At this stage, you might ask about the option of civil
disobedience or even revolution: Aren’t these the obvious
normative and political tools to turn to in these circum-
stances? For Hendrix—and here is where the book is
particularly interesting—they are not, because they are
either too restrictive or too dangerous, especially given the
relative position of Aboriginal peoples in the US and
Canadian political systems. Civil disobedience, for
example, is too restrictive, because it limits the political
actor to appealing to the sense of justice of their fellow
citizens (assuming they are seen as fellow citizens) and
returning them, as it were, to the ideals underpinning the
institutions meant to uphold justice. But the problem, as
we saw earlier, is that those very institutions—whether
they be the courts, parliament, or the welfare state—meant
to deliver justice are so deeply shaped by colonialism that
they cannot escape its grip. And so, we need other, more
subtle and experimental forms of political action that lie
prior to (and perhaps beyond) civil disobedience and
revolutionary action. Chapters 3—6 offer an account of
what these actions might be: they provide a rich set of
discussions exploring different forms of political actions
and “permissions” that Aboriginal people might take
against prevailing institutions and norms, including
“speaking untruth to power” in deliberative forums
(chap. 3), justified lawbreaking (chap. 4), focusing on
self-help and care over and above duties to others (chap. 5),
and forms of political experimentation with a view to
future generations (chap. 6).

One deep question the book raises and does not really
answer is the extent to which a resolutely non-ideal,
contextualist, and incrementalist approach to political
action really does offer the appropriate set of tools for
dealing with the enormity of the continuing effects of
colonialism. Hendrix is a respectful and careful critic of
both Aboriginal political theorists who have offered radical
alternative visions for political action (chap. 6) and of
normative liberal political theorists who have tried to
identify overarching principles that might serve to under-
pin a kind of postcolonial liberalism (chap. 2). These
critiques are well made, but they left me wanting a sharper
sense, then, of what duties non-Aboriginal people have—
for example, in light of the normative permissions said to
follow from the analysis of the deep injustices character-
istic of Canada and the United States today—other than a
negative duty of not interfering with those actions and
remaining open to experimentation. Hendrix suggests
non-Aboriginal citizens should not insist on fully
worked-out alternatives or expect that there will not be
disagreement and shifting positions within Aboriginal
polities about appropriate political action and strategies.
This seems exactly right. But how are our natural duties
to support just institutions transformed in the course of
these interactions, and what are the political conse-
quences of the transformation of our self-understanding,
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both individual and collective—imperfect and incom-
plete as that will be?

Hendrix says toward the end of his book that he hopes
to have brought debates about the persistent injustices
faced by Aboriginal people into the broader ambit of
philosophical inquiry, as well as providing some discursive
tools for helping bridge principles of political action found
in Aboriginal political theory with Anglo-American political
theory. The book is admirably successful on both counts.
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— Jon D. Miller =, University of Michigan
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Do political systems shape citizens, or do citizens construct
political systems? This question rests just under the surface
of many political analyses. Ruth Lane has provided an
insightful and useful argument for increased attention to a
bottom-up approach—beginning with individuals in a
family, community, and society—and examining the for-
mation and impact of their political behaviors. Lane
provides a broad introduction to complexity theory, game
theory, and social psychology as perspectives on the con-
struction and maintenance of political systems.

Lane’s core argument is that complexity theory—
expressed in the form of game theory—provides an
important method for political scientists to conceptualize
and assess political behaviors and the extension of those
behaviors into more formal structures and systems of
political decision making. It is an argument for a micro
perspective on politics rather than a macro perspective, to
borrow an economic metaphor. Through the skillful
discussion of a series of examples ranging from Plato to
Nelson Mandela, Lane argues that politics originate at the
micro level and drive the macro level. She also acknow-
ledges that macro-level political systems may influence
individual choices and behaviors, creating a system with
multiple feedback loops.

In her introductory chapter, Lane acknowledges that
complexity theory—a term that she uses frequently
throughout the book—is “best described as a method
rather than an actual theory” (p. 21). Lane uses the
concept of a lattice as the foundation for complexity theory
and provides a helpful introduction to early scholarship in
this arena and in game theory. For readers who encoun-
tered the work of Conway, Epstein, Axtell, and Schelling
in graduate school a few decades ago, Lane provides a
readable and refreshing summary and integration of the
foundations of game theory and its extension into com-
plexity theory. No mathematics is needed to follow her
basic arguments.
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In chapters 4 and 5, Lane distinguishes between the
processes of governing one’s self and engaging in group
activities that may constitute self-government in a small
group or community context. Building on the work of
Berger and Luckmann (Peter F. Berger and Thomas
Luckmann, The Social Construction of Reality: A Treatise
on the Sociology of Knowledge, 1967), Gofflman (Erving
Goftman, The Presentation of Self in Everyday Life, 1959),
and Garfinkel (Martin Garfinkel, Studies in Ethnomethod-
ology, 1967), Lane discusses the formation of individual
political skills, values, and objectives. She is influenced by
Goffman’s work and integrates his ideas into game theory,
focusing on the interactive nature of individuals and
groups in the political process.

Lane then links the work of Almond and Verba (Gabriel
Almond and Sidney Verba, The Civic Culture: Political
Attitudes and Democracy in Five Nations, 1963) on the
formation of political cultures to micro-level processes that
become useful in contemporary discussions of complexity
theory and game theory. Through a set of descriptions and
discussions of individuals and movements, she reformu-
lates the development of political cultures into game
theory, emphasizing the complexity of these processes.
Bourdieu’s definition of “social capital” (Pierre Bourdieu,
The Logic of Practice, 1990) is expanded to illustrate the
complex nature of the creation of political cultures. A
linkage to James Coleman’s use of the social capital
construct would have enriched this discussion, but Lane
relies heavily on the European literature in this area.

In her concluding chapter, Lane returns to “govern-
ment of the self by the self, and government of a whole by
self-governed individuals” (p. 24). Going back to Berger
and Luckmann’s argument that everyday knowledge is
socially constructed, Lane argues,

That everyone is socially constructed is central to the under-
standing and conduct of self-government because it links the two
sides of the equation. A group’s self government is broadly
dependent on the capacity of its members for individual self
government, and the individual’s personal psychological archi-
tecture will reflect that of those who inhabit the same surround-
ing web. Human interaction across this lattice is not a well-
defined game with clearly posted rules and standardized players,
but a creative ongoing interplay in which human choice may
change all of the parameters in midstream (p. 170).

This concluding discussion is especially helpful in
understanding the interaction between micro-level indi-
vidual behaviors and system-level consequences, as well as
the cyclical influence of each on the other over time. More
discussion of the parallel interactions between microeco-
nomics and macroeconomics, however, would have pro-
vided a richer context for her argument.

Lane suggests that far too much political theory has
been and continues to be rooted in institutions and
organizations at the macro level. She is convinced that
there is too little awareness of micro-level processes and
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their importance. Some readers will agree with Lane, and
others may argue that there has been and continues to be a
substantial amount of work that focuses on the importance
and influence of micro-level activities and processes. The
significant postwar growth of survey research in the United
States and most European countries provides a rich data
resource for analysts and theorists to study micro-level
processes. The growing field of political psychology is
rooted in micro-level examinations of individual attitudes,
behaviors, and engagement, and that literature supports
Lane’s emphasis on the importance of individual political
learning and of the simultaneous constrictions generated
by larger political systems and structures.

Even with the caveat that there is a good deal of micro-
level work in place, Lane’s admonishment to think about
the formation of individual values and expectations as an
interactive part of the construction and operation of
macro-level groups and institutions is timely and should
be considered carefully. Just as economists have learned
that it is useful to understand both micro-level and macro-
level economic behavior, Lane provides a timely reminder
to political scientists and political theorists that we need to
think about the symbiotic relationship between individual
socialization and political learning as the roots of our
polarizing political system and then to think about the
inducements and constraints that polarization, as one
example, puts on individual behaviors and choices. Lane’s
clear descriptions and interesting examples will provide
food for thought throughout the discipline. If he could
have gotten through the vocabulary of complexity theory
and game theory, Tip O’Neill would have liked this book.
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In 2010 Chelsea Manning leaked the largest trove of
classified documents in US military history. They included
the Iraq and Afghanistan War Logs, which revealed mas-
sive civilian death tolls and evidence of war crimes, and a
cache of embarrassing diplomatic cables. Presenting as
male and gender nonconforming while serving in the
army, Manning transitioned in prison where she served
7 years of her 35-year sentence before being pardoned.
Officials, reporters, and even her lawyers used Manning’s
gender dysphoria to question her decision to leak. Mean-
while, according to Manning herself (in interviews), and to
most of her sympathizers, the two were simply not con-
nected: Manning just happened to be a queer whistle-
blower. Lida Maxwell’s marvelous new book, Insurgent
Truth, makes a forceful case for the interconnectedness of
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