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Geoff Andrews, The Shadow Man: At the Heart of the Cambridge Spy 
Circle, I.B. Tauris, London and New York 2015; xii + 275 pp, 12 illustra-
tions; ISBN 9781784531669, £20.00, hbk

Geoff Andrews’ biography of James Klugmann (1912-1977) is both a 
fascinating and exciting account of a lifelong communist intellectual 
and man of action, and a significant contribution to our understanding 
of the context, motivation and choices experienced by communists in 
the 1930s and the Cold War period. Klugmann grew up in a prosperous 
German Jewish immigrant community in Hampstead and was educated 
at Gresham’s School and Trinity College Cambridge, where he joined 
the Communist Party. After Cambridge he spent several years in Paris, 
researching the French Revolution and becoming active in and leading 
the Comintern-sponsored Rassemblement Mondial des Etudiants (RME 
– World Student Association). Wartime service saw him recruited into the 
Yugoslav section of the army’s Special Operations Executive (SOE) in 
Cairo, through which he met Tito. After the war, from 1946 to his death 
in 1977, he worked fulltime for the Communist Party at its office in King 
Street in London.

Klugmann’s life falls into two parts, before and after 1948. In 1943 the 
Comintern had been dissolved, to be replaced in 1947 by the Cominform. 
The following year, as a result of a disagreement over policy in the 
Balkans, Yugoslavia was denounced by the Soviet Union and expelled 
from the Cominform. Klugmann, as the Party’s Yugoslav expert due 
to his wartime experience in the SOE, was given the task of justifying 
the Party’s support for the Soviet position. This presented him with a 
deep dilemma, and the choice he made was widely seen at the time, and 
subsequently, as undermining his intellectual and moral integrity. In 
1951 he published From Trotsky to Tito, summing up the Party’s case 
against Yugoslavia. Following Stalin’s death in 1953 and Khrushchev’s 
Twentieth CPSU Congress secret speech in 1956, the Party officially 
withdrew the book. Thereafter Klugmann was widely seen as a broken 
man, a Party hack.

It is the great merit of this biography that, as Donald Sassoon puts it in 
his blurb for the book, using Edward Thompson’s words from the Preface 
to The Making of the English Working Class, it ‘rescues James Klugmann 
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from the “condescension of posterity” and from those of us who regarded 
him (mistakenly) as simply a dull British communist apparatchik’. Three 
fifths of the book covers Klugmann’s life before and during the war. At 
Gresham’s he excelled academically, became close friends with Donald 
Maclean, and won a scholarship to Trinity College. At Cambridge he 
became the outstanding communist intellectual of the time, ‘a person of 
enormous prestige, even a sort of guru’, according to Eric Hobsbawm. 
He continued his friendship with Maclean, worked with Maurice Dobb, 
was the ‘intellectual mentor’ of Guy Burgess and Anthony Blunt, and 
recruited widely to the Communist Party. Influenced by a 1934 visit from 
Willie Gallacher, which led to the slogan ‘Every communist student a 
good student’, he graduated with a double first and obtained a scholarship 
for research into intellectuals and the French Revolution, which took him 
to Paris.

In 1934 Klugmann attended the first World Student Congress ‘Against 
War and Fascism’ which set up the RME with its headquarters in Paris, 
where he combined his historical research with work for the RME, becom-
ing its leader in 1936. He found himself at the centre of an extensive network 
of leading activists in movements of resistance to war, rearmament and 
fascism from around the world, making many friends from China, India, 
Czechoslovakia, France, Spain and Yugoslavia, including Tito. It was 
during his work in the international student movement that Klugmann 
first encountered agents of the Comintern, but it was only later, through 
the intervention of the British Communist Party in 1937, that he assisted 
Soviet intelligence in their recruitment of his close friend John Cairncross. 
It seems that this was his only involvement with Soviet intelligence, lasting 
some nine months. Given Klugmann’s limited and brief involvement, the 
title of the book, The Shadow Man: At the Heart of the Cambridge Spy 

Circle, is very misleading. It is true that he was at the centre of the 1930s 
Cambridge communist group and its leading recruiter to the Party. It is 
also true that he knew and worked with Burgess, Maclean, Philby, Blunt 
and Cairncross, but apart from Cairncross he was not involved in recruit-
ing any of them to Soviet intelligence and there seems to be no evidence 
that he ever passed on information.

The experience of communists and sympathisers in the 1930s was one 
of total commitment to the anti-fascist, pro-socialist cause, which for 
them then meant the Party and the Soviet Union. For those at Cambridge 
the question was how they could best serve that cause. Gallacher’s 1934 
visit helped clarify two of the choices: only one or two would become 
full-time revolutionaries, but the Party also needed scientists and teachers, 
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and by implication more generally people in the professions and positions 
of influence in society. Klugmann chose the first, Eric Hobsbawm the 
second. However, a third possibility presented itself to some, to become an 
agent for Soviet intelligence. Hobsbawm in his autobiography, Interesting 

Times, stated that if he had been asked he would have agreed: ‘The lines of 
loyalty in the 1930s ran not between but across countries’. Blunt, Burgess, 
Maclean, Philby and Cairncross, of course, were asked and agreed.

With the outbreak of war Klugmann volunteered to join the army to 
fight fascism. Andrews comments that he must have found the Nazi-
Soviet Pact from 1939-41 difficult to understand, but surprisingly does 
not discuss this in any detail, perhaps because there is no evidence on 
record as to how he responded to it. After his wartime work with SOE, 
Klugmann returned to Britain in 1946 with ‘Great Expectations’, the title 
of the book’s chapter on this stage in his life, but these expectations were 
not to be fulfilled. He became the Party’s leading ‘Cold War intellectual’, 
justifying every turn in Soviet policy towards the East European ‘new 
democracies’, including the trials of leading communists who had pre-
viously been prominent in the anti-fascist struggles in their countries. 
He turned against Tito and resolutely opposed his erstwhile Party com-
rades who expressed concern about the leadership’s slow response to 
Khrushchev’s 1956 secret speech and the Soviet invasion of Hungary. He 
subsequently experienced what Andrews calls a ‘Late Spring’. In 1957 he 
worked on the Party’s newly established theoretical publication, Marxism 

Today, becoming editor in 1962, and there he remained until the year he 
died. He became a much loved Marxist educational tutor, re-engaging 
with a younger generation, and becoming very close to leading figures in 
the developing Eurocommunist tendency within the Party. 

The Shadow Man, notwithstanding the misleading title, is an excellent 
biography of a brilliant and complex man that illustrates the hard choices 
faced by communists formed in the antifascist struggles of the 1930s and 
committed to the communist movement and the Soviet Union, as they 
came to terms, or failed to do so, with the contradiction between their 
beliefs and values and the way in which the Soviet Union changed and 
evolved under Stalin. Having made his choice to be a full-time revolution-
ary in the Communist Party, Klugmann had nowhere else to go, unlike 
Hobsbawm and other comrades from his Cambridge days, who had inde-
pendent lives, many as leading Marxist intellectuals. Apart, of course, 
from the Cambridge five.

Pat Devine

University of Manchester
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René Berthier, Social-Democracy and Anarchism in the International 
Workers’ Association, 1864-1877, Anarres Editions, London 2015; 256 pp.; 
ISBN 9780850367195, £16.95, pbk

It is an interesting time to be contemplating splits in the labour move-
ment and René Berthier’s studious work reminds us of one of the first. 
Having said that, the split in the First International is not one that has 
been neglected by historians over the years, with Berthier’s book along-
side Wolfgang Eckhardt’s First Socialist Schism and Robert Graham’s We 

Do Not Fear Anarchy – We Invoke it, also published last year, the latest 
in a long line of works dealing with this thorny and fractious issue. It is a 
debate however that has traditionally created more heat than light, though 
René Berthier’s study adds both in relatively equal measure, something 
that might not commend it to everyone. This is a largely polemical work 
written by a long-standing anarchist militant whose aim is to re-set the 
terms of debate around the split in the First International to orient them 
towards the idea that it was Marx, Engels and their supporters who essen-
tially departed the International Workers’ Association rather than the 
anti-authoritarians. In spite of being dubbed a ‘Bakuninist hatchet job’ 
by one communist reviewer, Berthier’s work actually draws on a diverse 
body of primary and secondary material, including Marx’s own public and 
private writings, to present a nuanced and thoughtful study that in many 
ways contributes as much to a history of the origins of social democracy 
as it does to anarchism.

Berthier’s book originally appeared in French in 2012 and has been 
ably translated by Tony Zurbrugg who has navigated some of the dif-
ficult conjunctions and metaphors with admirable lucidity. Zurbrugg 
has also added a number of very useful appendices from extracts of the 
minutes and resolutions of various meetings of the First International 
through to relevant newspapers and letters. In spite of this, a flaw in 
the book is clearly the lack of a focused literature review. Berthier does 
not claim to be an historian and is very direct as to his political bias but 
such a survey would have been useful to those keen to get a wider per-
spective on where Berthier sits in the historiography. As such there is 
no mention of Leo Valiani, Jacques Freymond, Roger Morgan or Julius 
Braunthal.

Social-Democracy and Anarchism begins with a long section termed 
‘key questions’ in which Berthier tackles questions such as the conquest 
of power and the development of an agreed programme, arguments 
over organisation and Bakunin’s basic critique of Marxist methods. 
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This at times convoluted preamble helps draw out an important dif-
ference between the federalists surrounding Bakunin with their stress 
on workplace organisation and non-parliamentary political action and 
the followers of Marx who stressed the importance of the colonisation 
of party political power. This sets the tone for the largely chronologi-
cal approach adopted thereafter and helps highlight the further division 
between Bakunin and Marx regarding the autonomy of the sections. 
This, rather than any hard ideological border between the Marxists and 
the anarchists (a term Berthier ditches for ‘anti-authoritarians’), was a 
significant element in the rejection of the expulsion of the latter espe-
cially after the central body had been moved to New York. Sections 
such as those in Britain, which were keen to distance themselves from 
Bakunin’s anti-party political stance, nonetheless stoutly defended the 
principle of local autonomy over the centralising tendency associated 
with Marx and his dwindling band of supporters. In effect Berthier 
argues that Marx and Engels were left with a rump around this time 
that had isolated itself and died on the vine soon afterwards with the 
remaining sections of the International carrying on into the so-called 
anti-authoritarian international. Berthier seems to over-stress the issue 
of federal autonomy whilst under-playing any sense of a definitively 
anarchist ideological separation. This is a fairly original approach and 
presages later divisions around nationalisation versus workplace organi-
sation as well as departing from an overly personalised discussion of the 
split which has characterised the debate for a long time. Nevertheless, it 
seems strange to title the book along the lines of a binary opposition one 
side of which is then repeatedly downplayed and re-badged as merely 
‘anti-authoritarian’ rather than anarchist. This seems to indicate that 
‘anti-authoritarian’ here means opposed to the perceived authoritarian 
stance of Marx and Engels rather than any sympathy with the anarchist 
position.

In spite of some of these criticisms this is still a hugely informative 
and engrossing read that adds some much needed fresh perspective to the 
origins of the socialist movement and its first historic spilt, the effects of 
which, though largely forgotten other than by partisans of either view, are 
still with us.

Máirtín Ó Catháin

University of Central Lancashire
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Kate Evans, Red Rosa, A Graphic Biography of Rosa Luxemburg, Verso, 
London 2015; 220 pp; ISBN: 9781784780999, £9.99, pbk

In the pantheon of socialist heroes Rosa Luxemburg sits alongside Marx, 
Engels, Lenin and Trotsky: in the first rank. But there has always seemed 
to be a problem. Most people who come to Marx or Lenin or Trotsky will 
usually come to them without their perspective having first been filtered 
through the eyes of their peers. Not so with Rosa Luxemburg.

She is best known for her espousal of the spontaneity of political mobi-
lisation as opposed to Lenin’s presumed much stricter organisational 
precepts. She is known for her criticisms of the Russian Revolution, when 
that revolution was the lodestar of much of Marxism in the twentieth 
century; and her views on the accumulation of capital, which sought to 
put right something she saw missing in Marx’s analysis, have not generally 
been supported. This reviewer has yet to see agreement from succeeding 
generations of Marxist economists on her analysis, which is seen to fall 
within the under-consumptionist school of crisis theory and therefore to 
be in error. She is also renowned for her phrase ‘Socialism or Barbarism’, 
at once an analysis, a warning and call to arms, but as the book makes 
clear, this originated not with her but was uttered first by Karl Kautsky. 
Part of the reason for all this is the thin body of scholarship dealing with 
her, despite her status as a major figure in the history of the socialist 
movement. However, the author notes that this is changing, and her book 
appears as a conscious contribution to this development by offering an 
accessible introduction to Rosa’s life and thought.

It might be thought that a graphic biography would concentrate on 
the life rather than the thought, but the book executes the difficult task 
of addressing both: to do otherwise would be to fail a duty to faithfully 
and accurately reflect its subject. Excerpts of the writings appear in the 
main body of the work and are placed in the context of her life and times. 
The back of the book contains over thirty pages of notes that include 
larger excerpts from her writings and also of her personal letters, which 
are an important source material for much of the book. Nevertheless, I 
think it would be fair to say that a graphic book is not the best format 
to deal with theoretical writings, or even political analysis, and while 
some inclusion is indispensable in explaining Rosa’s life, including her 
inner life, this aspect of the book is not the one that will make the great-
est impact or stay longest in the memory. This is not because of any 
inadequacy in presenting her political ideas but is due to the impressive 
illustration of her life story. In this respect the skill of the writer and 
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illustrator means that a graphic presentation is able to add to the telling 
of her life in a way that simple text could not. There are moments of 
humour that could only be presented visually, and moments that present 
Rosa’s imagination and thoughts that only the immediacy of an image 
can convey. They add to what is already an impressive written presenta-
tion of Rosa Luxemburg’s life.

Born in Poland in 1871, in the year of the Paris Commune, she over-
came enormous obstacles to make her way to such a prominent place in 
history, including physical infirmity and her Jewish background. Her sex 
was a major factor – ‘as a woman she is the legal property of her father, 
and then of her husband. Women are commodities, and, to trade well on 
the marriage market, Rosa must have … a fine dowry … or failing that, 
graceful deportment, feminine charm, submissiveness and eagerness to 
please … or, as a last resort, strength, stamina for menial manual labour 
and good childbearing hips’. On the other hand, what Rosa really pos-
sessed was a prodigious intellect and a ‘rebellious attitude’, which meant, 
for example, that the gold medal due to her at school for her stellar aca-
demic performance was withheld – instead the fifteen-year-old girl asked 
to join the socialist movement!

That movement also reflected male predominance but nonetheless 
within it her rebellious spirit combined with fierce intelligence saw her 
shine. At the Sozialdemokratische Partei Deutschlands (SPD) Congress 
in 1905 she admonished the Congress – ‘are we really living in the year 
of the glorious Russian revolution? Daily, we read news of it, but some 
of us don’t have eyes to see or ears to hear’. In response August Bebel, 
the veteran leader of the SPD, mocked her – ‘I have never heard so much 
talk of revolution. I can’t help glancing at my boots to see if we are not 
already wading in blood!’ But Rosa was not only interested in speeches: 
she travelled to Warsaw, then part of the Russian Empire, to take part in 
the revolution. Unfortunately she arrived only as the Russian state was 
effectively reasserting its control and was arrested. Facing serious charges, 
she was eventually bailed on grounds of ill-health after the authorities had 
been appropriately bribed. Out of this experience she wrote one of her 
most famous works – ‘The Mass Strike’:

It is absurd to think of the mass strike as one act, one isolated action. 
The mass strike is rather the indication, the rallying idea, of a whole 
period of the class struggle lasting for years … The mass strike does not 
produce the revolution, but the revolution produces the mass strike.

Socialist History 52.indd   109Socialist History 52.indd   109 16/10/2017   20:53:1016/10/2017   20:53:10



110 Socialist History 52

Ultimately these differences within the mass socialist movement were 
not simply doctrinal or a matter of temperament but reflected the inter-
ests of different classes. On 4 August 1914 the SPD was presented in the 
Reichstag with the Kaiser’s plans for war and for the first time it voted to 
support a capitalist budget, one that signalled its endorsement of its own 
capitalist state’s participation in the mass slaughter that was to become 
the First World War. Apparently initially refusing to believe this betrayal, 
Rosa defiantly opposed the war, becoming part of the minority of social-
ists in each country who opposed the imperialist slaughter and called for 
workers’ unity. These calls failed, but such was the severity of the slaugh-
ter and the stress put on those societies on the losing side that revolution 
broke out, overthrowing in days reactionary regimes that had endured for 
centuries. The Tsar fell in Russia and the Kaiser fell in Germany, but while 
the subsequent workers’ revolution succeeded in Russia this was not the 
case in Germany. Instead the German state allowed the SPD into govern-
ment, but only in order to forestall the feared alternative of revolution. In 
office the SPD unleashed right-wing troops to crush the German workers’ 
revolt in blood, a revolt Rosa knew to be doomed but which she neverthe-
less defended. The blood of the workers included that of forty-seven year 
old Rosa who was shot in the back of the head and her body thrown into 
the Landwehr Canal in Berlin.

‘Red Rosa’ is too short a book to do justice to the world that shaped 
Rosa Luxemburg’s life and which she sought to radically change. What 
it does offer is an engaging portrait of a sympathetic figure within the 
socialist movement and in doing so put forward an attractive account of 
her life and work. It casts her as a real living woman who loved, dreamed 
and hoped; who sacrificed her life for a cause that she deeply believed 
in and to which many others have likewise committed themselves, not 
least as a result of her inspiring life and thought. A graphic biography 
attempts to do something that words alone cannot accomplish and in 
this case it succeeds brilliantly. If you could say it in words there would 
be no need to paint, said Edward Hopper. Kate Evans has put some great 
images beside some fine words and produced a book that proves how 
right Hopper was.

Joe Craig

Belfast
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Colin Holmes, Searching for Lord Haw-Haw: The political lives of William 
Joyce, Routledge, Abingdon 2016; xv + 494 pp; ISBN 9781138888845, 
£80.00, hbk; ISBN 9781138888869, £15.99, pbk

Philip M. Coupland, Farming, Fascism and Ecology: A life of Jorian Jenks, 
Routledge, Abingdon 2016; 320 pp; ISBN 9781138124349, £100.00, hbk; 
ISBN 9781138688629, £30.99, pbk

Routledge has recently embarked on an extensive programme of publish-
ing monographs about the British far right; not just these two biographies 
of William Joyce and Jorian Jenks, but also a second edition of Nigel 
Copsey’s encylopedic Anti-fascism in Britain; a new version of journalist 
Francis Beckett’s memoirs of growing up with John Beckett, the Labour 
MP who went on to become one of Oswald Mosley’s closest associates 
before leaving Mosley with William Joyce; and Richard Griffiths’ What 

did you do in the War? about British fascism between internment and the 
end of the war. 

Of the figures on Routledge’s list, it is William Joyce who has the great-
est popular recognition. A prominent Mosleyite in the glory days of the 
British Union of Fascists, he broke with his leader in 1937 and founded 
a rival National Socialist League, pointing the way towards the eventual 
eclipse of Mosley’s Union Movement in the 1960s by other fascist tra-
ditions, more openly Nazi in inspiration. Joyce was also, of course, the 
Nazi broadcaster Lord Haw Haw, a figure of fascination and hatred for 
millions of wartime Britons, work for which he was prosecuted and ulti-
mately executed. 

Colin Holmes’s life of William Joyce is not the first biography to 
be published. Holmes predecessors include Rebecca West (1949), Jack 
Cole (1964) and Mary Kenny (2003). Holmes has, however, spent much 
longer with Joyce than any of his predecessors, he has consulted a wider 
range of archival sources and where his account meets theirs, Holmes’s 
analysis is more reliable. Take, for example, the scar which disfigured 
the whole right-hand side of Joyce’s face. Joyce himself was proud of 
it. He claimed to have suffered the injury, his ‘Lambeth honour’ in 
October 1924, when he was just eighteen. Joyce said that he had been 
stewarding a political meeting in South London, which was attacked 
by Communists. One of the interlopers, a Jew, had slashed Joyce with 
a razor. The incident became, in Joyce’s account, his political genesis. 
Joyce’s fascism and his anti-Semitism were born, he claimed, in the fire 
of an intense victimhood.
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Holmes recounts meeting Joyce’s first wife, Hazel Brooks, who told 
him that the assault had not been the work of a man but a woman. And 
that the assailant was not Jewish but Irish. The earliest report of the 
meeting, a Conservative talk for which some of the first British fascists 
had volunteered as stewards, corroborates Brooks’ account. ‘Come Back 
to Erin’ was shouted as Joyce was attacked. The only Jewish person in 
the room whose ethnicity can be stated for certain was the Tory speaker 
whom Joyce was there to support, Jack Lazarus, the Conservative candi-
date for Lambeth North. 

This is not the only point at which Holmes chips away at familiar 
stories of Joyce’s life. Joyce portrayed himself as a loyal Mosleyite who 
would have followed his leader to the end, if only the BUF had not run 
out of money after the Battle of Cable Street, causing Mosley to dismiss 
Joyce as part of a cull of the BUF’s full-time staff. Holmes shows that 
even before Mosley had sacked Joyce, the younger man had been plot-
ting against Mosley. In 1936 and 1937, Mosley sent Joyce to secure the 
backing of Alexander Scrimgeour, a wealthy stockbroker. Contrary to his 
leader’s orders, Joyce sounded out the stockbroker to fund a new party 
under Joyce’s direction. When Mosley dismissed him, Joyce was expect-
ing Scrimgeour to fund his National Socialist League. 

In 1940, several hundred British fascists were detained by the security 
services without trial. The context to their internment was the discovery 
at the home of Tyler Kent, a cipher clerk at the US embassy in London 
and a close friend of British fascist Anna Wolkoff, a cache of correspond-
ence from Churchill to Roosevelt. Wolkoff was charged with attempting 
to send messages to Joyce, now broadcasting from Germany. Holmes 
decodes the crucial message to Joyce, arguing compellingly that it had 
been sent to him by John McNab, an ally of Joyce from his NSL days, and 
showing how it reflects the anti-Semitism and the military defeatism of 
the fringe from which Joyce had come. 

Holmes gives a keen sense of Joyce the broadcaster. He conveys Joyce’s 
confidence and his arrogance, as well as his enthusiasm for Hitler’s fatal 
attack on Russia. He shows how the legend of Lord Haw-Haw was gen-
erated in 1939 by journalists at the Daily Express probably before Joyce 
himself had begun broadcasting. For all their claimed patriotism, British 
fascists listened to their former comrade with enthusiasm. Writing for an 
age saturated with social media, Holmes is very good on the complex rela-
tionship between Joyce’s audience and his message. There were many who 
were fascinated by him, even if they also felt revolted or contemptuous of 
his message. 
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Holmes’ book is, in short, the best forensic biography of William Joyce. 
Jorian Jenks and William Joyce may both have been members of the 

BUF in 1936 but otherwise they were very different types: Joyce raced 
towards battles, Jenks hid form them. He was an agriculturalist, only 
briefly a farmer (although he was one, significantly, in 1931-7 – i.e. when 
he became a fascist) but over a career lasting five decades a theorist of 
farming, first as a civil servant in New Zealand and Britain and after 1945 
as the editor of the magazine of the Soil Association. His journey reminds 
us that an environmental consciousness can have many origins, not all of 
them benign.

Jenks is a minor figure compared to Joyce, and Coupland’s book is 
rightly a shorter work than Holmes’s detailed biography. That said, 
there are points where more detail might have assisted. Jenks was a pro-
lific author about farming, generating several hundred articles for The 

Yorkshire Post as well as the fascist press. Coupland conveys something 
of Jenks’ personality in the early 1920s, when he was promoting fertiliser 
to small farms in the exhausted soil of New Zealand and supporting the 
very technologies which he was later to repudiate. Coupland is vaguer 
however when talking about the seven years Jenks spent as a tenant farmer 
in Sussex. Jenks grew wheat, barley and rape. He barely used machinery, 
although at 300 acres his farm was not too small to benefit from it. While 
the book contains several photographs of Jenks on his farm, with hills 
behind him, Coupland never conveys what Jenks was like as a farmer. 
We are not told whether he welcomed or fought the local populations 
of badgers and otters, or whether he introduced new crops on his farm. 
This gap matters because Coupland has a tendency to portray Jenks, over-
simply, as a simple advocate of good husbandry. But every farmer has a 
farming personality and makes choices as to how they use their land. A 
clear sense of how Jenks was as a farmer might have made his farming 
politics that bit clearer. 

After internment, Jenks was a champion of organic farming, which 
gave him a degree of respectability and some finances after 1945. He was 
not the only former-BUFer to prosper in such circles: one of Jenks’ cor-
respondents, Robert Saunders from Dorset worked with Jenks on the 
organic campaign during a long career that took him within a single vote 
of becoming Vice President of the National Farmers’ Union. 

Coupland tends to emphasise the continuities between Jenks the fascist 
and Jenks the environmentalist. Yet in other respects, after internment, 
Jenks was not the same person. Certainly, if you compare the Jenks of 
1938-9 who was capable of writing blithely of the extermination of the 
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Jews, with his counterpart in 1950, still working on the margins of Mosley’s 
successor party but complaining behind the scenes about the party’s racist 
and exploitative idea of Africa, it is hard not to detect a change.

Very many of Jenks’s fascist contemporaries shifted ideologically after 
1945. Among those who had been detained, there were factors which 
encouraged continuity, including feelings of injustice and anger against 
those who had locked them up. Those who orientated on reality at all 
were however aware that the large majority of their countrymen viewed 
the fascists’ programme without any sympathy. Many fascists survived 
by swapping one big idea for another while sometimes hiding the extent 
of their journey even from themselves. Even Mosley went through some-
thing of a transformation becoming very Hegelian with a capital H after 
1945, and oddly pro-European – this is part of the reason why today’s 
fascists are the successors of Joyce, not of Mosley. 

The middle-aged Jenks was in other words a product of a genera-
tional defeat and crisis, more so perhaps than is captured in Coupland’s 
otherwise enjoyable and sympathetic book. Jenks did combine environ-
mentalism and fascism in his thinking, that is a matter of record. But the 
two ideas were an awkward and incoherent fit.

David Renton

Garden Court Chambers

Greg McLaughlin and Stephen Baker, The British Media and Bloody 
Sunday, foreword by Eamonn McCann, Intellect Ltd, Bristol 2015; 170 
pp; £60.00, ISBN 9781783201822, hbk

STODDARD: You’re not going to use the story, Mr. Scott? 
SCOTT: No, sir. This is the West, sir. When the legend becomes fact, 
print the legend.

This exchange between Senator Ransom Stoddard (James Stewart) and 
newspaper editor Maxwell Scott takes place late in the final act of John 
Ford’s 1962 Western The Man Who Shot Liberty Valence. The ‘story’ to 
which the characters are referring is the perpetuated lie that Stoddard was 
responsible for shooting Liberty Valence dead. In fact, we have already 
learned at an earlier moment of Aristotelian anagnorisis – recognition 
for the characters, and revelation for the spectator – that it was actually 
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another man, Doniphon (played by John Wayne), who fired the fatal shot. 
While this information provides an entertaining plot twist, what the film is 
actually proposing at this moment is quite subtle and sophisticated. With 
his one line response, the journalist is making the point that the media 
have the power not merely to recount history, but to manufacture, manip-
ulate and manage it. That the media have an obligation to employ this 
responsibility ethically and morally is a moot point. That this charge is 
susceptible to grotesque abuses is a sad fact of history. 

This last idea implicitly informs the through-line hypothesis of Greg 
McLaughlin and Stephen Baker’s recent book The British Media and 

Bloody Sunday. Its analytical content, methodological approach and 
political stance are as straightforward as its title, but it still manages to be 
as lucid, accessible and informative as it is probing, comprehensive and 
shocking. 

Baker and McLaughlin set out to examine the ways in which Britain’s 
media – both print and screen channels – have represented the events and 
aftermath of the historical incident known as ‘Bloody Sunday’. They state 
the facts of the events of Sunday 30 January 1972 up front, and use the 
unequivocal actuality of these details as a touchstone against which later 
descriptions and representations are compared. While participating in a 
peaceful protest in Derry, thirteen innocent civilians were shot dead by 
British Army soldiers who had been instructed to manage the demonstra-
tion. Thirteen others in the assembled crowd were injured, and one man 
died four and a half months later from injuries sustained that afternoon. 
Baker and McLaughlin work through the concept of how the media are 
involved in not only the representation and exploration of history and 
historical moments but also in their construction and management. They 
trace key moments in the reporting, investigation and representation of 
the events of the afternoon and they examine the ideological positions 
of those who subsequently narrated them. In this, the book’s concern is 
broader than a straightforward reading of propagandist journalism and 
reporting, and its textual analysis is informed by what the authors con-
sider to be a post-Imperial anxiety over British nationality.

After a brief but impassioned forward by Eamonn McCann – an eye-
witness to the events of the afternoon and one of the commentators whose 
work is considered in the book – Baker and McLaughlin outline their 
motivations and methodological approach. Their study aims to expose 
the subterfuge, omissions and outright lies moulded and disseminated by 
journalists from Britain’s main tabloids and broadsheet papers, the fla-
grant inaccuracies and cover-ups peddled by the Widgery Report, and the 
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factual manipulation of details broadcast by later television documenta-
ries and newscasts investigating the events. With clarity of presentation in 
mind, the book is divided into two sections, each with three chapters: the 
first considers the print reporting in the immediate aftermath of Bloody 
Sunday, the newspaper responses to the 1972 Widgery Report, and then 
to the Saville Report thirty-eight years later. The second part is concerned 
with the on-screen reporting, investigation and narrative representation of 
the bloody afternoon.

Some of the most comprehensive and nuanced analysis in the early 
chapters of the book is informed by the political positions occupied by the 
newspapers on which the authors concentrate. As Baker and McLaughlin 
assess the varying degrees of spin and the partisan weighting of coverage 
in the Sun, the Daily Mirror, the Daily Mail, the Guardian, the Daily 

Telegraph and the Times, they carefully expose the ideologically invisible 
positions of journalists (which accord perfectly with the political agendas 
of their papers), and they meticulously itemise the inaccuracies and omis-
sions in accounts by writers who have their own clearly stated intentions. 
The motivations for some of the more entrenched beliefs by print report-
ers range from conservative reactions to the ‘terrorist’ activities of the 
Irish Republican Army, to a more reactionary patriotism that called on the 
public to support ‘Our Boys’; in this case the British Army Paratroopers 
stationed in Derry at the time. Indeed, Baker and McLaughlin are system-
atic in their analysis of how the events of the disastrous afternoon were 
wrongly attributed to the activity of IRA members, and they detail how 
the focus of this accusation was redirected to the Northern Ireland Civil 
Rights Association in the wake of the Widgery Report.

Part one of the book concentrates its critical attention on the newspa-
pers’ responses to the Widgery and Saville Reports, and in each case – and 
in spite of nearly four decades between their publication dates – Baker 
and McLaughlin demonstrate how the reports direct readers away from 
a conclusion that would justly apportion culpability for the deaths on 
Bloody Sunday on the soldiers who fired into the protesting crowd, and 
place responsibility for their actions on the shoulders of those who were 
commanding them. While the Widgery Report is read as little more than 
a whitewash, the more comprehensive Saville document is used to assess 
the prevailing attitudes among media channels at the time of its release (in 
2010) and the effects of the report on such outlooks. One consequence 
that Baker and McLaughlin detail is an apparent galvanising of ‘the British 
press in support of the peace process in Northern Ireland after years of 
grudging acceptance, indifference or even hostility’ (70).  
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The attention of the second part of the book shifts to a number of visual 
representations: documentaries, news reports and docudramas produced 
by mainstream British broadcasters and independent directors. The narra-
tive strategies and generic codes and conventions of each text are carefully 
analysed with a view to assessing their unambiguous mobilisation of 
images, sounds, interviews and re-enactments for dramatic and political 
impact. While it is not stated directly here, there may be the suggestion 
that the dramatised versions allow more licence with historical narrative 
rendering, and therefore have the potential to become more politically 
effective. Having analysed the aesthetics and construction of the Secret 
History, Inside Story and Channel 4 News Investigation documentary 
programmes, the authors look at The Bloody Sunday Murders (Free For 
All) and Bloody Sunday – A Derry Diary; both of which construct accounts 
of the events of the day with personal testimonies rendered with degrees of 
tragic poetic realism and first person commentary. The section concludes 
with a detailed analysis of the ‘fictionalised’ docudramas Bloody Sunday 
by Paul Greengrass and Charles McDougall’s Sunday. Although they 
are tonally dissimilar, and they use different cinematic stylistic devices, 
they approach the horrors of the killings and the barbarism of some of 
the commanding characters involved with the same steadfastness. Where 
there may have been leeway in the printed sources to dodge, downplay or 
distort details of the events of that Sunday, we are led to believe that the 
visualised accounts mobilise fully their capacity to make the more allusive 
details manifest, and render the terror concretely. 

Some readers may find the structural configuration of the book – where 
chapters are subdivided into sections and even shorter subsections – some-
what fragmented. Within these, there is some intersection as one segment 
concludes and sets up an introductory synopsis for the following one, 
which is then reiterated as the next section begins. Notwithstanding the 
overlap, this layout will certainly be useful in the context of prescribed 
reading for seminar and lecture students, and the chosen format in no way 
compromises the coherence of the whole argument. 

Overall, this is a meticulously researched and passionately offered 
study. It is richly informative in its historical and contextual detail, it 
conveys absolute sincerity in its authors’ convictions about addressing 
injustices of the past, and it is analytically edifying in its attention to the 
ideological perspectives that inform the construction of texts that purport 
to offer readers and viewers objective accounts. With every paragraph 
it confirms the importance of remembering Foucault’s maxim that ‘dis-
course is the power which is to be seized’ and it carries this out candidly 
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and convincingly in its own historical and historiographical address. At 
its most compelling it will enlighten and enrage the reader, and it will 
provoke the curiosity of the adamant historian, and serve the needs of 
any interested student or career researcher. It simultaneously addresses a 
specific historical gap in the market, and will certainly encourage further 
scholarship in the necessity to revisit and address similar moments of his-
torical fissures in reporting and representing the voices and experiences of 
the socially, politically and culturally marginalised and disenfranchised.

   
Barry Monahan 

University College Cork 

Emmet O’Connor, Big Jim Larkin, Hero or Wrecker?, University College 
Dublin Press, Dublin 2015; 353 pp, 17 illustrations; ISBN 9781906359935, 
£42.50, hbk

Emmet O’Connor’s new life of James Larkin is a welcome addition to 
the canon of labour history. Previous biographies were mostly in jour-
nals or book chapters. The exceptions, Emmet Larkin’s full-length and 
O’Connor’s 2002 short biography, the former a seminal work from 1965, 
have been overtaken by time and fresh sources. The latter was, admits 
O’Connor, inadequate, given its short length, and overly negative. He 
writes that Emmet Larkin ‘glossed over the last 25 years in as many 
pages, pleading: ‘to chronicle nearly twenty years of decline is depress-
ing’. O’Connor has indeed rectified these shortcomings. He has trawled 
through recently discovered Soviet, FBI and UK police sources. He shines 
a light on the private man by citing recent personal and family research by 
Theresa Moriarity, James Curry and the account of Jack Carney, Larkin’s 
closest follower. Consequently, he has produced an all-encompassing 
‘warts and all’ biography. 

While O’Connor covers what is already known about Larkin, he uses 
new sources to turn on its head much of what was previously accepted. 
Thus we learn that Larkin’s Liverpool-Irish background, and his experi-
ence as an NUDL organiser, contributed to his formation as a socialist, 
an Irish nationalist and leader of workers. However, not so well known is 
that, despite his militant reputation, Larkin loathed strikes. But when all 
else failed, he threw himself heart and soul into the struggle. O’Connor 
shows how he was forced reluctantly into leading both the 1907 Belfast 
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dockers and carters strike, and the 1913 Dublin lockout. This was to be 
the pattern throughout his career. In 1909 he formed the Irish Transport 
and General Workers’ Union (ITGWU). It was to be ‘One Big Union’, 
taking from syndicalism the weapons of the sympathetic strike and black-
ing of ‘tainted’ goods. Larkin envisaged his union as the embryo of a 
socialist society. He hadn’t the capacity or patience for the nitty-gritty 
of union administration. The ITGWU was a one-man show, without a 
proper structure, documentation or even an executive. This was character-
istic of Larkin’s modus operandi. He was more concerned with political 
activism and mass demonstrations, and using his paper, the Irish Worker, 
to get his message across.

The ITGWU quickly grew to 15,000 members and affiliated to the 
Irish Trade Union Congress (ITUC). In 1912, at Larkin’s instigation, 
Congress agreed to establish a separate Irish Labour Party. In 1913 
Larkin was drawn unwillingly into a gigantic industrial struggle against 
the Dublin employers led by William Martin Murphy. O’Connor con-
jures up ‘Bloody Sunday’, the starving families, the ‘kiddies’ scheme, the 
antipathy of the Church, the food ships sent by British unions, the ‘Fiery 
Cross’ campaign and consequent fall-out with the TUC leadership, the 
humiliating collapse of the dispute. But he adds a nuanced analysis largely 
absent in previous accounts:

The lockout was not a conventional dispute about wages, conditions, 
or even union recognition. It was about the balance of power in indus-
trial relations. Yes, that had political and social ramifications, and yes, 
Murphy was determined to smash the ITGWU while Larkin was 
willing to compromise on the sympathetic strike.

Defeat didn’t destroy the union, which continued to grow after the 
Lockout. But Larkin’s health was badly affected and his personality 
defects were amplified. Considerate of ordinary union members, he was 
hostile towards perceived rivals. His lieutenants, Connolly and William 
O’Brien, complained of unjust treatment. The latter became an implacable 
foe. The Lockout was Larkin’s heroic, even romantic period, raising him 
to international prominence. What came after was an anti-climax, even 
though there was still much to tell. 

Larkin’s departure to America in 1914 was explained as necessary for 
recuperation, though he later claimed he had gone to obtain weapons for 
the rebels who had supported him in the Lockout. O’Connor has pro-
duced much new information on the American sojourn, based on Larkin’s 
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FBI file. Larkin hoped to use his celebrity profitably on the lecture circuit 
in the US, and beyond. When that didn’t come off, he contacted Clan na 
Gael, which did provide some funding, but not enough. He then entered 
into a collusive relationship with German agents, contrary to the slogan 
on Liberty Hall: ‘We serve neither King nor Kaiser’. Larkin promoted dis-
ruption of US war production through his union connections. Because he 
stopped short of outright sabotage, the German revenue stream dried up. 
This later proved difficult to justify to comrades in the American Socialist 
Party. Nora Connolly reported to her father, James, that people seemed 
disappointed in Larkin, ‘ … as if he were too Labour for the Nationalist 
crowd and too National for the Labour crowd. He was begrudging of 
Connolly’s 1916 martyrdom as it bestowed on him a mythic status, over-
shadowing that of Larkin and 1913. Inspired by the Bolshevik revolution, 
he helped establish the Communist Labor Party. Blocked from returning 
home by the British Government, he was incarcerated, in the notorious 
Sing Sing prison, during the ‘Red Scare’ of 1919. In 1923, though released 
on the orders of Governor Al Smith, he was deported to Britain on the 
intervention of J. Edgar Hoover.

O’Connor provides much that’s new on Larkin after he returned to 
Ireland. He attempted to take back control of the ITGWU, now firmly in 
the hands of O’Brien and Thomas Foran. After a bitter battle, he lost out 
and was expelled, from the ITGWU, in March 1924. Through his unrea-
sonable behaviour he was turning friends into enemies. He even fell out 
with his sister Delia, and his marriage broke up. In 1924 Larkin’s son, 
Young Jim and his brother Pete launched the Workers’ Union of Ireland 
(WUI) as a communist rival to the ITGWU. Two thirds of the Dublin 
membership of the ITGWU switched to the WUI. This was partly due 
to Big Jim’s reputation but also to the ITGWU’s failure to stop the 
employers’ wage reduction campaign. A devastating, long-lasting inter-
union war ensued. The Larkins also established the Irish Worker League 
(IWL) in opposition to the Labour Party. That year Big Jim, having been 
appointed to the executive of the Comintern, attended their conference 
in Moscow. The Soviets wished him to establish a communist party in 
Ireland. Larkin liked the broad idea of a communist party but was not 
interested in the consequent dialectical discourse. In turn, he hoped the 
Soviets would bankroll his political activities, by putting him in charge 
of a commercial enterprise in Ireland. Young Jim was enrolled in the 
Moscow Lenin School. Big Jim became general secretary of the WUI, 
a job to which he was constitutionally unsuited. The IWL did well in 
the 1927 Dáil elections, with Larkin becoming the only ever communist 
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TD. However, he was incapable of turning the IWL into a disciplined 
Leninist party or of taking orders from Moscow. In 1929, after some 
years of increasing mutual disillusionment, Big Jim and the Comintern 
finally parted company.

1930s Ireland had its own Church-ordained ‘Red scare’. Larkin 
chose not to stand with his erstwhile comrades. Rather than taking on 
the Blueshirts, he targeted O’Brien, and Thomas Johnson, leader of the 
Labour Party, as the ‘real’ fascists. Now on friendly terms with de Valera, 
Larkin was moving to the centre. His power base included Dublin Trades 
Council and the Corporation, where he became the driving force behind 
direct labour and decent working-class housing. A mellowed Larkin was 
appointed by de Valera to the committee on vocationalism, on which he 
became friendly with Archbishop Browne of Galway. Due to their agi-
tation against the anti-worker Trade Union Act (1941), Larkin and the 
WUI were accepted into the mainstream Labour fold. Big Jim’s elec-
tion as a Labour TD in 1943 precipitated the formation, by O’Brien, of a 
National Labour Party and later a breakaway Congress of Irish Unions. 
O’Connor points out that Larkin was now more at peace with himself 
and most others, pace O’Brien. On 30 January 1947, Big Jim died, fol-
lowing an accident, in the WUI HQ, He received the last rites from the 
priest who had ministered to Connolly in Kilmainham Gaol. Archbishop 
McQuaid, another friend in the Hierarchy, officiated at Larkin’s requiem 
mass, which was attended by Church and State dignitaries. The massive 
crowds lining the route to Glasnevin Cemetery attested to the affection of 
the working class.

Within him, Larkin combined both great strengths and weaknesses. 
His achievements were breaking the stranglehold of British unions and 
the unionisation of ‘unskilled’ workers. O’Connor has shown that Larkin 
was, to use the hackneyed epithet, ‘a flawed giant’, an enigmatic communist 
who never disavowed his Catholicism. He was both a hero and a wrecker. 
The book ends with a very useful ‘Wirkungsgeschichte’, part legacy, part 
historiographical essay. In this exceptional biography, O’Connor has told 
a thrilling, often tragic story which, critically explores the humanity of his 
subject. In the process, he has greatly added to our knowledge of Ireland’s 
labour history, in what is surely his magnum opus.

Peter Collins

St Mary’s University College, Belfast
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Willie Thompson, Work, Sex and Power: The Forces that Shaped Our 
History, Pluto Press, London 2015, xii + 276 pp; ISBN 9780745333410, 
£58.50, hbk; ISBN 9700745333403, £16.00, pbk

The focus of Willie Thompson’s previous books has been the relatively 
narrow (e.g. The Good Old Cause, a history of the CPGB) and more 
frequently the relatively broad (e.g. What happened to History? and 
Ideologies in the Age of Extremes). The title of the present work indicates 
the broader approach. Work, Sex and Power is reinforced by the subtitle, 
The Forces that Shaped Our History. It is indeed as ambitiously broad as 
this seems to indicate and has something of the air of a summing up of a 
lifetime’s work.

For any reader unfamiliar with the intellectual tradition in which 
Thompson primarily works, clues lie in the authorship of the four aph-
orisms with which he introduces the work. They are by Marx, Hegel, 
Lenin and Walter Benjamin. Hegel’s claim that ‘history is not a realm 
of happiness’ may be considered as particularly in tune with the body 
of Thompson’s text as we are carried through humanity’s story, whilst 
Lenin’s ‘Who, whom?’ is particularly apposite once consideration of 
current political choices comes to the fore.

Thompson follows human history from its earliest years to the present 
stressing, as his title suggests, work, sex and power. He sees the lives of 
most people at most times as involving suffering, particularly this being 
true of women. This is stressed as he guides us through revolutions in 
agriculture and technology, through the emergence of empires and dynas-
ties up to the globalisation of today. The author’s perspective is both Red 
and Green.

The book’s almost encyclopedic coverage is a challenge to any reviewer. 
It invites us to consider, for example, whether the universe is particularly 
inimical to the formation of life (9) and whether China’s failure to develop 
‘Western’ modes of production in the nineteenth century can be attrib-
uted to the power of a bureaucratic elite that blocked the development of a 
capitalist class (198). How many readers will feel sufficiently knowledge-
able on both of these subjects? However, where a particular topic may 
be beyond a reader’s expertise, we are encouraged to accept Thompson’s 
judgments by the clear and coherent approach he adopts throughout. This 
approach may justifiably be termed both materialist and humanist. (In 
case of any doubt, these are meant as terms of approbation.)

Although work, sex and power are indeed recurring themes as 
Thompson takes us through from the origins of humanity to the modern 

Socialist History 52.indd   122Socialist History 52.indd   122 16/10/2017   20:53:1116/10/2017   20:53:11



Reviews 123

world there are topics dealt with which might not necessarily appear 
under these broad headings. These include the origins of belief in super-
stition (Chapter 8) and monotheism (Chapter 9). In his discussion of the 
so-called monotheistic religions, Thompson rightly points out the uncer-
tainty of Christianity’s position in this grouping, given the doctrine of the 
Trinity and subsidiary supernatural creatures such as angels. He might 
have made more, however, of the effectively polytheistic nature of much 
popular religion in some parts of Christendom. The tendency to pray not 
to God but to the Virgin Mary or a particular saint, even to a particular 
representation of Mary or a saint, surely arises at least in part from the 
unhappy life experiences of ordinary humanity that Thompson stresses 
throughout the book. A consideration of this feature of life, particular 
female life, might have been illuminating.

Generally, Thompson writes smoothly and persuasively, but occa-
sionally he falters. Discussing pseudoscientific racism, he describes the 
anti-Semitic standpoint as acknowledging that Jews are ‘not physically 
different from other Europeans’ (153), thus requiring the arbitrary des-
ignation of Jews as a ‘race’. This ignores the existence of the stereotype 
of the Shylock or Fagan figure, and the portrayal of hooked-nose Jews in 
popular prints. The Daily Mail’s vicious treatment of Ed Miliband was pri-
marily verbal but the mass media also portrayed Ed Miliband as ‘looking’ 
foolish and strange. The nature of anti-Semitism is more complex than 
this passage in Work, Sex and Power acknowledges, perhaps calling for 
the subtle dissection of an E.P. Thompson rather than the majestic sweep 
of a Willie Thompson.

The wide range of topics covered means that it is not surprising to find 
the occasional slip. For example, in his discussion of language, state and 
status in the middle ages, Thompson cites the passage near the beginning 
of Walter Scott’s Ivanhoe, where an English peasant complains that farm-
yard beasts such as sheep and cows have Anglo-Saxon names when alive 
but, when prepared for the table, they have the Norman names, mutton 
and beef. Linguists dispute this description. OED cites early examples of 
‘mutton’ in English referring to the whole living animal. However, this 
quibble aside, Thompson’s argument about language and status is sound. 
Norman French, because of the power exerted by those speaking it, did 
indeed have an influence which makes later English strikingly different 
from Anglo-Saxon.

Another small weakness of the book is that the scholarly apparatus is on 
the light side. Sources of citations are not always provided. For example, 
on page 113, Simone de Beauvoir is quoted as describing one’s own death 
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as ‘the bright sun at which no-one can look’. However, we are not told 
that this appears in her memoir, A Very Easy Death. Similarly, on page 
132, Thompson states that the biblical King David ‘if he ever existed, was 
at most a bandit chieftain’, but no explanation or source for this claim is 
offered. This reviewer would have been glad to be told more. These omis-
sions are minor blemishes and it may be that Thompson feared making his 
work appear too academic to the ordinary reader by swamping the text 
with footnotes and references.

The final chapter, Desperately Seeking Significance, reads almost as a 
manifesto for continued political activism, despite the miserable experi-
ence of the mass of humans until now, and the doubts surrounding some 
claims made for ‘progress’. This chapter stands out because of the clarity 
of its vision. It may be that Thompson might have added a fifth aphorism 
to the four with which he opens, namely, Sartre’s words in The Flies, Act 
3, Scene 2, ‘Human life begins on the far side of despair’.

Writing of his youth in Out of the Burning House, Thompson explained 
that his intellectual and political development was dependent largely on 
the reading of books. This is a book which I can imagine having a similar 
effect, although perhaps on a slightly older individual. I would hope to see 
it read by all social science students, at the very least. As to other students, 
one might envisage that it would at least influence their teachers. It com-
bines scholarship with a strong commitment to the betterment of the lives 
of the oppressed. One may quarrel with specific points but the book as a 
whole is of great value.

Sandy Hobbs

University of the West of Scotland

David A. Wemhoff, John Courtney Murray, Time/Life, and the American 
Proposition: How the CIA’s Doctrinal Warfare Program Changed the 
Catholic Church, Fidelity Press, South Bend, IN 2015; 990 pp; ISBN 
9780929891156, $59.00, hbk

David A. Wemhoff has devoted 990 pages of meticulous and pains-tak-
ing research to illustrate his proposition that America sought to recruit 
the world’s religions as part of a strategy to disseminate American ideol-
ogy around the world during the Cold War. His focus is on the Roman 
Catholic Church, which not only had a global presence, but one accessible 
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leader who shared with the United States a mutual antipathy toward 
Communism and the Soviet Union. Key to this process was the publisher 
Henry Luce. Wemhoff claims that the Second World War provided the 
first opportunity for the United States to promote its ideology and points 
to President Franklin Delano Roosevelt’s ‘Four Freedoms’ speech and 
how it was quickly followed by the now famous Luce article in Life maga-
zine proclaiming ‘The American Century’. But it was the Cold War, with 
its global battle for ‘hearts and minds’ that provided the real vehicle for 
spreading American values and ideas. It was a struggle in which the Soviet 
Union was presented as an implacable, powerful, cunning foe that stood 
for tyranny and a collective materialism that smothered the individual. 
Only the United States could stop it. The new war was to be fought with 
ideas, words, symbols and imagery, the very things in which the media 
magnate had undoubted expertise. Luce was also convinced of the superi-
ority of the American Way of Life, its capitalist system and the importance 
of American business. Luce and his magazines worked closely with 
American intelligence in a variety of ways, including supporting the doc-
trinal warfare campaign intended to sell America to the world. Wemhoff 
observes that Cold War rivalry offered the peoples of the world two 
materialistic societies. The Americans sought to use religion as a means to 
distinguish their society and system from that of the Soviets and to present 
it as reflecting and being based upon the same positive values as the world’s 
major religions. American goodness was pitted against Soviet evil. But the 
ultimate objective far exceeded simply denouncing the Soviet system and 
proclaiming the goodness of the American. The concern was not so much 
to defeat the Soviets – Wemhoff declares the Americans knew they had 
‘won’ the Cold War by the mid 1950s – as much as it was to impose the 
American system of free market enterprise everywhere. However, it was 
an effort that was presented as a moral and spiritual undertaking based on 
universal principles claimed to be relevant to all mankind. Endorsement 
from significant religious bodies was deemed desirable.

The objective of mobilising religion against the Soviets was not new and 
America’s Cold War endeavours to do so have been addressed by a variety 
of other scholars. Indeed the religious dimension of the Cold War, from 
being notably neglected throughout the twentieth century, has become a 
virtual sub-genre in the field in the last decade. Jonathan Herzog coined 
the term ‘spiritual-industrial-complex’ to highlight the degree to which 
America’s major institutions and leaders actively collaborated with church 
leaders to make religion a key Cold War weapon. However, Wemhoff is 
less concerned with the process, which he nonetheless assiduously details, 
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than with the impact on the Roman Catholic Church in the United States 
and even on the Vatican itself. At the heart of the book is the struggle 
between the modernising forces within the Church who believed that 
to remain relevant and survive in a rapidly changing world the Church 
needed to reform, and those that saw reform as compromising the faith 
and doctrines on which Roman Catholicism was built. This too was not 
new, but Wemhoff argues that the manoeuvrings of the United States as 
it sought to enrol Roman Catholic leaders in the promotion of its own 
interests was to have profound repercussions on those of the Church.

Wemhoff adopts the position that being an American is to believe 
in American principles before the teachings of the Church, to accept 
Enlightenment ideals as superior to the teachings of the Faith. He labels 
the modernizers within the Church as Americanists. Their opponents are 
designated the Catholics. Wemhoff details the theological debate between 
the two sides over the issues of Church-state relations and religious 
liberty. He examines at lengths the disputes between the ‘Americanists’ 
John Courtney Murray, SJ and Gustave Weigel, SJ, who ‘were seeking 
to canonize a political philosophy’ (23), and the ‘Catholics’ led by Fr. 
Connell, Msgr. Fenton, Msgr. George Shea. Their dispute was played 
out in the pages of Catholic journals and the American media. The latter 
of course, owing to Luce and his business counterparts, supported and 
hence gave favourable coverage to the Americanists. Wemhoff links the 
internal Church struggle to the wider objectives of America’s doctrinal 
warfare campaign, in which the world’s religions were seen as crucial to 
advancing US goals. This meant infiltrating and influencing their leader-
ship. Wemhoff argues that crucial to this process in respect of Roman 
Catholicism was the relationship between Henry Luce, his wife Clare 
Booth Luce, appointed Ambassador to Rome under Eisenhower, and 
John Courtney Murray, who ended up a Vatican II peritus, a theologi-
cal expert present to give advice. According to Wemhoff, these three and 
their allies worked together to promote Americanist views at the Vatican 
Council, supporting radical change in the Church, ‘which was designed to 
turn it into a Protestant Church and, hence, colonizers of the world for 
capitalism’ (763). Technically, in terms of doctrinal enunciations, above all 
Dignitatis Humanae, they did not succeed. However, Wemhoff argues that 
the way in which the American media presented developments suggested 
far more radical changes than actually took place. Moreover, neither the 
American bishops nor the Vatican sought to challenge the presentation of 
Vatican II as a victory for the Americanists. The impression given was that 
the Church had been brought up to date (aggiornamento) by adopting 
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the values of the dominant culture, that of the United States. Following 
Murray’s death on 16 August 1967, the Time obituary credited him with 
incorporating ‘the US secular doctrines of church-state separation and 
freedom of conscience in to the spiritual tradition of Roman Catholicism’.

Wemhoff points to the curious fact that despite Murray’s undoubted sig-
nificance there has yet to appear a biography. Wemhoff speculates that there 
is a reluctance to address a ‘dangerous’ topic that would expose Murray’s 
connections with American intelligence and his support for the efforts of 
the American establishment ‘to conquer the Church’ (894). Perhaps. But 
now that Wemhoff has raised so many contentious issues and identified 
such a wealth of archival sources replete with intriguing correspondence, it 
seems highly likely that enterprising scholars will pay far more attention to 
Murray and, indeed, to church-state relations in America more generally.

Wemhoff openly writes from a conservative perspective that is critical 
of the changes that have taken place in Roman Catholicism in the course 
of the last century. Interestingly, however, his criticisms of the United 
States’ global objectives resonate with those put forward by the Left. 
At the same time, his research is an important contribution to that of a 
cohort of scholars addressing the religious component in America’s Cold 
War, divided by whether it reflected American ambition and interests or 
American goodness and morality. Wemhoff’s work certainly reinforces 
the arguments of the former.

Dianne Kirby
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