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The concept of a “partially independent territoff?1T) is that of a nationalistically distinct
polity that shares and divides some sovereign powéh a sovereign (core) state (p. 82). As
such, it combines notions of elusive nationalisnthvthe more positivist assessment of a
division of powers. The book’s point of departusean observation that is rigorously backed
by statistical results: many of the inhabitantdhed world’s sovereign states are poorer, less
secure, and less stable when compared to the nsidethese PITs. And this is the irony of
the 2F' century: one where the international system isiaoty driven by and organized in
terms of sovereign states; whereas (some of) thegereign states themselves have taken
initiatives that have spawned subnational unit$ dpeerate with some autonomy yet without
full sovereignty. This is the new terrain of theanlging nature of the international system that
secures core focus in this text.
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Puerto Rico is the PIT that gets the most detdieatment in this fascinating book: it
is, according to the author, the world’s largedand PIT by population, and the one
jurisdiction that has stretched, and still contsiue challenge, the capacity for creative
governance amongst US lawmakers. Other cases #rafib from considerable scrutiny
include Scotland, Catalonia, Hong Kong and Iragirdistan. All four entities have been
embroiled of late in initiatives that manifest th8exing political muscle, with the option of
full independence a tantalizing (but according tez¥ani, not necessarily the smartest)
prospect.

The book contains 10 chapters, organized in theegans, followed by four rich data
appendices. Chapter 1 makes the case for PITsstisctlientities that merit being studied on
their own terms, if anything because of their prowdfectiveness in securing political and
economic benefits for their citizens as well astf@ir core metropolitan patron state. Chapter
2 draws on the political science literature abautgrationalism, federalism and (neo)-
functionalism, in order to cogently explain the gims and enduring existence of PITs.
Chapters 3-5 review in detail what are the mecmasithat make self-determination possible,
with a special focus on territories that are, orehbeen for some time, under the purview of
the United Kingdom (such as Bermuda) and the Urftedes (such as Puerto Rico). Rezvani
offers an interesting set of data in his appendicetuding a listing of 66 PITs with details of
the dates when they secured their autonomous s{atus oldest PITs are the Channel Islands,
Guernsey and Jersey: autonomous according to Riezvae 1744; but possibly since 1204.)
Autonomy is not always credible: the author useapér 6 to expose and discuss cases of
‘sham federacy’ whereby a supposedly autonomoussstaay be none other than a form of
neo-colonialism. Chapter 7 foregrounds the role antrgence of PITs by looking at the
historical emergence, strengths and weaknessesowdresgn states, culminating in the
contemporary post-Westphalian regime. Having tho$ilpd SS and PITs, Chapter 8 engages
in some interesting comparative quantitative nunrdoenching (while controlling for
population), confirming the superior performance tbé PITs. Chapter 9 discusses the
historical conditions that have led to the disappeee of some PITs (including the securing
of full independence or the absorption into symmoatrfederalist regimes as in Canada and
the US). Chapter 10 wraps up the argument, redffgrthe case that PITs make viable and
attractive alternatives to full independence.

This book makes a bold claim: that it is the flsebk that systematically discusses the
existence, origins, maintenance, and occasionainetion, of partially independent territories
in international and comparative politics. Had gwthor acknowledged more of the growing
literature about subnational island jurisdictio®N(Js), such a statement would have been
placed in better scientific and historical perspectIndeed, there is no reference to the
manner in which geography, and islandness in pdatic facilitates the generation of both
specific national distinctiveness as well as a gayircumstance that, coupled with distance
from the core state, demands local administrativechimery that, given adroit political
leadership, can very well advance with time to seewtonomy status.

As with all political classifications, Rezvani hasd to determine at what point a
jurisdiction is no longer fully independent. He ldmsen to classify two European continental
microstates of Monaco, and Liechtenstein (but Bafp Marino, Andorra or the Holy See) as
well as the three Pacific ‘Compact’ states of Pakederated States of Micronesia and the
Marshall Islands, all with full UN membership, aarally independent, fielding the argument
that these entities have, possibly irrevocablyermat into legal ‘mutuality commitments’
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whereby they have devolved some of their soverpmners to other, larger states (p. 90). |
disagree with this classification: the devolutidrpower is in itself an act of sovereignty (and
may, in extremis, be reversed); moreover, with Rezvani’'s own benchmall 28 member
states of the European Union would therefore besRjiven the extent of devolved powers to
Brussels. In any case, these scholarly debatesillastrative of the fuzzy nature of
sovereignty: the very condition that makes PITssfids, and even attractive.

Rezvani proposes 66 PITs (of which 43 are islamtispn islands). He may have
inadvertently left out other examples that alsodbiérirom de jure or de facto asymmetrical
(and not, as Rezvani argues, symmetrical) fedenalidese include the provinces of Canada
(notably Quebec, a recognized nation) and the coewmts of various other federal-like
systems around the world that have some degreetof@my and executive power — as with
the region of Crete (Greece) or the local autharityshetland (Scotland, UK). In the case of
the latter, one of the complications of (sub)nadiem is that jurisdictions may be nested into
each other, living with different layers of juristion. Then there are various other cases
which the author deems to be “modern colonies@@). where full constitutional powers are
nested in the metropolitan power. | am troubled thig categoric claim since tensions
between, say, local elected politicians and thegBow appointed by the Queen (in the case of
the UK examples) suggest all but unidirectional podynamics. Even tiny Pitcairn, the UK’s
last dependency in the Pacific, mounted a resal#ege against Britain’s right to meddle in
its internal affairs during its child sex abuseilsrdThe claim was, | believe, too hurriedly
dismissed by the judges.)

Compared to the world’s great powers, PITs havellspogpulations. Most of them
have relatively small economies. They do not engagear. Some may therefore think
that they do not matter. Such observers should tgain. (p. 300).

Rezvani is right: as subnational jurisdictions, #@re not just here to stay, challenging the
presumed hegemony of the world sovereign stateesysihey provide some engrossing
lessons about why autonomythout full independence and statehood is a better optican
increasingly uncertain world.
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