the post-structural analytical touchstones a bit intimi-
dating at first. For this reason, the short sketches and
photo analysis contribute immensely to concretizing
the points Rafael makes throughout the book. This
structure provides contextual cues to the reader
even as the photos powerfully illuminate the everyday
accounts of Duterte’s war on drugs. More than any-
thing, Duterte’s notoriety was communicated via these
visuals, creating fear among his potential victims and
legitimation for those who view the murders as “collat-
eral damage” in the quest for “order.” By detailing the
everyday life of Filipinos in this manner, Rafael success-
fully makes credible why the age of Duterte is a worthy
case study.

Overall, the book effectively makes every reader realize the
complexities inherent in Duterte, his enablers, and his
leadership style. It also helps us explain why the political
opposition found it difficult to launch a viable challenge.
According to Rafael, “perhaps this is what makes it so
difficult for critics of Duterte to develop a counter-narrative.
It is not so much that the president has told a compelling
story about the state of the nation. Rather, he has told many
half-stories over and over again (or what some of his critics
might call lies), which can’t be consolidated and so pinned
down, and are thus difficult to refute” (p. 61). All students of
politics and the presidency, as well as specialists in Philippine
history and society, stand to benefit from the book’s incisive
analysis. The Filipino public, for their part, will find in its
pages the limits and possibilities of a sovereign trickster,
which can hopefully assist them in having a critical eye for
the great pretenders in politics.
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This an ambitious and impressive book written around the
concept of party system closure. The study of party
systems as systems with their own internal dynamics and
logics is a classical subdiscipline of political science, going
back to Giovanni Sartori and prominently continued by
Peter Mair. However, it is also a research strand that has
been declining in terms of political scientists’ attention.
This is paradoxical because there is still enormous interest
in political parties. The literature on the many new
political parties emerging in West European party systems
is extensive. Yet today, political parties are rarely studied
from a party system perspective.

Having read this excellent book by Fernando Casal
Bértoa and Zsolt Enyedi, it is clear that this limited
attention to the party system perspective is a major
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omission on the part of the discipline. The book makes
a persuasive argument for why studying the institutional-
ization of party systems provides a long-term and com-
parative perspective on political parties that contains
highly important new insights. For instance, it shows that,
although West European parties have clearly changed, the
change is much less dramatic when viewed from the party
system perspective, rather than using concepts like polar-
ization and fragmentation, which are much more fashion-
able in political science today.

The major contribution of the book is its development
and application of the concept of party system closure.
This concept was originally developed by Peter Mair to
explain the phenomenon of party system development: it
captures the patterns of interactions among political
parties, rather than just political parties’ individual ateri-
butes, like vote share. The central idea underlying this
concept is that the key interaction of political parties
occurs around government formation. Thus, a closed-
party system is one where government alternatives are
familiar and predictable.

Closure is understood as having three dimensions. The
first dimension is alternation, which describes whether a
change of government is complete or only partial. A
system with only complete changes of governing parties
is considered closed because the government alternatives
are clear. When changes in governing parties are only
partial, the government alternatives appear less clear. The
second dimension is familiarity. Are the government
alternatives stable and well known? The third dimension
is access. Do new parties have easy access to government
power? The concept of closure thus describes whether
party relation with regard to government coalition build-
ing is structured around a few clearly defined and stable
groups of parties that enter and leave office together.
Party system closure is seen as a central aspect of the
broader concept of party system institutionalization,
which refers to the stability and predictability of party
interaction more broadly; that is, not just in terms of
government coalition formation.

The book is structured around party system closure.
Chapter 2 presents the impressive dataset from which the
authors draw and shows how the different dimensions of
the concept can be measured. The dataset covers all
democratic European states from 1848 to 2019. The
time span is thus wide, and so is the geographical span
from the Adantic to the Urals, including small states like
Andorra and San Marino. Because of the long time
period covered, some countries have had several party
systems. Altogether, the dataset consists of an impressive
65 party systems.

The rest of the book analyses this dataset in multiple
ways. Chapters 35 use the concept of party system
closure to analyze party system development in both
existing and defunct party systems. Chapters 6-9 analyze
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how party system closure covaries with different factors
like the age of the party system, the age of the parties
within a given system, the number of parties (party system
fragmentation), and how polarized those parties are,
understood as the strength of anti-establishment parties.
In chapter 10, these four factors are put together in an
explanatory model. In chapter 11, party system closure is
then used as an explanatory variable to predict democratic
survival, which to some extent it does.

For anyone interested in party system development, the
book is a great and very informative read. It fully con-
vinced me that looking at party systems through the lens of
party system closure is crucial for our understanding of
their development. The focus on the stability and predict-
ability of party interactions around government formation
is an important one that gives a quite different perspective
than an approach based on fragmentation and polariza-
tion. That being said, the book is sometimes a bit chal-
lenging to digest. The dataset offers a great many
possibilities for analyses, but perhaps not quite so many
should have been explored in so much detail within one
book. The book is also very heavy on tables and figures,
which sometimes may it difficult to keep sight of the main
points. The long time period is in many ways a strength of
the book, but it also raises questions about comparability
over time. Party systems operate in a quite different
context today compared to the second half of the nine-
teenth century, which perhaps affects their relationships.
This question deserves more attention. The book is also
more successful in its descriptive than its explanatory
ambitions. How the various factors analyzed in chapters
6-9 relate to party system closure is interesting, but it is
not always obvious what the causal direction is, and some
readers might also find that the causal distance between the
variables is not large. In general, the book pays very little
attention to explanatory factors external to the party
system.

Yet, none of these more critical comments should
distract from the fact that Bértoa and Enyedi have written
an important book that will, I hope, put party system
analysis back at the center of the political science stage.
European party systems are witnessing turbulent times,
and the need for strong analytical concepts has never been
greater. This book delivers exactly such concepts.
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Since the pioneering work of Anthony Downs, students
of party competition have focused on the ideological
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positioning of political parties. While Downs’s formula-
tion mentioned the possibility of political vagueness,
scholarship turned to the systematic study of positional
ambiguity only years later. The aim of ideological blurring
is the broadening of partisan attraction beyond voters who
share the party’s specific political view. The approaches to
blurring fall into two strands. One, originating from
studies of American politics, sees position blurring as an
attempt to widen the scope of appeal on one ideological
dimension, which may prove a political flaw in need of a
clarifying remedy. A second strand, deriving from studies
of European party systems, sees position blurring as a
multidimensional strategy of deflecting voter attention
to other political issues on which the party is more
favorably placed.

Kyung Joon Han’s new book, Rationality of Irrational-
ity, is a successful unification of the theoretical insights
from both strands of the literature and lays a systematic
empirical foundation for understanding the causes and
consequences of ambiguous party positioning. The book
starts with the observations of students of American
politics about the potentially practical, but normatively
questionable consequences of blurring. It then turns deci-
sively to the multidimensional conception of politics as a
struggle over the composition of political interests, where
parties strive to shift voters’ attention to areas where they
are viewed favorably, and on which their voter base is in
unified agreement.

The core argument of the book is twofold. First, it
rephrases the prevailing conclusions of the blurring liter-
ature that **parties blur their position on an issue ... when
their comparative disadvantage on the issue is revealed”
(p- 19). Second, and more original, is the idea that ** party-
competition environments’—the context of the party
system—influence the effectiveness of position blurring
(p- 19). Unlike past works, Rationality of Irrationality
theorizes the possibility that parties simultaneously
emphasize and blur a political issue in a context when this
issue is too broadly salient to ignore.

The methodology of the book is a similarly impressive
combination of approaches. The book marries the study of
political supply—the clarity of party positioning—with
more sociologically oriented studies of voter demand,
focusing on the attitudes and electoral behavior of diver-
gent social groups, such as manual workers and small shop
owners. In terms of measurement, Han relies on voter
surveys, particularly the European Election Study, and
party-positioning data from the Chapel Hill Expert Sur-
vey, complemented with information from the Manifesto
Project. To capture positional ambiguity, the book pri-
marily uses the standard deviation of expert placements of
parties, while corroborating it with a positional ambiguity
score taken from party manifestos.

The findings of the book can be summarized in three
points. First, blurring works. The book demonstrates that
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