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the vagueness of Danish symbols such as the
royal family and the Danish ﬂag as discussed
further in chapter 6. Jenkins suggests that the
most powerful collective symbols are indeed
those which are under- rather than
over-speciﬁed, allowing people to do quite
similar things while being quite different, or
being quite similar but doing quite different
things (p. 112). These symbols are what create
paradoxes in being Danish, but simultaneously
what allow everyone ‘Danishness’.
Facilitating a wealth of ethnographic data,
whether discussing local jokes as reﬂecting and
reproducing local and broader identiﬁcations or
dialect as a medium of belonging as seen in
chapter 4, Jenkins follows a clear, though
sometimes rather forced, line between the local
and the greater trends in society. One such
example is in chapter 2, where the pervasive use
of tak (thank you) is observed in everyday social
interactions. The tak following a social
interaction, rather than the ‘please’ before,
signiﬁes a sense of mutual gratitude and
egalitarian relationships. This can be associated
to the speciﬁc Danish history of rural
co-operatives and urban labour movements,
rendering tak the epitome of past and present
everyday social democracy.
Another aspect of ‘Danishness’, discussed in
chapter 8, is the strong culture of
institutionalization, and the role of dannelse as
the moral thread running through the formal
socialization process in Denmark. Dannelse can
be seen as an ideology propagating the holistic
formation of the social person, who will be able
to manage his or her own life and understand
how to behave appropriately in a wide range of
social contexts: that is, to ﬁt in.
The expectation and acceptance that the
welfare state will provide whole-day formal
socialization can be linked to the combination of
feminism and consumerism. To allow women
time to enter the labour market and hence
produce the surplus capital needed for status
symbol consumption, the institution becomes a
natural, yet ‘alternative extended family’ (p. 188).
It is difﬁcult to do justice to this text in all its
wealth in as short a space as this, and the book
covers many other interesting topics not
mentioned here, particularly the notions of
‘Danishness’ as expressed during the 1992
Maastricht Treaty debates discussed in chapter 5,
the overlap between the state and civil society in
chapter 7, and the role of the Danish church in
chapter 10.
The book concludes that while many of the
features deﬁning ‘Danishness’ are at best

imagined by the greater Danish population, this
does not render them imaginary. Being Danish is,
as such, an important contribution to
understanding how everyday social interactions
play into the larger political debates in Danish
society.
Ditte Strunge Sass Brunel University

Scholten, Peter. Framing immigrant
integration: Dutch research-policy dialogues in
comparative perspective. 314 pp., tables,
bibliogr. Amsterdam: Univ. Press, 2011. £39.50
(paper)
Anthropologists are pioneers in immigration
research on both sides of the Atlantic, in
particular because they have conducted
ﬁeldwork in migrants’ homelands. This also
holds for the Netherlands. Anthropologists like
Rinus Penninx and André Köbben – who did
research in Turkey and Surinam, respectively –
became part of a group of ‘founding fathers’ of
Dutch migration scholarship in the 1970s. Over
the past four decades, migration studies has
evolved into a multidisciplinary ﬁeld. Framing
immigrant integration, authored by Peter
Scholten, a public policy scholar, is a product of
this process.
Scholten highlights how research on
immigrant integration in the Netherlands
followed a development path strikingly in
parallel to that of immigration policies. Since the
1970s, a ‘research industry’ evolved, situated ‘not
just in various centres and institutes, but also in
numerous government-oriented advisory bodies’
(p. 79). Early immigration researchers shaped the
Dutch multicultural model of immigrant
integration. Gradually research-policy dialogues
became more complicated: ‘Researchers tend to
afﬁliate themselves to speciﬁc frames, whereas
policymakers tend to ignore research containing
a frame other than their own’ (p. 277).
The most striking example is the controversy
surrounding the ‘Blok committee’, which was
assigned by Parliament to investigate integration
policy after the 2002 elections (pp. 206-9). The
committee did not conclude ‘that the integration
policy had been successful, but rather that the
integration process had been successful’ (p. 194,
emphasis in original). The dominant discourse,
however, remained that integration failed owing
to multicultural policies for which researchers
were held responsible, even if the multicultural
model had already been abandoned in formal
policy discourse a decade earlier (p. 225).
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Scholten convincingly criticizes the Dutch
government for promoting and exploiting
research on social-cultural integration selectively
and for ignoring research that challenges
assimilationist policy frames with alternative
ones (p. 226).
The aim of the book is to ‘unravel how and
why changes in the research-policy nexus were
connected to changing deﬁnitions of
immigration integration in policy and research’
or so-called ‘frames’ (p. 15). Following Bourdieu,
Scholten’s approach is structuralistconstructivist. Surprisingly, the work of
Foucault is completely left out in discussing
‘power’ and the production of knowledge
and ‘truth’ and not even mentioned in
the book.
After an overview of frames and frameshifts
in Dutch immigrant integration policy and
research, the book scrutinizes three episodes
empirically (chaps 4-6). Drawing on policy
documents, governmental reports, and
interviews, Scholten distinguishes: the
multicultural model (1978-83), universalism
(1989-94), and assimilation (2000-4). During the
1980s a multicultural frame was dominant in
both research and policy. In formal policy
discourse this model was abandoned in the
1990s for a more universalist approach
emphasizing active citizenship. Since 2002 –
when the populist right-wing politician and
integration critic Pim Fortuyn was assassinated –
multiculturalism and the cultivation of migrants’
homeland cultural identities were further
denounced, while integration research became
more international. This spawned a multiplicity
of frames and a widening gap between policy
and research (p. 279).
The ﬁnal empirical chapter systematically
compares the Netherlands to France, Germany,
and the United Kingdom. In most aspects the
Dutch case is not exceptional: ‘The Netherlands
reveals a type of national-level co-evolution
between immigrant integration research and
migration policies that was clearly present in
other countries as well ...’ (p. 275). Scholten
does, however, identify the ‘ferocity of
frameshifts and frame conﬂicts’ in the
Netherlands as exceptional: conﬂicts were found
to be more intense in the Netherlands than in
other countries.
The book is structured logically but
unfortunately lacks an index, which makes it
difﬁcult to look up speciﬁc affairs or names of
key players. The anthropological reader, who
wonders how on a micro-level informal and
‘invisible’ political ties between researchers,

politicians, and policy-makers shaped the
research-policy dialogue, will not be satisﬁed.
That said, this is a must-read for anyone
interested in the ‘power of knowledge’ (and its
limits) in action. Moreover, it invites a new
generation of migration scholars to be
self-reﬂexive about the actual or potential impact
of their research on policy-making in a highly
politicized and securitized era when it comes to
migration issues.
In short, Framing immigrant integration is
indispensable reading for scholars interested in
integration policies in the Netherlands and
Western Europe, whatever their disciplinary
make-up.
Liza Mügge University of Amsterdam

Economics, trade, and ﬁnance
Lyon, Sar ah. Coffee and community: Maya
farmers and fair-trade markets. ix, 266 pp.,
maps, illus., bibliogr. Boulder: Univ. Press of
Colorado, 2010. $75.00 (cloth), $32.95
(paper)
Situated within the coffee co-operative of ‘La Voz
Que Clama en el Desierto’, Guatemala, but also
incorporating importers, retailers, and
consumers, Coffee and community examines the
pan-global relations between participants in a
fair-trade coffee network, and looks critically to
assess the beneﬁts and drawbacks for small-scale
farming communities participating in such
networks. The text is transnational and
far-reaching in scope, yet Lyon’s analysis is at its
strongest when ethnographically grounded in
the micro-politics of La Voz’s organization. She
demonstrates that co-operation is hard work and
highlights the tensions that emerge among
members, particularly in relation to debt,
alternative markets, and quality control.
Moreover, in elucidating how these pressures are
negotiated, Lyon effectively counters romantic
notions of mutuality commonly perpetuated by
consumers, fair-trade advocates, and retailers. It
is unfortunate, however, that her ethnography of
consumers is not as rich or nuanced as that of
the co-operative members.
Lyon further explores the issues that
surround the introduction of an additional
management tier into the co-operative, and she
shows how La Voz’s members have to develop,
acquire, and hire new skills and knowledge in
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