
als who did not represent a diverse cross section of their local populations.
These ethnographic observations are excellent examples of how inequality
gets reproduced in local political settings.

Baiocchi andGanuza suggest the continuedmarginalization of the public
in the process of budgeting reveals how the neoliberal agenda has remained
supreme. The main issues affecting inequality, such as tax reform and the
funding of public education, take place outside the framework of participa-
tory innovations. Baiocchi and Ganuza remain convinced that participatory
budgeting, if linked institutionally to administrative reform, has the power to
deepen democracy. The lesson they draw from their comparisons is that par-
ticipatory budgeting needs comprehensive reform of governmental adminis-
tration to create a fresh, new architecture of communication between citizens
and authority.

While their commitment to the possibilities of participatory budgeting is
clear, there remain unanswered questions. First, Biaocchi and Ganuza do
not present a clear enough picture of what administrative reform would
look like. While every urban area has its own peculiarities and specific or-
ganizational cultures in government, the attraction of participatory budget-
ing is its modularity. If participatory budgeting is to expand into new places
and areas of the budgeting process, it would benefit from an administrative
reform agenda to combat resistance from established interests. Next, partic-
ipatory budgeting would need to consider the growing influence that the
media plays in deliberation and forming opinions before meeting in person.
A growing number of citizens consumemedia in limited online social circles
that shield them from different views. Even well-informed citizens often
have made up their minds prior to face-to-face meetings.

Overall, this book is an excellent example of careful research that engag-
ingly narrates the blow-by-blow of everyday politics while analyzing larger
theoretical issues. I’m impressed that the research spans three different con-
tinents and is exceptional in its integration of such a broad range of material.
Finally,Biaocchi andGanuza have the ability to express complex ideas about
participation in an elegant and intelligible manner. For that reason, I would
even recommend this book to advanced undergraduate students who are in-
terested in recent political changes. These strengths and the importance of the
analysis make the book a significant contribution to political sociology.

No Place Like Home: Wealth, Community, and the Politics of Homeowner-
ship. By Brian J. McCabe. New York: Oxford University Press, 2016.
Pp. xiii1229. $24.95 (paper).

Len Albright
Northeastern University

In 2006, seven out of ten Americans lived in a home they owned, the high-
est rate of homeownership in U.S. history. This reflects nearly a century of
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state-based efforts designed to encourageAmericans to own their ownhomes.
In No Place Like Home, Brian McCabe seeks to unravel a paradox of mo-
tivations that have animated public policy. At once, the federal government
has incentivized homeownership both as a tool for strengthening the col-
lective efficacy of citizens and as a savings platform for generating indi-
vidual wealth. But McCabe argues that these two goals are contradictory.
For Americans whose primary asset is their home equity, the potential of
homeownership to build civic capacity is tempered or eroded by a desire
to protect individual wealth. Homeowners create symbolic boundaries of
separation from renters that deny them full participation in civic life and
engage in politics of exclusion to prevent social change that is perceived
to be a threat to property values. Are exclusionary politics a necessary out-
come of high homeownership rates? Perhaps not. But McCabe makes a
compelling historical case for why this may be a sine qua non and questions
the logic of a continuation of statecraft that prioritizes homeownership as a
means of creating collective social good.
The book is composed of three sets of analyses. McCabe first unpacks the

ideology of homeownership through a historical narrative of numerous 20th-
century federal campaignswith a particular focus onNewDeal politics, post-
war suburbanization, and theClintonadministration’sNationalHomeowner-
ship Strategy. In addition, he spotlights the role of private sector campaigns,
including Own Your Own Home in 1914 and the Home Ownership Mat-
ters campaign in 2011. He then explores how the trenchant American desire
for homeownership impacts civic habits by presenting quantitative analy-
ses based on the Social Capital Community Survey and the Current Popu-
lation Survey. The analysis includes assessments of civic involvement along
four dimensions: political participation, community engagement, social cap-
ital resources, and civic attitudes. The final data section comprises qualita-
tive documentation of exclusionary not inmy back yard (NIMBY) politics in
the affluent Chicago suburb ofWinnetka, with secondary analyses of previ-
ous studies in a variety of cities and suburbs including the Chicago neighbor-
hood of North Kenwood–Oakland and Durham, North Carolina.
The analytical payoff of McCabe’s mixed-methods approach is a set of

lessons for both social scientists and policy makers. First, he argues that
it is essential to study the social components of homeownership alongside
of its financial properties. Second, he identifies housing tenure segregation,
the residential separation of homeowners and renters as a notable indepen-
dent and dependent variable when considering the effects of public policy
and local community politics. Finally and most productively for the pur-
pose of this review, he calls for further consideration of themechanisms that
link homeownership to social and political outcomes. McCabe’s research
presents a provocative puzzle. Is homeownership inherently problematic
for civil society, or can delinking it from concerns of individual economic
mobility allow for the benefits of ownership to be realized? If so, what are
the links that connect the politics of financial asset protection to the politics
of citizenry, and how has this varied historically?
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A critical link is the intersection of housing markets, the institution of ed-
ucation, and racial and class politics. Historically, early federal sponsorship
of homeownership occurred alongside Jim Crow politics of school segrega-
tion.The creation of a geography of homeowners is inseparable from the state
sponsorship of an unequal racialized geography of education, andMcCabe’s
analysis of the emergence of the ideology of homeownership could be nu-
ancedwith a consideration of concurrent education politics. In the contempo-
rary moment, the politics of property values and the politics of education are
linked by school funding based on property taxes. Thus, an uneven distribu-
tion of property value leads to corresponding unevenness in school funding,
per pupil expenditure, and school quality. Homeowners engage in education
politics to protect home value and select into housing markets in part based
on school quality. Changes in the socioeconomic composition of a school’s
students can be perceived as both a threat to school quality and a threat to
property values. In the case study ofWinnetka, McCabe discusses resistance
by affluent homeowners toward a subsidized housing development intended
for low- and middle-income renters. There is a notable lack of discussion of
education politics, particularly in the context of a 2015 report by the Educa-
tion Trust that identifies Illinois as having the highest level of school funding
disparities in the nation. For theNewTrierHigh School inWinnetka in 2015,
per pupil expenditure is nearly double the state average for both instruction
and operations (lllinois StateReport Card [IllinoisBoard of Education, 2015–
16]). School funding formulas based on local property taxes reify spatial strat-
ification, and homeowners exercise school choice by accessing housingmarkets.
McCabe presents a useful categorization of homeowner citizen involvement
that could be explored in relationship to school politics.

A second point on mechanism regards the emotional relationship that
people have to their places of residence. In reading No Place Like Home,
I was struck by the variety of emotional language in the text. Americans
dream of owning a home. They feel that their money is being wasted if they
rent.Home is an anchor of stability. In this context, I’mreminded of the 2009
documentary titled The NewNeighbors, which chronicles the town of Penn-
sauken, New Jersey. In the context of socioeconomic changes in the town,
citizens organized a strategy of intentional integration to prevent exclusion-
ary politics, residential turnover, and “white flight.” In the case of Pennsau-
ken, residents chose loyalty and voice over exit. Case studies of successful
integration and inclusionary politics should be considered alongside consid-
erations of the exclusionary politics of homeownership. The dynamics of
emotional attachment are notable independent variables worth considering
in these examinations, particularly when the value of emotional of attach-
ment goes beyond the value of a home as a financial asset.
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