
the job of motivating a return to the “cross-
class coalition” that the welfare state pro-
duced. She might be right; but, once
again, I think we need to see more evidence
here. A reinvigorated liberalism, after all,
might have focused on the divide between
unskilled workers and educated workers
without basing its argument on anything
unique to (say) the United States as a
national project. That this project did not
emerge is not itself evidence that it might
not be brought forth now. Tamir asserts
that “the workers of the world will never
unite” (p. ). She may be right, but I
am not sure we have been given adequate
reasons to think she is.

If Tamir is unduly harsh on liberalism
and nonnational forms of solidarity,
though, she might be unduly gentle with
the pathologies that accompany national-
ism. The reinvigoration of national senti-
ment might be useful for liberal purposes
in some version of reality, after all, and yet
dangerous in our own; from the fact that
nationalism helped create responsive poli-
tics in the past, we should not infer that it
would necessarily do so now. It is hard,
after all, to imagine how nationalism
might help us solve global problems such
as forced migration, climate change, and

the emergence of novel pandemics. Nation-
alism, finally, always entails the drawing of
lines between the member and the non-
member—and even if Tamir is right that
such lines must be drawn, it is worth noting
that a line is often drawn by political oppor-
tunists in ways that reflect racial or ethnic
purposes as much as shared geography.
Tamir is, of course, aware of this problem,
but insists that nationalism must nonethe-
less be accepted as part of the best response
to neoliberal capitalism (pp. –). For
my part, I would argue that if nationalism
is to be brought back to the table, we should
make sure that it does not bring its less rep-
utable allies with it.
I am, in short, unsure about whether or

not Tamir’s arguments succeed. However,
I am entirely confident that political philos-
ophers ought to read and engage with them
—and that we owe her a tremendous debt
for having brought these arguments for-
ward, and in so clear and powerful a
manner.

—MICHAEL BLAKE

Michael Blake is professor of philosophy, public
policy, and governance at the University of Wash-
ington. He is the author of Justice, Migration, and
Mercy ().
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In this work of nonideal theory, Gwilym
David Blunt flips the existing narrative on
ethics and extreme poverty by examining
the global poor’s right to resist. This is a

refreshing intervention in a debate that
has consistently focused on the duties of
the affluent, at the expense of taking seri-
ously the ethical dilemmas of the oppressed.
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It is particularly welcome given the concern
that taking the perspective of the affluent
contributes to a process of “othering” that
disempowers the subjects of oppression
and adds to their already weighty burdens.
The book contributes to an emerging

movement in political philosophy that
examines the duties of the oppressed.
Beginning from the assumption that the
global institutional order violates the
human rights of the poor, Blunt asks what
they may do in order to fulfill their rights.
The content of the book follows directly
from this flip in perspectives. He begins
with a thoughtful reexamination of global
poverty and inequality (chapter ), before
considering the enforceability of human
rights—subverting the perennial theme to
examine whether right holders themselves
can enforce their rights (rather than wheth-
er foreign powers can do so) (chapter ).
Blunt proposes that those who have their
rights systematically violated by the inter-
national order have a right to resistance.
The book then proceeds to argue that
extreme poverty triggers this right
(chapter ), before evaluating the justifiabil-
ity of various strategies of resistance. Blunt
includes injustice-avoiding strategies such
as illegal immigration (chapter ) and
forming breakaway communities like the
Zapatistas in Mexico, as well as attempts
at justice promotion through transnational
social movements (chapter ), redistribu-
tive war (chapter ), and sabotage and ter-
rorism (chapter ). In doing so, he moves
the debate on resistance beyond actions
that seek to promote justice toward
injustice-avoiding actions through which
the oppressed seek to escape injustice.
This is a particularly relevant focus given
the extreme unlikeliness that activists will
succeed in producing institutional or
political changes that end extreme poverty.

The book concludes with a discussion of
duties of resistance that fall on the affluent
(chapter ).

Throughout the book, Blunt seeks to
eschew the thought experiment approach
that has recently dominated contemporary
political philosophy, instead drawing on
legal conventions and historical examples.
However, he struggles to fully move away
from the thought experiment–based litera-
ture, often returning to it to bolster his con-
clusions. Furthermore, the book suffers
from not including a methodology section
outlining the rationale for the innovative
approach adopted and from not explaining
the role of legal convention in the norma-
tive arguments it proposes.

The book is admirably pluralist: Follow-
ing a strong tradition in practical ethics, it
aims to show that the conclusions advo-
cated can be accepted by those with a
range of theoretical approaches. However,
covering so much ground means that
some of the arguments are a little rushed.
The book could also benefit from being a
bit bolder: the subconclusions are often ten-
tative, and the author seems to shy away
from advocating truly controversial
conclusions.

The strongest contribution of the book is
the discussion of the moral status of illegal
immigrants and those that support or under-
mine their efforts (chapters  and ). It is
here, in tackling a real-life moral issue of
immense practical significance and giving a
novel interpretation of the problem, that the
book is at its best. Blunt calls on us to con-
sider illegal immigration as an instance of
“injustice avoiding” and of “impure” resis-
tance (pp. –). Seen in this light, it is a
moral act that other people should support
and not undermine. This is a strong and con-
troversial stance that is defended in a number
of distinctive ways.

416 book reviews

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0892679420000428 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0892679420000428


Blunt uses the analogy of runaway slaves
to suggest that illegal immigration is a justi-
fiable act of escape from oppression, and
likens the immigrants’ supporters and
enablers to the underground railway that
helped slaves in the United States escape
north to enjoy relative freedom. His view
is that extreme poverty constitutes a
human rights abuse and that global eco-
nomic injustice is so profound that it war-
rants the comparison to slavery. An issue
with Blunt’s arguments here is that it is
not clear that illegal immigrants actually
do succeed in avoiding the violation of
their human rights, given the fact that
they are extremely vulnerable to the abuse
of these rights once they arrive in their
new country of residence. In fact, there is
a case to be made that because illegal immi-
grants typically have no effective recourse to
law, they are in fact more vulnerable to hav-
ing their human rights violated in their new
country than they were in their country of
origin. Among other things, in their new
country illegal immigrants have no political
rights, are intensely vulnerable to extreme
forms of exploitation and modern slavery,
and are subject to both interactional and
systemic domination, constantly living
under the threat of deportation. Using the
framework Blunt adopts in this chapter
(p. ), we can see that an illegal immi-
grant will often face myriad new and diffi-
cult challenges, making it difficult to argue
that illegal immigration can always be
seen as a means to evading injustice.
Thus, Blunt’s claim that illegal immigration
provides respite from the worst effects of
poverty (p. ) can be questioned.

As Blunt rightly points out, escaped slaves
likewise were still oppressed, exploited, sub-
jected to racism, and vulnerable to recapture
once they escaped slaveholding states, and
yet we should still consider their escape an

injustice-avoiding act of resistance. The
 and  Fugitive Slave Acts allowed
escaped slaves to be chased into the North,
and the Dred Scott case in  showed
they were not protected by the U.S. Constitu-
tion. Thus, the threat of being reenslaved if
caught meant slaves who escaped north
could not securely enjoy a free existence or
free access to public institutions. However,
in spite of the injustice and alienation they
faced, their situation in terms of human
rights and dominations was unquestionably
improved rather than worsened by their
escape from slavery. The same cannot be con-
fidently asserted of illegal immigrants, except
in cases where they must flee to avoid immi-
nent death or significant harm, as is the case
with war, famine, natural disasters, and
extreme forms of political persecution.
Blunt does recognize that illegal immi-

gration does not provide a “permanent
exit” from oppression. He suggests that
impure resistance expresses the desperation
of the oppressed and is a means through
which they “undermine norms and opera-
tional structures by challenging them”
(p. ). In proposing as much, he appeals
to the concept of “infrapolitics,” a term
coined by the political scientist and anthro-
pologist James C. Scott that identifies
actions as “political” that are not tradition-
ally characterized as such. These acts tend
to be nonpublic and even anonymous, but
when brought together with many other
such acts, can lead to political change.
These strategies work by eroding support
for dominant social and political institu-
tions from the bottom up, undermining
existing laws and practices, and, in some
cases, replacing them with alternatives.
Acts of infrapolitics present a threat to heg-
emonic norms and dominant political
structures through irreverent and covert
action. When acts of illegal immigrants
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become pervasive, they could lead to the
erosion of borders and the injustices these
borders perpetuate. However, many con-
temporary states systematically tolerate
large numbers of undocumented workers
(sometimes on a seasonal basis), as their
economies rely on exploiting this labor
pool. For example, studies show that over
half of U.S. farm laborers are undocu-
mented. This suggests that instead of
being denied opportunities by tightly
enforced borders, a large portion of the
global poor are in fact absorbed into the
socioeconomic system of neighboring afflu-
ent states, acting as an exploited underclass
without legal protection. In this context,
there is a risk that acts of illegal immigra-
tion, rather than undermining an unjust
socioeconomic system, actually help repro-

duce unjust intranational social structures
that enrich the affluent and violate the
rights of the poor. If this is the case, it is
unclear how these acts are a productive
form of infrapolitics.

Global Poverty, Injustice, and Resistance is
a provocative intervention that offers a fresh
perspective on ethical and political questions
of real-life import. Blunt’s book subverts
debates on global poverty and immigration
in a way that demands serious attention
from scholars interested in these topics and
should provoke significant debate.

—ELIZABETH KAHN

Elizabeth Kahn is an assistant professor of political
theory in the School of Government and Interna-
tional Affairs at Durham University. Her research
considers the relationship between structural injus-
tices and the obligations of individuals.
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This is an urgently needed book. Madison
Powers and Ruth Faden have constructed
a powerfully reasoned, deeply learned, and
richly perceptive theory that places the
problem of structural injustice at the heart
of political philosophy. Their arguments
should change how philosophers think
about human justice and will provide social
justice advocates a valuable theoretical
resource to guide and support their work.
The book examines the institutional

structures and power relations that unfairly
harm particular groups and develops a

robust normative theory to explain why
these phenomena merit condemnation
and resistance. Drawing deeply on social
science scholarship, it provides penetrating
analyses of environmental, racial, gender,
class, and global injustices, illuminating
the empirical and normative features they
have in common. The authors rightly asso-
ciate their approach with the tradition of
critical theory (p. ), though they remain
fully in dialogue with analytic normative
philosophy debates regarding human jus-
tice and human rights.
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