woman-invoked rhetoric. In part, Wineinger argues, this
thetorical shift stems from greater ideological uniformity
among Republican women in Congress (i.e., a decline in
moderate congresswomen), heightened ideological polar-
ization, and the need for the party to counter an increas-
ingly common narrative that the GOP is engaging in a
“war on women.”

While the evidence of the rhetorical shift among GOP
women over time offers strong support for Wineinger’s
argument, particularly when coupled with a demonstra-
tion of the changing relationship between congress-
women’s ideology and gendered frame use over time, I
would have liked to see a direct comparison between
Democratic and Republican congresswomen’s speeches.
Wineinger acknowledges this limitation, of course, though
inclusion of elite interviews from congresswomen in both
parties speaking to the role of motherhood in their own
political thinking and behavior in Congress serves to pique
the reader’s interest in further comparisons across party
lines.

Following her analysis of House floor speeches, Wine-
inger considers how the unique strategic context facing
Republican women manifests in terms of intraparty pol-
itics in Congress. She provides case studies of Republican
women’s efforts to organize within congress on behalf
of women’s issues through the Congressional Caucus for
Women’s Issues (CCWI) and the Republican Women’s
Policy Committee (RWPC). Wineinger then builds on
this work with case studies of Susan Molinari (R-NY),
Jennifer Dunn (R-WA), and Cathy McMorris Rodgers
(R-WA)—three women who represent “critical actors”
given their leadership positions in the House Conference.
Collectively, these cases highlight a few key points about
congresswomen’s role in the party. Foremost is women’s
advancement in terms of party messaging. Republican
congresswomen are valued as an electoral asset, particu-
larly in an era of robust gender gaps among voters, and
women have gained new opportunities for leadership in
key party messaging roles. However, leadership oppor-
tunities in other areas have yet to materialize. Wineinger
concludes that support for the RWPC and for women’s
leadership in the conference “has largely stemmed from
a desire to prevent an anti-woman image of the GOP,
rather than any substantive belief in women’s distinct
interests and perspectives as policymakers” (p. 119).
The role of party gatekeepers, particularly the office of
the speaker, in advancing or stymieing women’s efforts
also features prominenty in these case studies. What
emerges from Wineinger’s analysis is the sense that
the glass ceiling within the Republican Party remains
firmly intact.

Gendering the GOP enhances our understanding of the
connections between gender, representation, and party
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polarization. Polarization has shaped the ideological char-
acter of women elected to Congress, but it has also
changed the ways they work together and the ways they
work with party leadership. Wineinger’s work highlights
how Republican women strategically leverage their gender
identity in party messaging. It also points to the limits of
such efforts beyond messaging roles. In these respects,
Wineinger is successful in drawing out the distinctive
context that Republican women face when serving in the
US House. This book is also a useful tool for analyzing the
career trajectories of current female Republican leaders—
for example, Elise Stefanik, the current chair of the House
Conference committee—as well as the future of women’s
incorporation into leadership positions in the party more

broadly.
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Neighborbood Watch: Policing White Spaces in America,
“explores the private weaponization of racial fear” (p. 5)
that shapes modern policing practices in the United States,
particularly as it pertains to how white citizens use police
to re-assert and enforce racial hierarchy. The book offers a
framework to understand the push-and-pull between
institutional oppression of Black Americans, their subse-
quent resistance, and the casting of that resistance as
evidence for the need to assert new modes of oppression.
Shawn Fields refers to this as cycles of fear, and evaluates
contemporary policing practices and the legal logics that
support them through this lens. Ultimately, though, the
book’s primary purpose is to reorient our approach to
reform around decreasing interactions with the police writ
large, rather than improving them. As such, the book is an
entry in an abolitionist tradition, where the vision of
abolition guides the identification of reforms worth
pursuing.

Fields builds on the cycles of fear framework through
turning to the interplay between White citizens and agents
of the law, where citizens wield criminal legal infrastruc-
ture to assert White space, police respond, and case law
protects them both. In chapter 2, Fields deftly problema-
tized the 911 dispatch system, which provides White
citizens a mechanism to make demands of police (and
they are required to respond). This chapter is perhaps the
highlight of the text, where the 911 call dispatch system
and its capacity to deliver demands for racialized policing
to law enforcement’s doorstep is often overlooked in
inventories of institutional bias. Fields notes that law
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enforcementare required to respond to calls for emergency
assistance and dispatchers have no discretion in terms of
which calls they forward. Chapter 3 follows by highlight-
ing the development of case law (particularly around
the 4™ Amendment) that provide law enforcement pro-
tection for nearly any kind of interaction they have with
civilians. Chapter 4, then, positions stand-your-ground
laws as an extension of the power of White citizens to wield
extra-legal violence for the purpose of maintaining white
supremacy. Legal protection for citizens who claim self-
defense is matched in Chapter 5 with legal protection
afforded to officers via unqualified immunity. Fields con-
cludes this explication of legal racial violence with a review
of research around unconscious bias held by White Amer-
icans — after centuries of codified white supremacy, how
can we expect White Americans to unlearn their own
privilege? Fields ultimately concludes that we cannot, thus
setting up his claim that rather than gear reforms to
improve interactions between legal actors and civilians,
our only hope is to gear reforms to reduce those interac-
tions overall.

The evidence Fields brings to bear on his argument
centers on the development of case law around the issues
that anchor each chapter. The exception is Chapter 1,
which recounts a long history of the criminalization of
blackness, beginning with slave codes, and moving
through Jim Crow, an era characterized by legally sup-
ported lynching. Throughout the text, Fields recounts
anecdote after brutal anecdote of the violent deaths of
Black individuals first at the hands of lynch mobs, then at
the hands of police, and then again by White civilians in
the contemporary era. Through this exercise, he drives
home the role this violence plays in maintaining racial
hierarchy, carrying it through eras of racial change, and the
ease with which it is accessible to White citizens. This
narrative thread is valuable for two reasons: 1) it clearly
connects the nation’s past sins to the contemporary polit-
ical moment, reminding the reader that the common-
sense rejection of the violence of slavery likewise demands
that we approach contemporary legal violence with
urgency; and 2) it reminds us of the lives and potential
lost at the hands of police — Elijah McClain’s name will not
be forgotten.

The central argument of the book is that there is no
escaping the racialized violence of the state (and White
citizens’ predilection to wield it to maintain the color line)
and so we should instead focus on reducing interactions
with police — thus, whether one finds the book compelling
depends on their orientation towards police. Fields has not
produced a text that is likely to convince even the average
reform-minded liberal that crime is not an issue, that
public safety is not an important social good, and that
police do not have a role in providing public safety. In fact,
he has presented no analysis dealing with the real issue of
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public safety that many individuals living in race-class
subjugated communities face daily.

The text does cover a fair amount of evidence that the
police have a lot of discretion and legal protection in ways
that are problematic in a democracy. However, this evi-
dence is likely to be familiar to criminal legal scholars. The
historical recounting of the push-and-pull between Black
resistance and the mechanistic reassertion of state violence
in response to that resistance by way of criminal justice
policy retreads arguments developed by scholars else-
where, such as in Weaver’s work on race and punitive
crime policy (Vesla Weaver, “Frontlash: Race and the
development of punitive crime policy,” Studies in Ameri-
can Political Development, 21[2)]: 230-26); Gibran
Muhammad’s [2010] The Condemnation of Blackness:
Race, crime, and the making of modern urban America,
and Naomi Murakawa’s [2014] The First Civil Right: How
Liberals Built Prison America. Michelle Alexander devel-
oped similar legal analysis in 7he New Jim Crow [2010].
The usefulness of Fields’ analysis, then, arises from turning
attention to the role of white citizens in the contemporary
moment who wield their power not through explicit acts
of violence, as in the case of the shooting of Ahmaud
Arbery, but through the comparatively more quotidian use
of the 911 call system to police out-of-place Black bodies
in White spaces. Whether this pivot is enough to convince
Fields’ audience to embrace abolition is unclear. Never-
theless, Fields adroitly problematizes the 911 call system,
effectively highlights the demand-side factors that pro-
mote racialized policing practices, and identifies an often-
overlooked area of policy ripe for reform.

In sum, Neighborhood Warch develops analysis of case
law that undercuts the ability to hold law enforcement
accountable together with an account of the means by
which White citizens can use police to protect White
space and uphold White supremacy. He then leverages
this analysis to identify a suite of reforms that would
ostensibly succeed in reducing overall interactions
between civilians and police. The text is an entry into
a growing body of work oriented around the project of
abolition. The book complements a series of other works
that provide more in-depth scholarly accounts of the
political development of the American carceral state and
legal analyses that lay bare the racialized nature of the
system. However, researchers interested in extending an
empirical analysis of how the criminal justice system
operates to produce racialized outcomes are not likely
to find much new ground to work in Neighborhood
Watch. Nevertheless, the accessibility of the text does
render it a useful entry into understanding the institu-
tional mechanisms by which policing reinforces racial
cleavages. By turning attention to demand-side drivers of
racialized policing, Fields identifies an enduring agent in
criminal legal inequality — citizens, ourselves.
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