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basis for recent post-modern cultural and intellectual movements.

As Starr’s survey demonstrates, there exist a wide variety of sometimes clashing ideas about both strategy
and goals among the many groups and movements seeking to resist or alter the trajectory of globalization. While this
diversity robs such efforts of cohesion, coherence and clear direction, it also contributes to a more vibrant and
inclusive grassroots politics and leaves open many options for the future. There is no need to impose premature
closure on the direction of struggle. Pluralism is messy, confusing and unpredictable. But a decentralized, open-
ended politics makes sense under present circumstances as humanity sorts through the uncertainties and implications
of a complex process of globalization.

NOTES:

1 An example: “The Foucauldian tug-of-war positions his recognitions alternately as liberatory rupture of the
idea that political economy structures the rest of our social institutions, or as merely adding, along the lines of the
Frankfurt School, further useful analyses of exactly how the structure structures” (p. 2).

2 Two other excellent books, published before the Seattle protests but covering much of the same ground, are
Keck and Sikkink (1998) and Smith (1997).

3 This, in Starr’s view, is a recommendation, not a criticism. Starr herself at one point affirms the view that
“There has been a conspiracy” (p. 8).
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A Logic of Expressive Choice, by Alexander A. Schuessler, Princeton: Princeton University
Press (2000), 177 pp.

Reviewed by Melinda A. Mueller, Department of Political Science, Eastern Illinois
University, Charleston, IL.

In A Logic of Expressive Choice, Alexander Schuessler uses rational choice theory, as well as sociology and
anthropology - to explain why people choose to participate in elections. In doing so, he responds to some
unanswered questions political economists have raised concerning political participation, and he presents a new set
of questions for theorists to explore.

At the heart of Schuessleras research is the question of why people bother participating in elections at all,
when the likelihood that they will affect the electionas outcome is very small. Electoral participation is a classic
collective action problem. Since incentives for voting are low, and the likelihood that one person can change the
turnout of an election is also low, we should expect low voter turnout. People behave as “free-riders,” relying on
others to make electoral choices for them. The dilemma facing rational choice theorists was why people still vote at
all. Granted, voter turnout has decreased in the U.S., but about half of the voting-age population still participates.
What makes any voter turn out at the polls, when there are so few direct rewards from voting?

Schuessler tackles this question, and related ones, by arguing that political participation is not based solely on
instrumental rewards. Instead, people receive expressive benefits from voting and other forms of political
participation. While other social scientists have made similar arguments, Schuessleras is different in that he develops
a formal model for explaining and predicting expressive participation. Furthermore, he argues that campaign
strategists recognize the expressive benefits of voting today, and focus increasingly on the symbols associated with
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voting for a particular candidate or party.

Schuessler bases his argument on his “jukebox” model of participation. In Chapter Two, he draws an analogy
between voting and a jukebox in an Italian restaurant located in Boston. Restaurant patrons can privately select a
jukebox song, and patrons have no way of knowing which songs other patrons have already selected. Each song is
played only once - even if several other patrons already selected it. Restaurant patrons receive an expressive benefit
from hearing their song; they like to be associated with a particular song, even if they werenat personally responsible
for selecting the song. Schuessler explains that voting is similar: we vote in private, and have no direct way of
knowing how others are voting. Also, it doesnat matter how many people voted for the winning candidate, as long as
the candidate received enough votes to win. Voters receive an expressive benefit from participation, such as the
ability to associate themselves with a particular party or candidate.

Thus, according to Schuessleras theory, a person voting in the 2000 election may have been more concerned
with being associated with the Republican, Democratic, or Green parties, or their respective candidates, than with
the electionas outcome. Voting has a certain status attached to it, like drinking a type of soda or driving a type of car.
Schuessleras model provides a sound explanation for why so many people do vote in the U.S., despite the lack of
instrumental rewards, and despite the fact that the impact of their vote is small. In Chapters Three and Four,
Schuessler provides a very thorough literature review of voter turnout and voter choice, and argues that many of the
current models, which focus primarily on the instrumental rewards of voting, are incomplete. In these chapters, he
outlines his expressive model of voting, drawing heavily from sociological theories.

Schuessleras model also helps to explain how campaigns in the U.S. have changed over the past forty years.
Chapter Five, entitled “Soft Drinks and Presidents,” explains how the rise of mass marketing techniques developed
through the twentieth century, and ultimately became used for campaigning as well as selling products. Schuessler
focuses on the marketing of soft drinks in particular. Since the mid-twentieth century, the competition between Pepsi
and Coca-Cola was based more on lifestyle and image than on the price or quality of the products. For instance,
Pepsi marketed its product to the “Pepsi Generation,” suggesting that those who drank Pepsi were young and more
modern. However, Pepsi marketers didnat directly claim that Pepsi drinkers were young - they wanted the actual
demographics of their consumers to remain ambiguous, to attract as many consumers as possible. With this style of
marketing, soft drink choice had become a lifestyle choice.

Schuessler claims that campaign strategists have developed similar techniques to attract voters to certain
candidates and voters. Campaign mottos, like Reaganas “Itds Morning Again in America,” or Clintonas “Building a
Bridge to the Twenty-First Century,” are prime examples of ambiguous “feel-good” expressive messages. The
messages were not urging people to vote for Reagan or Clinton because of specific policy choices, but because they
would feel good about voting for them, and being associated with them. Indeed, most campaign mottos from recent
elections focus more on symbols and feelings than on policy choices.

In Chapters Six and Seven, Schuessler outlines the formal model of expressive voting that he developed in
previous chapters. This model shows how a theory of expressive choice predicts electoral phenomena, including
momentum and bandwagons, as well as negative campaigning. In Chapter Eight, Schuessler provides a formal
model to explain behavior by campaign managers and strategists. In particular, he shows that a campaign manager
strategically focuses on symbols that make his or her own candidateds message somewhat ambiguous, to attract
voters with expressive symbols. At the same time, campaign managers develop negative attacks on their candidateas
opponents. The negative symbols associated with the opponents can deter turnout and polarize voters, and often
result in more voters being attracted to the campaign manageras candidate. Altogether, Schuessler argues that an
expressive campaign - focusing on symbols and lifestyles - will be more successful than a instrumental campaign -
focusing on policies. It is worth noting that while Schuessler attempts to keep his model basic for readers who lack a
strong background in formal modeling techniques, the material is still rather complicated for a non-expert.
Nonetheless, his substantive explanation of the model is still clear and readable.

Schuessleras theory provides a stronger explanation for campaign managersa behavior than it does for votersa
behavior. Clearly, campaign managers do focus on symbolic messages to persuade voters - expressive campaigns do
appear to be more effective than instrumental ones. Indeed, many political pundits and critics argued that the 2000
election was so full of ambiguity and negativity, that it was difficult to distinguish the two major candidates.
However, if voter turnout and voter choice are something akin to the kind of car we drive and the kind of soda we
drink, then why donat more people vote? If people are so easily persuaded to purchase sports utility vehicles, despite
their low gas mileage and poor safety record, then why arenat they more easily persuaded to vote? Itas likely that the
expressive benefit of voting just isnat as important to us as the expressive benefit of driving a type of car, but more
research must be done to explain why about 50 percent of eligible voters choose not to participate at all. While
negative campaigning may deter some voters, using it as the sole explanation seems insufficient.

Furthermore, Schuessleras research raises important normative questions about the types of campaigns we
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have today. The effect of electing a candidate is fundamentally different from the effect of choosing a car or a soft
drink. Is ambiguity and negativity appropriate, given the importance of elected offices, particularly the presidency?

Overall, this text would be excellent for graduate level courses on voting behavior and rational choice theory.
His work is a fine example of how rational choice theory can be integrated with other theoretical frameworks. It is
always fascinating to see a theory that turns a question around and attempts to provide a more innovative answer.
Even if the answer is somewhat incomplete, it offers new in-roads for future research.

Kerala: The Development Experience. Reflections on Sustainability and Replicability.
Edited by Govindan Parayil. London: Zed Books (2000), x, 274 pp.

Reviewed by Norbert Dannhaeuser, Department of Anthropology, Texas A&M University.

Intensive public protest at the 1999 World Trade Organization (WTO)ministerial meeting in Seattle was the
first widely publicized indication that the neo-liberal development strategy, which has become a widely shared
paradigm especially since the collapse of the Soviet Union, was facing rising opposition. Until then, only little
public controversy surrounded the conventional policy prescription for Less Developed Countries (LDCs) provided
by the WTO, International Monetary Fund (IMF), World Bank, and similar international bodies. This includes
opening LDC economies to foreign investments, lowering internal and external trade barriers, reducing domestic
subsidies, encouraging corporate and government transparencies, and expanding the private sector. This “New
World Order” has, over the years, generated increasing opposition by left-leaning activists and intellectuals,
humanitarian and service NGOs, environmentally sensitive groups, and by others concerned with the negative
impact of globalization. This opposition is nowadays sufficiently organized to vent itself in public protests whenever
international trade and financial bodies meet. Professor Govindan and the other contributors to Kerala: The
Development Experience no doubt sympathize with these protests. To them, the Indian state of Kerala represents an
alternative development model preferable to the neo-liberal one touted so widely today.

During the International Congress on Kerala Studies (1994), 1,600 local and international participants
focused on the special case of Kerala as a development model (the Kerala Model). This led Professor Parayil to the
conviction that “there was a need to bring together as a single resource the best theoretical analyses and empirical
studies...by experts in the field” [pp. ix-x]. The result is this edited volume.

The aim of the book is to provide “a balanced account of Kerala’s development achievements and
shortcomings,” with special attention being given to whether it can be replicated elsewhere and whether it can be
sustained over generations [p. ix]. The book is in fact less balanced than the stated aim. For nearly all of the
contributors, the achievements of the Kerala Model outweigh its shortcomings. Moreover, all of them adhere to a
left-oriented populist and collective action perspective when formulating solutions to development problems, while
being highly critical of those strategies advocated by governments and their international agencies that emphasize
the importance of the private commercial sector, free trade, and competitive markets. Finally, sustainability in the
human-environmental sense receives only very limited attention. This book is more about socio-economic
development than ecological sustainability, and I will review it as such.

Kerala has achieved much since it became a state in 1957. Though lacking a rich mineral resource base and
burdened with an high population density, Kerala’s 30 million residents along the south-western coast of India
resemble in their social indicators First World populations. Infant mortality rates, fertility values, and population
growth are low. Long life expectancy and a relatively even sex ratio prevail. Nutritional levels are adequate and
health conditions are good due to public distribution efforts and health services. Finally, the proportion of working
children is very low, educational/literacy levels are high among both genders, while female status and participation
in public life are high. This stands in stark contrast to what is typically found in LDCs, including India at large. The
Kerala condition is the result of a number of factors, chief among them being a consistent policy followed by the
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