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and feel for another is inevitable, Yao helps us consider how specific sets of cultural
circumstances — most especially histories of gender and racialization — provoke refusals
of fellow feeling. There is a moment in Dauber’s chapter on Stowe when he briefly
considers Harriet Jacobs, implying that he finds it appealing to imagine that, following
Jacobs’s freedom, she did not continue to work for the cause of abolition, but rather
that this liberty allowed her “eternal noncaring beyond anything but the sphere of
caring for her own children, her Harry or Willie as it were” (27). While the
reading of Jacobs seems to leave out knowledge we do have —of her efforts to
compose her narrative, most obviously — this moment strikingly unsettles the relation
between Dauber’s and Yao’s works. Despite their disparate comments on cultural
studies, this moment in The Lagic of Sentiment hints at just how resonant Yao’s argu-
ment is. Dauber’s very call for us to treat the relation between the “I”” and the “you” as
more universal begins to dwell on how skepticism about such connections reads differ-
ently when we consider the position of an enslaved black mother. Yao’s work invites
us to further attend to disaffection — to examine how we might read it through
different texts and tropes — by demonstrating that we can deepen our understanding
of its disparate forms and political ends through carefully historicized, theoretically
informed readings of them.
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The period from 1865 to 1924 was a one of significant change in US history, driven by
the rapid industrialization of the country. At the same time, the late nineteenth and
early twentieth centuries witnessed a dramatic increase in the number of people
moving to the United States, especially from Southern and Eastern Europe. These
immigrants became the backbone of American industrial development, with industri-
alists seeking out immigrant labour, and in the process creating a new industrial
working class. Economic depressions, most notably in the mid- to late 1870s and
the early 1890s, led to strikes and growing resentment between workers and manage-
ment. Industrial action brought about a growing resentment towards workers, fuelling
an already present nativism. The response of management to workers’ protest was to
label it un-American, the result of what they saw as “imported radicalism” (1). Robert
Zeidel’s latest book argues that such a perspective fed into a broader debate concerning
immigration, Americanism, and the growing call for immigration control which
resulted in the Immigration Act of 1924.

Unlike other studies on this subject, Zeidel’s book focusses on the role of the indi-
vidual in history, rather than on the wider “forces beyond the control” of people (3).
Individual industrialists are foregrounded, such as Andrew Carnegie, who spoke at
length on the place of the immigrant in late nineteenth-century America. Zeidel’s
book opens with an overview of ecarly efforts at promoting immigration at the
federal and state levels. Yet, at the same time, the book shows how the strikes resulting
from the economic downturn of the mid-1870s were blamed on immigrants bringing
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in foreign radical ideas. As Zeidel points out, such a view “deflected any consideration
of faults or inequalities within the US economy” (4—s). This is the central point of the
book, which is then expanded upon through a series of case studies. The first of these is
the build-up to the 1882 Chinese Exclusion Act: a precursor of what was to come, and a
lens through which to view all discussion of labour unrest and immigration in the coming
decades. As Ziedel’s book shows, industrialists increasingly blamed their own immigrant
workers for social unrest, which only intensified by the end of the century.

Zcidel suggests that the assassination of President William McKinley by a foreign
anarchist in 1901 marked a turning point in the wider debate over immigration.
Here, and elsewhere, Zeidel is attuned to how industrialists perceived immigrants
both as one homogeneous and potentially subversive group, and as an essential
labour supply with certain groups favoured over others. By the ecarly twentieth
century, Southern and Eastern Europeans immigrants were the two groups perceived
as subversive. How to control immigration became a central concern during the
Progressive Era, as revealed by the Dillingham Immigration Commission of 1911.
This commission would suggest immigration quotas and literacy tests as a means of
controlling immigration, yet it would also highlight how dependent American indus-
trialists were on immigrant labour. World War I exacerbated existing tensions, with
restrictions sold as a means of benefiting all labour. Moreover, the long-standing ques-
tion of loyalty came to the fore, most notably during the Red Scare of 1919—21. The
extent to which all immigrants became Americanized came under the spotlight, with
the resultant quotas favouring Western Europeans over the more “radicalized”
Southern and Eastern Europeans.

Zeidel’s book is based on extensive research, having mined numerous archival col-
lections, which are used alongside the public statements of industrialists and politi-
cians. As such, Zeidel is attuned to the contours of the debates over immigration
and the fear of social unrest. For instance, there was a gendered dimension to how
industrialists viewed unrest. The immigrant women who voiced their opinions in
the public sphere through participation in strike action “did not adhere to proper
social decorum” (9). This book demonstrates persuasively that dissent and radicalism
were regarded as interwoven in the minds of industrialists —a perceived connection
that nativists took as the basis for pushing for further immigration restrictions follow-
ing World War 1.
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The road to the neoliberal city has been paved with liberal intentions. That’s not a bad
summary of the two books under consideration here and it represents a historical con-
sensus about how we got to our urban present. In The Long Crisis: New York and the
Path to Neoliberalism Benjamin Holtzman gives us a fine-grained, sidewalk-level view
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