmission belts” of communist party power. Bohle and Gresko-
vits (2012) dispute some of the conclusions in Crowley and Ost (2001), particularly that unions

in South Eastern Europe were created “as weak actor.” They argue that in many cases they started

develops the argu-
their unionist identity, replacing it with nationalistic
g their effectiveness as labour's champions.

is that labour in Eastern Europe is not particularly

relatively strong and only weakened over time (2012: 184-191). Ost (2005)
ment about Solidarity activists “betraying”

and religious ideology and in the process losin
Sil's “second generation” argument (2014)

weak and the unions are not inconsequential (after the initial decline)
varies across the

, though their influence
ation for the difference in
and concludes that in the
kers’ interests because they
wing parties. Wenzel (forthcoming) studies labour union
articularly their protest actions, and — much like Sil — concludes that the
ificant influence on the course of
country. Ashwin (1999) examines the relative quiescence of the Russian working class.
Beissinger and Sasse (2013), who studied the massive protest wave
COMmunist countries after the crisis of 2008, ask whether the end
refer to the relative quiescence o
that it i context-dependent:

region. He offers a complex, context-sensitive explan
of labour unions in Poland and the Czech Republic,

are less divided and more successful in defending wor
form more effective alliances with left-
activities in Poland, p

post-communist transformations in that

that swept the post-
of this patience is coming. They

In Tolstoyan fashion, those “happy” countries that continued to experience economic

growth in the midst of global crisis were all little affected by protest, while those “un happy”
countries that experienced significant economic contractions were all “unhappy”in their
OWn ways, displaying quite varied protest responses to economic decline.

(2013: 363-364)
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arge hybrid regime state (Russia) and demonstrate that regional

ntensity of protest and the type of demands. Greene (2014) shows
communist system in Russia increasingly relies on

of the elite from society. Russian society is not suppressed, but
the state/government/elite has managed to form a system in

“bottom-up” pressures of protest. The soclety is not as passive as it is portrayed in most standard
studies; it is active but the system’s configuration prevents this activity from being effective. Smyth
(2014) and Smyth, Soboleva, Shimek, and Soboley (2015), building on their original database
(including interviews with the protestors), analyse the competing mobilisations (and narratives)
of Putin’s opponents and supporters, often clashing in the streets after the December 2011 pres-
idential elections. Smyth, Sobolev, and Soboleva (2013) study the manufactured mobilisation of
Putin’s supporters and its political impact.

Two books deal with the periodic outburst of protest in the most authoritarian post-communist
states. Navumau (2016) studies “the Belarussian Maidan” of 2006 in
the most oppressive regime in Europe. He provides a det
also an original interpretation, partially driven by

models to the specific realitics of post-Soviet Bel
the chief idea of ]

“disconnecting” the political world
rather it is just made irrelevant, since
which it is relatively isolated from

a rare study of protest in
ailed account of what transpired, but
an effort to assess the applicability of Western

arus. Radnitz (2010), in a book “subverting”
ames Scott’s influential study (1985),

alarge degree manufactured by a part of the elit
the populace through a mechanism he calls
The literature on colour

shows that protest in Kyrgyzstan was to
¢ that achieved influence over some segment of
“subversive clientelism.”

revolutions, a fascinating cross-nation
be discussed as a distinct strand. The 2000 “Bulldozer Revolution’
series of revolts against new authoritarian rulers in the region. As in
predicated on massive mobilisation of civil society
Revolutions in Georgia (2003), Ukraine (2004), and
mechanisms, and consequences
(2005) offers a description
Onuch (2014), com
Prehensive histo

al protest wave, deserves to
"in Serbia was the first in a
other cases, the success was
and its coordinated actions (Bieber 2003).
Kyrgyzstan (2005) followed. Their origins,
have been interpreted and explained in several ways. Wilson
and day-to day analysis of the Orange Revolution in Ukraine, while
paring this revolt with the Argentinian upheaval of 2001, provides a com-
ry of Ukrainian revolts since 1920, develops her own theoretic

al frames inspired
ifaceted database, and as

a result is able to “map”
4 Very comprehensive picture of the revolution. Hypotheses derived from the SPOT program

4 mixed with seyeral CARP ideas in Beissinger’s analysis of the Orange Revolution (2013)
RelYillg on the results of two surveys, he shows that the revolutionaries in Ukraine (

ar.xd Egypt) were not driven by a strong commitment to democratic ide
Wspara e preferences formed “negative coalitions”

: Q&nt]y by extreme rejection of the incumbent regime, with no dominant, overarching grievance”
\352013: 17). For Tucker (2009), who works within the CARP ;
ﬂSwf)ne of the cengry] concerns. He
this dilemm, i Ukraine

as in Tunisia
als; rather, people with
and their actions were “fueled predomi-

paradigm, the free-riding dilemma
argues that the most important factor that helped to overcome
and trigger mobilisation was information about vote-rigging. Lane
09) b ) O ) ) DOE )
Y contrast, believes that most people assumed that the information about the rigged
Ctl “ :
1S Was manufactured (2009: 132). Lane focuses also on democracy promotion” that he
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Summary

Collective protests and contentious mobilisations h

ave been permanent features of E
politics since 1945 to the present,

although over time they have
four distinct periods in the evolution of contentiousness in tl
rebellions against the

ast European
changed considerably. There are
1e region: (1) mostly spontaneous
icies of the new regimes; (2) the
Prague Spring in 1968 until 1989,
1e Solidarity movement as its dominant
at involved widespread contentious mobilis

an enormous range of protest strategies from peaceful demonstration to
bloody civil wars; and (4) the post-1989 period, characterised by the
tion shaped by diverging regime types, s
to various forms of authoritarian rule.

imposition of communist rule and pol
period of reforms and Opposition movements lasting from the
with the Prague Spring and the rise and suppression of tl
events; (3) the 1989-1991 revolutions th ation, conta-
gion and diffusion, and

“normalisation” of conten—

panning the entire range from consolidated democracies

In this review we did not set out to present protest
Europe, but rather to reconstruct the evolution of
explain contention. We focus in particular on the post-1989-1991 period characterised by an
mpressive diversity of interpretative and explanatory strategics. Inspirations of critical Marx-
ism are clearly reflected in the continuing inter

est in the absence of class-based mobilis
and weakness of the left-wing radicalism. The second broad rese
mostly to comparative politics is preoccupied with the
and authoritarian backsliding,
to social cleavages

and contentious mobilisation in Eastern
approaches used to describe, interpret, and

ation
arch programme belonging

role of contention in democratisation
while the third strand focuses on p

and identities. While many studies of contentio
and interpretive, there is an equally significant body
explanatory strategies focused on identifying
and comparative data sets,

atterns of mobilisation related
n in the region are descriptive
of work employing more “positivistic”

causal mechanisms and based on large, systematic,

Notes

I The Helsinki Accords (or Helsinki Final Act)
first Conference on Sccurity
borders of Europe. The

were signed on 1 August 1975
and Co-operation in Europe. They legitim
thirty-five signatory states (including
except Albania) agreed, inter alia, to respect human righes and ©
the Sovict Bloc governments had a much more
movements) that wou
2 Since the 197
politics: Synthe al Opportunity Theory (SPOT) and
('CARP), as they were dubbed by Lichbach (1998). SPOT’ dominant tenor is structuralist
(1t§ lcading scholars are Tilly, Tarrow, and McAdam), while CARP
1elies on rationg choice and game theory. See also Lichbach (1995).

, at the conclusion of the
ated the post-Second-World=War
the Soviet Union and all its satellite
basic politic
difficult time
Id invoke the Accords when face
S, two rescarch programmes have
tic Politic

states,
al freedoms. From that point on,
suppressing political opposition (dissident
d with persecution.

come to dominate the ficld of study on contentious

Collective Action Rescarch Programme
and historical
focuses on individual decisions and

Bibliography
) “A Game-theoretic Model of P
‘ar«zt{ Lost-Compuniss Studies 44: 1-15.
T%mothy Garton. 1983, The Polish
Tlmothy Garton, 1
Win, Surah, 1
€ Ivo, ¢, 1

Konstatin, 2011,

rotest in the Context of Post-communism.” Communist

Revolution: Solidarity. New York: Ch
990. Magic Lantern: Re
999. Russian Workers: The
Y92, Eastern I

arles Scribner’s Sons.
volution of ’89. New York: Random House.
Anatomy of Patience. Manchester: Manchester University Press.
urope in Revolution. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press.

aca, NY: Cornell University Press.

of the Soviet State. Cambridge: Cambridge

‘ Uprising in East Germany: June 17, 1953. Ith
Eer Mark R, o

: ) Y02. Nationalist Mobilization and the Collapse
“MIversity Pregs,




Grzegorz Ekiert and Jan Kubik

“§gructure and Example in Modular Political Phenomena: The Diffusion of
 Perspectives on Politics 5,2:259-2706.
Democratic Revolution: Coalitions in Ukraine’s Orange

Beissinger, Mark R. 2007.
Bulldozer/Rose/Orange/Tulip Revolutions.
Mark R. 2013, “The Semblance of
Science Review 107, 3: 574-592.
“An End to Paticnee? The 2008 Global Financial Crisis
and Nancy Bermeo, cds. Mass Politics in “lough
Sk Oxford University Press, 334-370).
York: Columbia University

Beissinger,
Revolution.” American Political

Beissinger, Mark R. and Gwendolyn Sassc. 2013,
and Political Protest in Eastern Europe.” In Larry Bartels
Times: Opinions, Votes and Protest in the Great Recession. New Y¢

Bernhard, Michael H. 1993. The Origins of Democratization i Poland. New
Press.

Bicber, Florian. 2(
bia” International journal of Politi
The Case of Yugoslavia]: 73-90.

Bohle, Dorothee and Béla Greskovits.
University Press.

Brusze, Liszlo and David Stark. 1991. “Remaking the Pol
the Politics of (kvmpctiti(m.”jourlm/ of International Affairs, 45, 1:201-245.

Bunce, Valeric and Sharon Wolchik. 2010, “Transnational Networks, Diffusion Dynamics, and Electoral
Change in the Postcommunist World.” In Rebecca Kolins Givan, Kenneth M. Roberts, and Sarah Soule,

eds. The Diffusion of Social Movements: Actors, itical Effects. Cambridge: Cambridg

University Press, 140-162.
Bunce, Valeric and Sharon Wolchik. 201
bridge: Cambridge University Press.
Cirtautas, Arista M. 1997. The Polish Solidarity Movement: Reve
Routledge.
Crowley, Stephen
Eastern Europe.
Della Porta, Donatell
sity Press.
Eisenstadt, Shmuel N. 2
Framework of the 1Dynamics of Modernity!
of Polish Solidarity: Social Activism, Regime Collapse, and Bui
Lang, 203-213.
Ekicrt, Grzegorz. 19906, The State Against Society: Pol
Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.
Ekicrt, Grzegorz and Jan Kubik. 1998a. “Contentious
gary, Poland, and Slovakia, 1989—1994. World Politics, 50 547-581.
Ekicrt, Grzegorz and Jan Kuabik. 1998b. “Collective Protest in Postcommunist Pol
munist and Post-Contnunist Studies, 31,2: 91=117.
Ekicrt, Grzegorz and Jan Kubik. 1999. Rebellious Civil Society: Popular
Poland, 1989—1993. Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press.
Ekicrt, Grzegorz, Jan Kubik, and Michal Wenzel. 2013, Civil Society in Poland After the Fall of Coi
A Diachronic Perspective. Presented at the Council for European Studies” (CES) Twenticth Intern
Conference of Europeanists, June 25-27, 2013, Amsterdam.
Fagan, Adam and JoAnn Carmin, eds. 2011, Green Activism in Post-Social
Union. London: Routledge.
Dynamika spori.
fe Third Republic|. Warszawa: Wydawnictwo Na
“Bulgaria’s Year of Civic Anger.” The Journal of Democracy,
ocracy: Civil Society and Civic Movements in Eastert Europe.

vil Society: Roots of the Delayed Transition in Ser-

103, “The Serbian Opposition and G
1 |Studics in the Social History of Destruction:

¢s, Culture, and Society, 17,

2012. Capitalist Diversity on Europe’s Periphery. Tthaca, NY: Cornell

itical Ficld: From the Politics of Confrontation to

Mechanisns, and Pol

1. Defeating Authoritarian Leaders in Postcomnmunist Countries. Cam-

[ution, Democracy and Natural Rights. London:

and David Ost, eds. 2001 Warkers After Workers' States: Labor and Politics in Postcommunist

Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littleficld.

2. 2014, Mobilizing for Democracy: Comparing 1989 and 2011. Oxford: Oxford Univer=
015. “The Velvet and the Classical Revolutions — A Comparative Analysis in the
“In Andrzej Rychard and Gabricl Motzkin, eds. The Legaty:
Iding of a New Sociefy. Frankfurt am Main: Peter

itical Crises and Their Aftermatli in East Central Europe:
1

Politics in New Democracies: Bast Germany, Hun=

and, 1989-1 993" Co

Protest and Democratic Consolidat

ist Europe and the For

Protesty rolnikéw w 11 Rzeczpospolitej [The Dynamics of D

ukowe SCHOLAR.

25, 1: 3345
St

Forys, Grzegorz. 2008.
Farmers’ Protests i

Ganev, Venelin. 2014

Glenn, John. 2003. Framing Dem
Stanford University Press.

Gorenburg, Dmitry P 2003 Minority I
University Press.

Greene, Samuel AL 2014. Moscow in Movem
University Press.

Greskovits, Béla. 1998, The Political Economy of Protest and
mations Compared. Budapest: Central European University Press.

thuic Mobilization in the Russian Federation. Cambridg

ent: Power and Opposition in Putin’s Russia. Stanford

Patience: East Europeatt and Latin AN

o L
Protest politics in the search of theory

Greskovits, Béla, Zoltd 7
; - a, Zoltin Virhalmi. . . i
%t)/:X()(l[/ﬂ!l'()il.’ Hungary in the 7;;3:11171(:; 021;) Wlttmlbcrg
‘ wenticth International Conferen f o
Gwertzman, Bernard and Michael B Koot
Book. R
Holzhacker, Ronald. 2012, «

2 B 1

— ;(Hf’). Contentious Ciil Society
sented at the Council fe )
: . Jounci
uropeanists, 2527 Junc 2( Soche
aufman, cds. 1 "

and Democratic

ropean Studices’ (CES

T 13, Amsterdam. -
. ollapse of Communism. New York: Ti

: Times

s o National and Transnati
l?lﬂcﬂ,nt'l)()]lt'lczﬂ Environments: Mod h]“”?mtum
J %0'1117“"”””(’ European Politics, 10, 1: 23 —t; o nters
acobsson, Kerstin, ed. 2015 5, 10,1:23-47.
; »ed. 2015, Urban Grassroots
oppke, Christi: : an G assroots Movements in Ce "
J p]p; » istian. 1_‘)()5. East German Dissidents ;”ff in Central and Eastern Europe. F
qqt]r(m. Houndmills: MacMillan Press > s and the Re pe.
Kaminski, fukasz, Andrzei y
. g ¢) Matkicwicz, - .
Wi ”al;rf;s Zm'i Krzysztof Ruchnicwicz 2004. Opé
5 i - >yktad=ie Polshi . - 2004, Opér spotecz L
111‘1948—53: Cases of Poland, Germ ie 1 "/SL'I, NRD C:e(/w:fau/aq‘/ |So 'pl 5Pf’f((~,1), w Europic Srod-
B i Rusa and Reger pct: 5 n;z(/)z Democratic Republic and Czechos] I\(,C’(’ Resistance in Central Europe
% s Tsen. 97 —~<CChostovariay. T T -
1989.” Journal of Politics, 55, 3: 588 ()]Z f l’:-otcstcrsa{n \1)(/[]{0ddw. A,
B Do 299, 2000014, and Reoimoes:
Kgn?uy, Padraic. 2003. A Carnipal of Biwolsi i cgimes: E
Press. 4 olution: Ce,
Kopecky; Petr and Cas Mudde. 2
Routledge. T

Kornhauser, William. 1959,

3 am. 1959, The Politics of

e W s of M. e

Km;ztgiv, Péter :md Jon Van Til, eds. 2(){(; 7 VS/;,SI‘;””}" o Yorks Frec P

1 b'ltujlpcst{ Central European Univcrsity- PTL( !

ubik, Jan. 1994, The 4 o
o 1)4/ The I’f)w(r of Symbols Against the Symbols of

kS T: in Poland. College Park, PA: Penn St t\ )l’ L, e he

an, Timor. 1991, « F Ne e Flomen

e Now Out of Never. The Eleme S

] B o ¢ Element of Surprise in the E

anc, Davi e ) » C
;‘ %V'ld. 2009. “ “Coloured Revolution’ s 4 P
fansition Politics, 25, 2—3: 113—135 e

al Strategies of LGBT Civil Soci

hom By e ety Organizations in

and Eastern Europe for Equality.”

braTarme Ad
arnham: Ashgatc.

I/(J/HII()II f 1 < a chien a L.e
of 1989 Social Mov, ment in a ninist
[¢ [.enir 'S

Deci alcu stern T
ston Calc lus O 1Ster 1 )
astern Euro
pe

ntral Europe 1989, Princeton NJ: P

rinceton University

3 Unciv 1¢ onte S 17C S 0ST- 1 AY Hrop(
= il Soc ) Co I 1 1
ter /4 >
)0 1 () ntentious | )/l}l[ 1 Post COMmL Hrop
Illll)lll)’];()k

on:
Tess.

/’/{(Il’l'(lll Patient: ocl oposition to t ber CHIC
U .S[ﬂ/O}p) on g /[ 1]
1 f 1 to an Illiberal Dem ICracy.

Rise of Solidarity and the Fall of State

ast European Revolution.”

olitical Phenomenon.

el ch ;

n:;;l;llc?ur, Nora and Britta Schellenbere. eds
- :l‘g”_%m”‘g Populism in Europe. BCI“]lllT"F 5
ma? omila V. and Alisa Voznaya 20 (im
hviludles, 67,2:327-342 R
h;h;;?;);:,] 1-1‘358. A Case History of Hope:
;hbach:M::k II ]1(‘))(‘)): {(/1( Rebel’s Dilemma. Ann Arbor- Un
. ; o. “Contending 0T J A
of Social Order” Annual R('VLiz’]dmh e B e

m:«mr.l, Susanne, 1994,
1pzig, East Germany, 1
TRANE, Diana, 2015, ’

5 7 5 .
Journal of Communist Studies and

2011. Is Euro
O11. pe on the “Right” P,
“ drich Ebert Stiftune. i
New Data on P v

5 p; _—
? Right-wing Extremism

rotest Trends i i
S et e 3
n Russia’s Regions.”

o " Europe-Asia
e Stor ) K fl
y of 1 oland_: 1)efchf11/ Revolution. New York: 1)
wersity of Michigan Presg oubleday
. us Politics ; & "
i o g iy 4(”_4;; olitics and the Structure-Action P
he - 145 o
()8(;(1)?141711@ of Informational Cascades
o =91.” World Politics, 47- 42—101 e The Mond
Bulgaria, Hyp, Rt .
g gary, and Romania.” coft N, B
e ania.” In Geoffrey Pleyers o o o the 201
2 e 410 ) ‘ ‘ : . 3 lJ
o ope: A Renewal of Protest and Dz'/n())/(rafymli I()Ed S
. Buc

roblem

ay Demonstrations in

and Soci:
d Social Movements: A Comp
s rotests in
. e i bgual Mowmcnfx in Central
- o | 4 ura Universitatii din Bucuresti
’ L fC isencha Nt ’
bui())pca” i o 4()‘(); hantment and P
» oug, John ) ‘M -
) ; . McCartt
- e -arthy, and Mayer :
Niverc; Political Opportunities, Mobili=i Sty g e, Gl |
Sity Pregg s, Mobilizing Structures, and Culs / .1~ g G SR
. A ttural F : ,

e raming. C: il :

”;Slfg:;: a(n)irlvlaltdww . ¢, Cambridge: Cambridge

4 €. ord: Berg.
lf(:;:{d Scbastian Scraf:rn eds
oy Labor»Mar/eer O/'iz’) :
84ng, Michac] (
Crlag dor Os
; asil. 201

oli 1cal Distress 1 u
css: The Casce of the Ron aniar utum
A n.

0. Revolutions and Resistance in Eas /
sastern Europe: Challenges to

2013. Right-wing Extremism i
Pl < g LXtremism in Ey &
b (‘111[’]1?\/;1‘ érmrqg,cs. Berlin: Friedrich Ehcrrtozlzi .
tcrrcichisci N ‘ mt)]dﬁupp;m, o, 2015, Fhe i
3 The Belar, .N-kn Ak."ldh‘lmc der Wissenschaften
ik Bkt m/ar‘1 Maidan in 2016: A New Sogi -
am Main: Peter Lang o

ountry Analyses, Counter-
dation.

Revolutions of 1989: A Handbool

/ e
Movement Approach to the ent Camp




Grzegorz Ekiert and Jan Kubik

O’Dwyer, Conor. 2012. “Docs the EU Help or Hinder Gay-Rights Movements in Postcommunist Europe?
The Case of Poland.” East Europear Politics, 28, 4: 332-352.

Onuch,Olga. 2014. Mapping Mass Mobilization: Understanding Revolutionary Mometits in Argentina and Ukraine,
London: Palgrave Macmillan.

Opp, Karl-Dicter. January 1994, “Repression and Revolutionary Action: East Germany in 1989.” Rationality
and Society: 101-138.

Opp, Karl-Dicter. 1998. “Explaining Revolutions From Below: East Germany in 1989, A Reply” The Inde-
pendent Review 11, 1:91-102.

Opp, Karl-Dicter, Peter Voss, and Christiane Gern. 1995. Origins of a Spontaticous Revolution: East Germany,
1989. Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press.

Ost, David. 1990. Solidarity and the Politics of Anti-politics: Opposition and Reform in Poland Since 1968. Phil-
adclphia, PA: Temple University Press.

Ost, David. 2005. The Defear of Solidarity: Anger and Politics in Postcommunist Europe. Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press.

Paczkowski, Andrzej. 2003, Strajki, bunty, manifestacje jako “polska droga” przez socjalizm |Strikes, Rebellions,

Manifestations as the “Polish Road” Through Socialisim|. Poznan: Wydawnictwo Poznanskiego Towarzystwa
Przyjaciol Nauk.

Paczkowski, Andrzej. 2015, Revolution and Counterrevolution in Poland, 1980-89. Warsaw: ISP PAN/Univer-
sity of Rochester Press.

Piotrowski, Grzegorz. 2013. “Social Movement or Subculture? Alterglobalists in Central and Eastern
Europe.” Interface: A Journal for and About Social Movenients, 5, 2: 399—421.

Platek, Danicl and Piotr P Prucienniczak. 2016. Civil Society and the Extreme Right Collective Actions in Poland,
1990-2013. Unpublished Paper.

Pleshakov, Constantine. 2009. There Is No Freedom Without Bread: 1989 and the Civil War That Brought Dowit
Commumisn. New York: Farrar, Straus and Giroux.

Radnitz, Scote. 2010, Weapons of the Wealtly Predatory Regimes and Elite-Led Protests inn Central Asia. Tthaca
NY: Cornell University Press.

Regulska, Joanna and Magdalena Grabowska. 2013. “Social Justice, Hegemony, and Women’s Mobiliza-
tions.” In Jan Kubik and Amy Linch, cds. Postcommunisim From Within: Social Justice, Mobilization, and
Hegentony. New York: New York University Press, 139-190.

Robertson, Gracme. 2007, “Strikes and Protest in Hybrid Regimes.” America Political Science Review, 1015
4:781-798.

Robertson, Gracme. 2010, The Politics of Protest in Hybrid Regimes: Managing Dissent in Post-Communist Rissid
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. B

Scott, James C. 1985, Weapons of the Weak: Everyday Forins of Peasant Resistance. New Haven, CT: Yale
University Press.

Sebestyen, Victor. 2010. Revolution 1989: The Fall of the Soviet Empire. New York: Vintage.

Sil, Rudra. 2014. Liberalization and Labor Incorporation in Postcommunist Europe: A Paired Comparison of
and the Czecl Republic. Presented at the Annual Mceting of the International Studics Associationy
2014, Toronto, Canada.

Smelser, Neil. 1963. Theory of Collective Behavior. New York: Free Press.

Smyth, Regina. 2014. “The Putin Factor: Personalism, Protest, and Regime Stability in Russia.”
Policy, 42, 4: 567-592.

Smyth, Ragina, Anton Sobolev, and Irina Soboleva. 2013. “A Well-Organized
Communism 60, 2: 24=39.

Smyth, Regina, Irina Soboleva, Luke Shimek, and Anton Sobolev. 2015. “Defining Common G
lective Identity in Russia’s Post-Election Protests and Rallies”” In Cameron Ross, ed. Ch.}il So
ens? The Systemic and Non-Systemic Opposition in the Russian Federation: National and Regiot
Aldershot: Ashgate Press, 51-75.

Sperling, Valerie. 2014, Sex, Politics, and Putin: Political Legitimacy in Russi
Press.

Stokes, Gale. 1993, The Walls Came ‘Timbling Down. New York: Oxford University Press. g

Stroschein, Sherrill. 2012, Ethnic Striggle, Coexistence, and Democratization in Eastern Eiropes
Cambridge University Press.

Szabo, Mate. 1996. “Repertoires of Contention in Post-Communist I’
Europcan Comparative Survey (Hungary, Slovakia, Slovenia).” Social Rescarcl,

Play.” Problems of

4. New York: Oxford U

rotest Cultures: Ar :
03, 4:1 15554

Protest politics in the seqrch of theory

Tarrow, Sidney. 1991, “Aim;i
; . - Aiming at ¢l i
e ks g at the Moving Ty
. iur(}pc.] PS: Political Science and Politics 74b] :
ucker, Joshua. 2009. “Eno Frand .
’ : - : ugh! Electoral Fraud. Collect: :
Izcv()]thl(?Ijs_ Perspectives on Politics, 5, 3: 535 > Sf)llutlvc Action Problems, and Post—(: .
Vanhuysse, Picter. 2006, Divide and Pa o o e
racies. Budapest: Central Europe
Vermeersch, Peter. 2006, 77
s - 20006. The Romani M.
Frorter] i ’ ’ ovement: Minorit
Vhdisavljcvic’ml)ilu.l NVLW’)YOF](,()XF()IK{I Berghahn Books !
adi » Nebojsa. 2008. Serbia’s A il .
> G INC - s Anti-bureaucratic 1
dlist Mobilization. Lomgon, b bureaticratic Revolution: Miloge
Way, Lucan. 2008. e

irget’: Social Science and the R

7 ceent Rebellions in Eastern

1[17(/.‘ 51[{110{1‘(‘ Soci Policies 1 ) I 205,
49 ocial ’S A Tl i 1 !
' e d olic s and Poli ical otests in P St )
ool . [ st-Ce mmunist l)(‘/)ll)(

Politics and Ethni i,
and Ethnic Mobilization in Contemporary

vic, the Fall of C 1
 the Fall of Communism and Nation-

“The Real Catrene

et Za]b{;:,l, ;);‘:I;I?;S‘()f;rhc Color Revolutions.”
Frankfurt am Main: Peter Lan(:s  oland tiade
5, - ] o

WIIS()I?, )And]Lw. 2005. Ukraine’s Orange Revolution

Zinner, Paul. 1962. Revolution in Hung;ary .

Uution wjuumn/ of Democracy, 19, 3: 55-69
s and Employee Interest Articulation After S'; iali
Ifter Socialisim.

New Haven, CT: vy

le Ui s
Freeport: Books for Lib ey oty i

rarics Press.

| “‘
At
I ‘(‘H\

|

w‘ i

|
N
\H\‘
I
il




