
The second outstanding issue pertains to how neoliberalism is applied in relation to the
military. Abul-Magd never convincingly explains how the military is “neoliberal.”As she
herself acknowledges, the military leadership never subscribed to neoliberal ideology,
and they never shared the same economic interests as the group of businessmen associ-
ated with Gamal Mubarak, who were clearly supportive of neoliberal economic policies
and ideas. The question arises: what are the sources of difference between the pre-
revolution neoliberal capitalists associated with Gamal Mubarak, and the military?
How these social groups relate to the Egyptian state and to the broader strategies of capital
accumulation being practiced in Egypt during the 1990s and 2000? While the book is
empirically rich, offering a newwindow into how themilitary operates at the level of soci-
ety and in the economy, the Foucauldian analytical framework and the underdeveloped
conception of neoliberalism applied does not adequately explain the military and the ten-
uous relationship it maintains with other class actors and within the state.
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In Boycott!, SunainaMaira depicts the origins and development of the US-based Boycott,
Divestment, and Sanctions (BDS) movement, and presents a triumphalist account of the
movement’s progress to 2018. Her own participation in the movement and interviews
with other scholars provides a rich basis for analysis. That said, additional, brief case
studies would have better fleshed out the narrative, illustrating important arguments
that at times feel more asserted than represented.

Maira has an insider perspective to share. She was involved from the beginning with
organizing the US Campaign for the Academic and Cultural Boycott of Israel
(USACBI), a counterpart to the original Palestinian Campaign for the Academic and
Cultural Boycott of Israel (PACBI). She offers details about discussions among largely
US-based scholars during and after the Israel–Hamas clash in Gaza in 2008–09.
Ultimately, these private discussions led to public advocacy and two successful efforts
to pass pro-BDS resolutions at professional academic associations, the Association of
Asian American Studies, and, more influentially, the American Studies Association.

Popular resistance, as Maira prefers to call it, has a long history in the Palestinian strug-
gle. BDS is therefore contextualized as part of this legacy, not emerging from a vacuum.
Building on Mazin Qumsiyeh’s Popular Resistance in Palestine: A History of Hope and
Empowerment (London: Pluto Press, 2011), Maira’s book explains that past events like
the Arab Revolt (1936–39), the oil shocks (1973–74), and the First Intifada (1987–93)
often included elements like boycotts or labor and tax strikes. Whereas in American dis-
course Palestinians are often stripped down and Orientalized as violent actors, a fuller
reading of Palestinian history uncovers a much wider array of tactics and practices that
belie the standard caricature. Moreover, on its own terms, BDS engages in theoretical dia-
logue with many other grassroots mobilizations against racial and state power, including
the Montgomery Bus Boycott in Alabama, the fight against apartheid in South Africa,
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and the grape boycott in the United States under the United Farm Workers. These and
other examples in Chapter 1 highlight important facets of protest actions, such as cross-
national solidarity and a fundamental stance of decolonization, that link BDS to this past.
The Israeli and US campaign against BDS has been “ferocious, well-funded, and

highly-orchestrated” (p. 85). What wewitness is a pro-Palestinian grassroots mobilization
clashing with a powerful, pro-Israeli state-driven reaction. The reactionary forces, com-
posed in Maira’s telling not only of right-wing Zionists but also of liberal Israelis and
their many supporters in the United States, seem to rely heavily on charges of
anti-Semitism as a way of discrediting BDS: attacking the messenger obscures the mes-
sage. Still, Maira believes the ferocity of the response is a sign that BDS is having a huge
impact; she mentions “a tidal shift in knowledge production and discourse about Palestine
since the call for academic and cultural boycott in 2004” (p. 142). However, greater
empirical support for this would have been illuminating.
In Chapter 4, Maira situates BDS and Palestine inside a larger battle over the future of

the US and global university, suggesting that BDS is a movement facing down university
neoliberalism and corporatization. Universities need strong unions but they also need to
“de-Zionize” (p. 126). Anti-Zionism stands with the democratization of the university in
the United States. To demonstrate this point, she delves into the case of Prof. Steven
Salaita, unhired by the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign due to his pro-
Palestine views. At the same time, she highlights the role of Israeli universities as a mech-
anism for controlling Palestinian lives. One lingering question is the extent to which
Palestine specifically is doing the work of disciplining academic radicals, as opposed
to more general political and economic factors that have squeezed all faculty across fields
in more contingent and precarious positions and thus may be the fundamental cause dis-
ciplining academic radicals.
There are areas for improvement, however. On several occasions, Maira downplays the

argument that academic freedom should prevent the use of BDS against Israeli universi-
ties. She seems to assume that academic freedom is used by the powerful state to shield its
acolytes. That may be the case. At the same time, though, academic freedom writ large
may be a way for the weak and marginalized to claim some intellectual and symbolic
space on college campuses or in society. Academic freedom can cut different ways.
Moreover, much of the book is driven by brief anecdotes and short vignettes, which
sometimes makes it challenging to differentiate between logically plausible as opposed
to empirically supported arguments. For example, in Chapter 2, the author cites Rajini
Srikanth, claiming that the “academic boycott movement has opened up discursive
space to talk about Israel’s policies” (p. 84). That seems plausible, but the reader is
not offered many other examples or a systematic overview that would validate and
prove this point.
Still, the bookmakes its core argument lucid, namely the notion that BDS and Palestine

are part of a radical, global, and transnational solidarity network fighting settler colonial-
ism, racism, and state power. In an affirmative sense, BDS is part of a movement of
“global indigenous solidarity” (p. 125). In 2012, a Chicanx organization expressed
this well in support of BDS: “Our Raza can relate to the concept of invasion, disposses-
sion, occupation, exploitation, and discrimination” (p. 98). To put it more succinctly in
Maira’s terms, Hawaii is Ferguson is Palestine, and attacking BDS is to attack global sol-
idarity. In the Middle East, Boycott! argues that BDS may play a vital role. Will Israel
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remain a state with an ethnonational identity (i.e., Zionism)? Or, will it ever switch to a
state with full equality regardless of identity, the anti-Zionist goal of Maira and the BDS
movement? Boycott! is convinced the push toward the latter is on the way.
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Contesting the Repressive State offers a fresh perspective on a much-debated question in
the study of collective action and social movements: why do some people engage in pro-
tests under a repressive regimewhile others do not? Drawing on interviews with both pro-
testers and non-protesters in Egypt, Jumet’s rich study sheds light on a crucial period in
Egyptian politics (2011–13) while adding important theoretical insights to the literatures
on collective action and social movements. Jumet’s overarching argument is that emo-
tional mechanisms are important in illuminating the link between structural consider-
ations and the decision to engage in protest.

Throughout the book, Jumet offers several theoretical innovations in response to long-
standing debates about the relationship between regime response and subsequent mobi-
lization. She adds important nuance to the claim that repression can fuel further protest
through moral outrage. Even in cases where citizens are outraged at government violence,
she argues, their response hinges on whether they empathize with protesters and whether
they view government violence as unjust. Jumet also contributes valuable insight to the
vexing debate concerning the effects of concessions on mobilization. She insightfully
points out that existing studies tend to assume that protesters perceive concessions as
such. Instead, she argues that scholars need to account for situations where protesters per-
ceive government concessions as too superficial. In such cases, concessions are seen not
as a sign of weakness but as “a further affront to protesters and their demands” (p. 144).

Jumet also usefully challenges the binary distinction that protesters can only under-
stand the regime as either “weak” or “strong” (p. 123). This binary overlooks the nuanced
assessment that protesters’ make with regards to whether the regime may be challenged.
This implies that there are cases where the regime may be strong but nonetheless per-
ceived as “challengeable” (Ibid.).

Jumet also contributes novel insights to ongoing debates regarding the role of social
media in fueling protest. Positioning her work in relation to Timur Kuran’s concepts of
“preference falsification” and “revolutionary thresholds.” Jumet challenges yet another
classical binary—namely that of private and public preferences, arguing that social
media platforms offer an intermediary step—that of “online preference.” Citizens can
express their views openly without having to engage in risky political action, such as
attending meetings or participating in protests. This insight allows us to capture the
opportunities that social media platforms afford citizens in authoritarian regimes. In addi-
tion, Jumet’s research reveals that Facebook played a number of functions in facilitating
protest around Egypt’s 2011 uprising: It informed people about the time and location of

Reviews 513

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0020743819000552 Published online by Cambridge University Press

mailto:db833@cornell.edu
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0020743819000552

