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short account of the trial and makes excellent use of archival sources from 
the FBI and the Berrigans. But o’Rourke excels at bringing Harrisburg into 
the story. His expansive accounts of jury selection in this conservative region 
show what the defense had to overcome. o’Rourke poignantly describes 
several antiwar vigils in the Harrisburg area during the trial, but he also 
documents the difficulties of the Defense Committee in reaching out to local 
residents. He makes acerbic asides about local citizens and politicians who 
found themselves in the national limelight, and he captures the mood of a 
city struggling with white flight and economic decline. 

While one would have hoped that a fortieth-anniversary edition would 
contain a clearer historical perspective, the republication of The Harrisburg 
7 and the New Catholic Left  should help introduce a new generation to these 
important events and to refocus attention on how the Vietnam War and the 
antiwar movement affected the home front. 

RoBERT  SHAFFER 
Shippensburg University 

Lisa Levenstein. A Movement without Marches: African American Women and 
the Politics of Poverty in Postwar Philadelphia. (Chapel Hill: University of 
North Carolina Press, 2009) Pp. 320. Illustrations, bibliography, index.  
Cloth $47.50. 

Tracing  the  multiple  contexts  through  which  African  American  women 
endured  and  subverted  racialized  poverty  in  postwar  Philadelphia,  Lisa 
Levenstein  examines  their  efforts  to  create  more  responsive  social  welfare  poli-
cies  throughout  the  city’s  public  institutions.  She  dismisses  the  “underclass” 
thesis, w hich d iminishes A frican A mericans’ c omplex s ocioeconomic r esponses 
to  the  changing  postwar  urban  paradigm,  by  framing  working-class  African 
American  women  as  proactive  agents,  who  pursued  government  assistance  to 
support  themselves  and  their  families  amid  structural  (namely  deindustriali-
zation  and  racial  discrimination)  and  personal  impediments  consuming  their 
lives.  Levenstein  chronicles  African  American  women’s  daily  struggles  and 
their  evolving  relationships  with  various  welfare  and  government  agencies,  ini-
tially  focusing  on  their  contentious  encounters  with  state-administered  welfare 
and  judicial  programs  and  then  shifting  her  attention  to  their  campaigns  for 
greater  access  to  better  housing,  healthcare,  and  educational  facilities.  Quietly 
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engaged  in  key  struggles  with  public  institutions  in  the  1950s  and  1960s, 
African  American  women  mobilized  not  only  to  enhance  their  communal  and 
familial  conditions,  but  also  to  reshape  the  very  foundations  of  institutional 
power  and  entitlements  throughout  Philadelphia’s  public  entities. 

As  working-class  African  American  women  fled  the  South’s  segregationist 
regime  and  ventured  north  in  search  of  dignified  employment  opportunities 
in  the  1940s  and  1950s,  they  confronted  myriad  discriminatory  patterns 
not  only  in  Philadelphia’s  labor  market,  but  also  within  its  government-
sponsored  welfare  programs.  Levenstein  notes  that  women  questioned  and 
challenged  the  restraints  imposed  on  them  by  the  Aid  to  Dependent  Children 
(ADC)  program,  which  assisted  working-class  women  only  after  they  had 
reached  the  nadir  of  their  economic  existence.  Moreover,  the  ADC  refused 
to  support  women  who  cohabitated  with  men,  embracing  the  position  that 
“women  who  lived  with  men  should  give  up  welfare  and  get  married”  (33). 
Combating  the  ADC’s  conservative  handling  of  welfare  assistance,  African 
American  women  and  mothers  sought  to  overcome  the  program’s  institu-
tional  hurdles  through  various  strategies  to  secure  additional  welfare  funding, 
even  as  many  worked  domestic  jobs  and  lived  with  male  partners.  Levenstein 
points  out  multiple  scenarios  in  which  women  fought  for  increased  financial 
aid  from  the  ADC,  as  well  as  the  careful  balancing  act  they  engaged  in  to 
remain  on  its  institutional  rolls:  “Some  viewed  domestic  work  as  particularly 
demeaning  and  saw  little  benefit  in  leaving  ADC  for  jobs  that  yielded  com-
parable  or  even  lower  income.  others  insisted  on  obtaining  more  money  than 
either  welfare  or  low-wage  jobs  provided  and  earned  income  secretly  .  .  .  while 
receiving  ADC”  (32). 

African American women faced similar encumbrances within Philadelphia’s 
judicial apparatus. The Philadelphia Municipal Court curbed women’s access 
to increased financial support and trivialized domestic violence in African 
American households. Although women depended on the municipal court’s 
assistance to sustain their families in the 1950s, Pennsylvania welfare offi-
cials instituted measures to prevent perceived abuses of the legal structure’s 
benefits. Levenstein also finds that municipal judges dissuaded women from 
seeking legal recourse in domestic disputes and urged them to resolve their 
marital differences through other remedies, like domestic counseling. African 
American women responded to these gendered and state-driven impositions 
by choosing to press “charges only [when] they believed that legal authori-
ties’ strong support for male breadwinning would work in their favor” (86). 
In redefining the terms upon which the Philadelphia Municipal Court 
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accommodated their needs, women safeguarded their privacy from further 
government intrusion while securing much-needed financial and protective 
assurances from state-administered welfare entities. 

Levenstein further contends that African American women confronted 
widespread class, gender, and racial barriers in Philadelphia’s public housing 
system. They responded to this challenge by forging grassroots initiatives to 
combat entrenched discriminatory patterns. Following World War II, the 
NAACP and white liberal reformers compelled the Philadelphia Housing 
Authority (PHA) to desegregate public housing sites, creating new oppor-
tunities for black families to secure residential toeholds. The NAACP and 
PHA envisioned public housing along class and gender lines, making appeals 
to two-parent African American households while restricting working-class, 
single mothers from the application process. Persistent efforts by working-
class women eventually won them entry to public housing, however, and 
they fought to transform their living quarters into respectable domiciles 
reflective of their individual aesthetic tastes. Nonetheless, facing an ongoing 
backlash from middle-class whites who resented public housing projects in 
their communities, African American women still resided in predominantly 
impoverished and segregated neighborhoods and met resistance from housing 
officials about improving their facilities even as they asserted their rights in 
housing disputes. 

African American women, worried about pervasive discriminatory pat-
terns and segregation measures in Philadelphia’s public schools, also mounted 
campaigns against school administrators, officials, and white residents who 
deliberately subverted their children’s educational aspirations. Disgusted 
by inadequate academic standards, the tracking system, and understaffed 
faculties, many women spoke with school administrators and teachers about 
their concerns. They addressed their children’s academic development and 
even lobbied for school transfers, which ignited further racial schisms with 
middle-class whites, who removed their children to all-white schools or sub-
urban school districts. 

To document African American women’s socioeconomic milieu and their 
role in the struggle for civil rights in the “City of Brotherly Love” during the 
1950s and 1960s, Levenstein employs government reports, African American 
and city newspapers, and oral histories. She also integrates compelling visual 
evidence and statistical tables into her analysis, combining qualitative and 
quantitative approaches to explain African American women’s everyday 
plights. In bringing together these materials, she unravels the multifaceted 
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racial, judicial, and social dimensions of postwar African American migratory 
patterns while also examining postwar liberalism’s strengths and limitations 
in response to the changing demographics of postwar Philadelphia. Moreover, 
Levenstein dissects the gendered meanings of these broader struggles within 
the African American community. Her incorporation of oral histories from 
women offers an invaluable lens for urban historians seeking to comprehend 
the complex interracial and intraracial tapestries through which African 
American women defined their lives. 

In giving a “voice” to the voiceless, Levenstein accentuates African 
American female agency and unveils the myriad strategies employed by 
working-class women to rearrange the terms upon which public institutions 
responded to their social and economic concerns. Although racial animosities 
pervaded the city, African American women could overcome the institutional 
and racial obstacles besieging them at every turn by crafting grassroots legal, 
domestic, and educational solutions to destabilize the structural boundaries 
keeping them marginalized. Levenstein’s account affords urban scholars a bet-
ter understanding of how African American women in Philadelphia altered 
their destinies amid unfolding racial turmoil in postwar America. 

MATTHEW  SMALARZ 
University of Rochester 

Hayes Peter Mauro. The Art of Americanization at the Carlisle Indian School. 
(Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 2011) Pp. 184. Illustrations, 
notes, bibliography, index. Cloth, $45.00. 

Set in the context of America’s “Gilded Age,” Mauro’s visual culture his-
tory centers on the trope of the “before and after” portraits used to mark 
the progress and practice of assimilating Indians into Americans at the 
Carlisle Indian Industrial School. His aim is to show how Richard Pratt, the 
school’s administrator, used photographs to argue that “by means of aesthetic 
transformation, these groups were to be converted from an assumed state of 
 degenerate otherness into model ‘American’ citizens” (1). 

To begin his analysis, Mauro builds on the work of Albert Boime in 
The Art of Exclusion, which suggests that the mingling of ideological pre-
determination with aesthetic convention has parallels in other media. The 
Art of Americanization  also functions as a dynamic correlative to Elizabeth 
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