
John Pinder and Richard Maine in Federal Union: The Pioneers (1990) and by Walter Lipgens
in his magisterial A History of European Integration: The Formation of the European Unity Move-
ment, 1945–1947 (1982). Bosco’s work presents us with yet another important dimension of
the larger British federal tradition, dating back to the Imperial Federation movement in the late
nineteenth century and the Round Table movement in the early twentieth century. These
movements corresponded to the shift in British imperial policy—from empire to Common-
wealth—in the wake of the growing independence of the white self-governing colonies and
the pressures to look increasingly during the interwar years to the United States of America
and a more Atlanticist perspective of the future.

It might have been useful to have emphasized more strongly the evidence of Churchill’s pre-
vious dalliances with the federal idea—commonly dubbed federal devolution—for the United
Kingdom as a whole just before the “Great War” of 1914 and as a direct response to the per-
ceived “crisis” of Ulster in the Liberal government’s Irish Home Rule policy from 1910 to
1916. His famous Dundee speech of 1912 is a case in point. This would have given more cre-
dence to Churchill’s attitude and behavior in terms of his insistence that “we must not let our-
selves be accused of a lack of imagination” regarding the notion of a perpetual Anglo-French
union in June 1940 (304). Although he was the British prime minister in June 1940, having
rejoined the Conservative Party, he was never averse to “thinking outside of the box,” and there
was evidently still something of the young radical Liberal Churchill in him who had always
been open to imaginative proposals and often willing to consider turning them into practical
policies. Bosco provides some support for this view when he notes that although Churchill
remained skeptical about this proposal he was persuaded to endorse it by the unexpected
enthusiasm of his War Cabinet colleagues (300–3).

Bosco’s detailed analysis of the relationship between the different institutions and actors at
the center of this epic struggle to build the foundations of the first European Union from 1938
to 1940 and his portrayal of the rollercoaster events and circumstances that characterized
Anglo-French relations on the eve of the invasion of France by Germany conveys a strong
sense of tension and excitement that is now quite rare in accounts of modern political
history. Bosco brings the subject alive, and from a purely British perspective he is right: 14–
16 June 1940 and 22 June 2016—77 years apart—were both turning points in British consti-
tutional and political history. The former “indissoluble union” proposed during a real crisis was
stillborn, while the latter “ever closer union” was narrowly rejected in a British referendum—

arguably based upon the misperceptions of a crisis—that probably should never have taken
place.

Michael Burgess
University of Kent
m.d.burgess@kent.ac.uk

TANJA BUELTMANN and DONALD M. MACRAILD. The English Diaspora in North America:
Migration, Ethnicity and Association, 1730s–1950s. Manchester: Manchester University Press,
2017. Pp. 400. $115 (cloth).
doi: 10.1017/jbr.2018.149

More people emigrated from England in the Great Age of Migration (1815–1930) than did
from Italy, Ireland, or Germany. Most English migrants headed for North America, where
they had already been a dominant force for two centuries. They were foundational people, pio-
neers of mass migration, carriers of law, political ideology, economic and educational systems,
religion, culture, and language. Yet, oddly, the English in North America performed a historical
disappearing act. In the long perspective they seemed to blend so fully into mainstream
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America that they became virtually “invisible”; they possessed few distinctive markings, little
diasporic identity, and emerged somewhat pale in comparison with more colorful co-migrants
from Ireland, Scotland, Germany, and elsewhere. The lost English immigrants need rescuing
from such historical anonymity, and now two British-based historians, Tanja Bueltmann and
Donald M. MacRaild, have set out to rediscover them. They have already published prolifically
on the subject, and here they bring together their findings in an ambitious and heavily docu-
mented investigation of the mystery of English invisibility.

The English question was brought to the fore originally by Charlotte Erickson and William
Van Vugt in the context of immigrant United States; it was also examined in the Australian
setting by James Jupp. In their new study, Bueltmann and MacRaild widen the agenda to
ask whether the expatriate English (often folded by other historians into the “British” cate-
gory) constituted a “functional diaspora” (5), which then connects with matters pertaining
to ethnic identity. These themes have recently monopolized debates surrounding migration
history and modern nationalism, an introspective turn in historiography. Here Bueltmann
and MacRaild trenchantly declare that “Invisible the English diaspora was not” (13). More-
over, they argue, the English were not intrinsically different in their ethnic behavior from
the other components in the immigrant populations. They helpfully locate the occupational
and regional clusterings of the English in North America and insist that they were not conspic-
uously advantaged, though on average they did possess higher levels of skill and had high rates
of return to their country of origin.

The methods and sources employed by Bueltmann andMacRaild to reach these conclusions
are explained at length in their extensive survey of two types of English-based institutions in
the United States and Canada over two centuries down to 1950. They focus on the “associa-
tional culture” of English people, specifically the fraternal societies that proclaimed their
Englishness and served their ethnic needs by means of certain rituals, entertainments, and prac-
tical aid to fellow country folk. In common with other ethnicities in North America, the
English spawned many localized associations and clubs, but two were prominent and achieved
wide coverage and national affiliation. First were the St. George’s Societies, which had colonial
origins and were essentially paternalistic and philanthropic: they raised assistance for less for-
tunate English-born compatriots and recent immigrants while also celebrating the homeland,
praising the English character, and expressing loyalty to crown and empire. St. George’s Soci-
eties were active in most American cities. These societies proliferated but retained their elitist
manner and style. Second, by the mid-nineteenth century, a more working-class body of asso-
ciations emerged, called variably the Sons of England or St. George: they were mutual-self-
help societies typical of their times and extended their reach on both sides of the Canadian
border. This shift represented a transition in the “associational culture” in that working-class
groups recruited larger memberships, and, though not secret societies, were “slightly mysteri-
ous” (123). They celebrated their “Anglo-Saxon” heritage and their strident Protestantism, but
mostly they operated as benefit institutions, offering assistance to the unemployed and for
funeral expenses. These associations expanded rapidly in the 1880s and accounted for more
than 40,000 members by the end of the century (128).

Bueltmann and MacRaild exhaustively excavate these societies and clubs: they devote much
of the book to the minutiae of association prospectuses, rules, fees, finances, fraternal
exchanges, eligibility, functions, and protocols, some of which are collected into graphs and
tables. These details are drawn mainly from the surviving records and correspondences of
the societies, with further recourse to extensive digitized newspaper sources, yet little of the
oral record. The result is a dense litany of reportage from dozens of societies, inevitably some-
what repetitive, though brightened by stories of actual English lives and English philanthropy
(some of which included assisted return passages on cattle boats back to England). Bueltmann
and MacRaild demonstrate that North America was dotted with these local societies, which
self-consciously extolled and sustained their particular versions of Englishness. Here they are
eulogized as “impressive transoceanic systems of ethnic celebration” (76).
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In isolation these findings have limited purchase, but Bueltmann and MacRaild sensibly
expose them to comparative analysis, juxtaposing the associational culture of the English
with those of other immigrants, namely the Germans, Scots, and Irish. There were differences
(and occasional mutual tensions), but mostly all four associations followed similar priorities
and trajectories. Thus, the authors conclude persuasively, the English were not much different
(though less broadly based and less expressive) from the rest of immigrant America. This rein-
forces their central contention that the English were just as ethnic, diasporic, and conspicuous
as their contemporaries.

Two questions hover over this elaborate and exhaustive investigation of the English presence
in North America. The first is whether the quite small and sometimes idiosyncratic member-
ship of the St. George associations represented the authentic voice of the great mass of immi-
grant English people and their offspring, who numbered many millions by 1900; there is, for
instance, no accounting of those who discarded or discounted their Englishness or expressed it
in quite different ways. The second is whether these societies were able to shoulder as much
diasporic freight as Bueltmann and MacRaild contend: the English societies certainly
gloried in royalty, in sports, and in ritual dining and toasting; but they were primarily apolit-
ical, unaggressively patriotic, and careful to avoid alienating their host communities, as were
most other immigrant associations. Their durability and good works are properly emphasized
in this account, yet little attention is given to the tensions in British-US relations during the
two world wars, for example, or to the political transformations after 1945.

Whichever way these questions are answered, it is clear that Bueltmann and MacRaild have
lessened the invisibility of English associations in North America: they have provided a model
of highly focused investigative research that will not need repeating.

Eric Richards
Flinders University
eric.richards@flinders.edu.au

IAN BURNEY and NEIL PEMBERTON. Murder and the Making of English CSI. Baltimore: Johns
Hopkins University Press, 2016. Pp. 248. $24.95 (cloth).
doi: 10.1017/jbr.2018.150

Popular histories of forensics in the English context have tended to portray the pathologist Sir
Bernard Spilsbury as the father of crime scene investigation (widely known as CSI): not only a
master of the mortuary, but also a visionary pioneer of trace-based forensics, whom both con-
temporaries and historians have lionized as a real-life Sherlock Holmes or the English equiv-
alent of France’s Edmond Locard. Conscious of how entrenched this origin story has become,
inMurder and the Making of English CSI, historians Ian Burney and Neil Pemberton set out to
denaturalize readers’ views of the crime scene and to challenge their understandings of the
emergence of crime scene investigation in England. Locating the roots of CSI in a handbook
written by an obscure Austrian judge named Hans Gross, the authors maintain that the devel-
opment of the modern forensics of homicide investigation in England resulted from the
efforts, not of high-profile figures like Spilsbury, but of largely unknown reformers, such as
the chemist G. T. Tryhorn and the Home Office officials Arthur Dixon and C. T. Symons,
who campaigned for the adoption of Gross’s systematic approach to the crime scene during
the interwar period. While Burney and Pemberton give less credit to Spilsbury than he has
received elsewhere, their book is by no means an attempt to banish forensic pathology from
the story of CSI; rather, it is a careful, almost forensic, examination of the shifting relationship
between trace-based and body-centered forensics in England during the twentieth century.
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