
contribution to existing work on resource conflict and
social mobilization. In future extensions, the author
might further develop the relationship among the three
participatory challenges. In figure 1.1 and the theoretical
and empirical discussions, Jaskoski seems to suggest that
communities face only one challenge. However, if com-
munities pass the event initiation challenge (i.e., they
achieve a participatory process), they should then face an
inclusion challenge or articulation challenge. This could
lead to the layering of different participation strategies,
the effects of which might be useful and interesting to
explore further.
The books complement one another quite well, but a

potential source of divergence also emerges. Arce, Hen-
dricks, and Polizzi argue that social engagement increases
opposition to extraction. However, I would expect such
engagement to increase effective participation in the events
(prior consultations, EIAs) analyzed by Jaskoski. If true,
social engagement might increase support for extraction—
because it generates redistributive benefits that can only be
acquired through collective action. Future research might
try to resolve these potentially opposing predictions.
Overall, the authors of these two books have under-

taken an ambitious effort to understand how communities
respond to extractive activities. Their work will advance
scholarship on collective mobilization and extraction
because they answer important questions and raise exciting
new ones. Which strategies of participation are most
effective in either curbing extraction or increasing its
redistributive potential? Which forms of organizational
mobilization—efficacy, community worldview, informa-
tion, and resources—are most consequential in generating
opposition to resource extraction? What is the role of elite
messaging (e.g., misinformation) in generating public
support for extraction? The exciting research that lies
ahead will owe much to the novel work of Arce,
Hendricks, Polizzi, and Jaskoski.

Mobilizing for Elections: Patronage and Political
Machines in Southeast Asia. By Edward Aspinall,
Meredith L. Weiss, Allen Hicken, and Paul D. Hutchcroft. New York:
Cambridge University Press, 2022. 380p. $99.99 cloth.
doi:10.1017/S1537592723001275

— Andreas Ufen , GIGA Hamburg
andreas.ufen@giga-hamburg.de

Mobilizing for Elections is an outstanding study and will be
essential reading for all interested in Southeast Asian
politics, but also for scholars working generally on subjects
such as electoral mobilization, clientelism, patronage,
“money politics”, and political parties. It takes into
account major insights from historical institutionalism
and is based on extensive field research. With this
approach it goes far beyond quantitative studies. It answers
salient questions on who exactly mobilizes voters, what

kind of patronage is used, how would-be voters respond,
and what the motives of candidates and brokers are in
handing out specific forms of patronage.

This volume, by Edward Aspinall, Meredith L. Weiss,
Allen Hicken, and Paul D. Hutchcroft, is the outcome of a
long-term collaboration among four leading experts on
Southeast Asian politics. Since 2012, the research project
has involved large teams of researchers conducting exten-
sive field research ahead of and during a range of elections
with roughly 3,000 interviews. Moreover, national and
local surveys as well as survey experiments have supple-
mented the research (p. 25ff). The authors have selected
three Southeast Asian middle-income countries with sig-
nificant experience of electoral politics (p. 22). Moreover,
they conducted supplementary research in Singapore,
Timor-Leste, and Thailand. Thailand was originally cho-
sen as one of the major case studies, but because of the
2014 military coup it appears in the book only at times to
strengthen the comparative aspect.

Clientelism is usually seen as a personalistic relationship
of power with patrons of higher social status and clients of
lower social status, typically hierarchically organized,
enduring and characterized by contingency, meaning that
patrons and clients are mutually dependent (p. 7). In
contrast, Aspinall et al. argue that patronage is “a material
resource, distributed for particularistic benefit for political
purposes and generally (but not always) derived from
public sources” (p. 6). According to the authors, patronage
modifies resources and flows whereas clientelism modifies
relationships, linkages, and ties.

One of the reasons to focus on patronage and not on
clientelism has been the central insight discovered during
the research that “much of the behavior” treated as
“contingency-based clientelism is, in fact, not contingent
at all” (p. 19), but rather serves to buttress strategies like
credibility buying, turf protection, and brand building.
Besides, quantitative studies often do not distinguish
between forms of particularism and mobilizing networks
and tend to oversee the rich variety of links between
parties, candidates, and voters.

The authors distinguish three types of patronage:
micro-particularism (p. 99ff) involving the disbursement
of benefits to individuals and households, meso-
particularism (p. 125ff) encompassing club goods to larger
collectivities, and macro-particularism (p. 150ff) with
regional-level or national-level programs. The latter type
consists of three sub-types: candidates convince voters that
they have been decisive for handing out patronage (credit-
claiming), that they have somehow enabled the disburse-
ment (facilitation), or they discretely use chunks of public
resources to distribute patronage (morselization). These
types are not mutually exclusive and exist on a continuum
(p. 9). Often, candidates use different strategies in parallel.

The comparison serves to identify patterns of patronage
and types of networks (p. 11). In the Philippines, local
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machines help to organize and distribute patronage,
whereas in Malaysia national political parties and coali-
tions predominate. In Indonesia, ad hoc personal cam-
paign teams (Tim Sukses) prevail. Each of these three types
is connected to specific forms of electoral mobilization and
patronage. This link between patronage types and net-
works is conceptualised as “electoral mobilization regimes”
(p. 12).
Against this backdrop, in the second chapter the authors

analyse the historical and institutional foundations of the
electoral mobilization regimes. Following Martin Shefter
(1994) and his stress on historical timing and sequencing
of electoral mobilization, they add the role of electoral
institutions, and then examine three distinct historical
pathways (p. 32). Strong bureaucracies either precede
the mobilization of mass electorates as in Germany or, as
in Italy, the other way round (p. 34) leading to either a
“constituency for bureaucratic autonomy” or a “constitu-
ency for patronage”, respectively. Moreover, Shefter dif-
ferentiates between externally and internally mobilized
parties, according to the location where these have been
established, i.e., either outside or within the regime. The
authors trace the three national trajectories from the time
of colonialism and the formation of state apparatuses
before and after independence, the choice and evolution
of electoral systems, and they examine historical legacies
and pathways shaping political parties, their relation to
bureaucracies and the availability of patronage (p. 36ff).
Malaysia’s electoral authoritarian system was domi-

nated until 2018 by UMNO (United Malays National
Organization), a well-oiled party machinery with 3.35
million members and direct access to state-financed
patronage. Thus, macro-particularistic practices of
credit-claiming and facilitation overshadowed a limited
micro-particularism. In contrast, political parties in the
Philippines have always been weak and patronage has been
more dependent on pork-barrel politics and local
machines using public and private resources. All three
types of particularism are used extensively. Political parties
in Indonesia are between these two extremes, but an
increasingly candidate-centred electoral system has pro-
duced a focus on private resources. Ad hoc teams organize
the micro-particularistic incentives during campaigning.
The extraordinary richness in detailing all these particular
mobilization techniques in the three countries is one of the
great qualities of this book.
The nuanced analysis also covers some regional patterns

deviating from the predominant ones: Sabah and Sarawak
in Malaysia, Aceh and Papua in Indonesia, and Mindanao
in the Philippines are exceptions to the national trends and
patterns and sometimes have more in common with
electoral mobilization regimes in neighbouring countries.
Another chapter covers the role of ethnic and religious
identity networks (p. 179ff), gender disparities (p. 188ff),
and class (p. 198ff).

The ambitious endeavour of the research team does not
leave much ground for criticism. The historical institution-
alism is in itself plausible, but the trajectories of regimes,
party systems, campaign strategies, finance regulations, and
the like are so complex since colonial times that the
reconstruction of causal mechanisms with reference to
Shefter’s insights is difficult. Shefter’s sequencing and the
distinction between externally and internally mobilized
parties, especially under conditions of colonialism, raises
new questions. In addition, the typology is based on only
three in-depth country studies and its generalizability is,
therefore, restricted as evidenced by the short passages at the
end on other cases in Southeast Asia such as Timor Leste,
Thailand, and Singapore with their respective specificities.
In sum, the book offers a range of very innovative

contributions to the literature. It develops a convincing
typology of electoral mobilization regimes (p. 73ff) and I
wonder if this typology could be expanded in the future. It
would also be interesting to see how populist forms of
electoral campaigning, in particular those involving new
social media, would fit into the typology presented. The
book also succeeds in transcending the usual fixation on
micro-level and contingent practices. Instead, the authors
deal with practices involving not merely the exchange of
patronage for electoral support, they extend the analysis to
“internally coherent and consistent systems of governance,
with distinct clusterings of patronage forms and networks”
(p. 238). This also implies a reconstruction of path-
dependent electoral mobilization regimes and an approach
that includes anthropological, political science, and
politico-economic analyses in order also to understand
specific social group characteristics (p. 242ff). Only this
comprehensive analysis may help draft refined electoral
and party regulations that better take into account the
hardly predictable effects of such reforms (p. 251ff).

The Art of Resistance in Islam: The Performance of
Politics among Shi’i Women in the Middle East and
Beyond. By Yafa Shanneik. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
2022. 288p. $85.97 cloth.
doi:10.1017/S1537592723001147

— Shirin Saeidi , University of Arkansas
saeidi@uark.edu

Yafa Shanneik’s The Art of Resistance in Islam: The Perfor-
mance of Politics among Shi’i Women in the Middle East and
Beyond is a groundbreaking study that crosses disciplines,
methodologies, and geographies to demonstrate how Shi’i
Muslim women’s innovative approach to religiosity desta-
bilizes the hegemony of gender norms in their communi-
ties and power structurers of the international nation-state
system. Based on fieldwork and interviews with Shi’i
women in London, Dublin, Kuwait, and Bahrain, Shan-
neik traces meaningful relations within a rarely accessed
Shi’i community that follows the cleric Mohammad
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