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The Role of Civil Society in the Process of Democratic Transition in Mexico and Belarus
Natallya Kramko has opted to write a comparative dissertation on the role of
civil society in the democratic transition process in Mexico and Belarus. I do not personally
know Ms. Kramko, so when I received this thesis I wondered aloud why she chose to
compare Mexico and Belarus. The two societies could not be more different. Mexico has
been independent for nearly two hundred years and Belarus only got its independence from
the Soviet Union two decades ago. In addition, the political, social, and economic
circumstances in the two countries are very different. I must state that I do not feel that Ms.
Kramko has satisfactorily justified the comparison between Mexico and Belarus.
The thesis is divided into an introduction (Chapter 1), three main chapters
(Chapters 2-4), and a conclusion (Chapter 5). I am not overly impressed by the writing. Also,
it is difficult at times to understand why certain details are included.
In the introduction (Chapter 1), Ms. Kramko describes both Mexico and
Belarus as “third wave” democracies without bothering to define what she means by “third
wave.” How she can equate economic problems in Mexico and Belarus is beyond me. I
daresay that, though Mexico had to endure a long period of one-party rule, the repression in
Mexico was in no way similar (in degree and kind) to that in Belarus during the Soviet period.
Ms. Kramko then goes on to pose a number of research questions.
Chapter 2 represents an overview of the democratization process. Ms.
Kramko presents all sorts of definitions of democracy and civil society. Quite frankly, the
chapter reads like a catalog rather than a piece of analytical work.

Chapter 3 analyzes democratization and civil society in both Mexico and
Belarus. The stories of each country are interesting, but I somehow don’t understand why
there are so many picayune, irrelevant details.
In Chapter 4, limitations to civil society in Mexico and Belarus are discussed.
This chapter is the best one of the entire thesis. I see an attempt at analysis here and this
deserves to be commended.
The conclusion (Chapter 5) states what Ms. Kramko purports to have
accomplished. Basically, the chapter represents a list just like most of the work. Little effort
has been demonstrated at making an honest comparison between Mexico and Belarus and,
as I state earlier in this evaluation, I think that the choice of Mexico and Belarus is
unfortunate in itself.
Apart from being somewhat too descriptive and conceptually-flawed, the
English is not very good. Depending on the outcome of the oral defense, I recommend a
mark between very good (B) and good (C). I sincerely hope Ms. Kramko can explain herself
at the oral defense.
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