
it, for example, likely that one woman was almost poisoned by her own father and that she
subsequently had a passionate but chaste relationship with a bomber pilot who was killed in
1943? Is it possible that these details might tell us about how films and popular fiction
came to be woven into how people “remembered” their own lives?

Given that Hinton now lives in France, I was surprised that he says little about how the lives
of his subjects might, or might not, have been governed by things that were specific to Britain.
Looking at France (where historians have taken a particular interest in notions of generation)
might have made Hinton ask more about the difference between those of his subjects born in
the 1920s (who were adults during the second world war) and those born a decade later. Most
of all, the question of generation brings us to Hinton himself. We keep glimpsing the author’s
shadow on the page. Sometimes he intervenes directly—particularly to draw attention to the
evils of “neo-liberalism.” More generally, though, it seems to me that the most interesting
feature of the whole book lies in the ways that the lives of its subjects differed from that of
Hinton, who was, I assume, born in the 1940s. Having taken his degrees in 1964 and
1969, he belongs to the cohort that benefitted from the increased opportunities for an aca-
demic schooling that went with the Butler Education Act of 1944 and the university expansion
that came from the Robbins Report of 1963. His subjects, by contrast, grew up at a time when
a withdrawn scholarship could blight a whole life. Education is, in fact, a recurring theme in
these accounts. People lament their own lack of opportunities, but they are also often hostile to
what they see as “progressive” education. Hinton also belongs to a generation that was, at least
so far as many academics were concerned, often marked by the radicalisms of the 1960s and
(later) by hostility to the government of Margaret Thatcher. His subjects, some of whom
would have been contemporaries of Thatcher, are less easy to label as right or left. Some of
them mix egalitarianism with a vigorous nationalism. Hinton writes that he considered enti-
tling the book “My Times: Their Lives” before deciding that he was not ready “for the degree
of exposure involved in writing autobiographically” (166). I would have liked Hinton to have
been more explicit about his own life, or at least his social background and political views, and
more systematic in his approach to the “times” in which his subjects lived.

Richard Vinen
King’s College London
richard.vinen@kcl.ac.uk

NEVILLE KIRK. Transnational Radicalism and the Connected Lives of Tom Mann and Robert
Samuel Ross. Studies in Labour History 8. Liverpool: Liverpool University Press, 2017.
Pp. 304. $120 (cloth).
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Neville Kirk’s Transnational Radicalism focuses on “the connected lives” of two socialists,
the British radical Tom Mann (1856–1941) and the Australian Robert Samuel “Bob” Ross
(1873–1931). Kirk outlines howMann and Ross worked, at times in collaboration, as activists
and labor journalists in Australia and New Zealand in the early twentieth century.

Kirk describes Transnational Radicalism as “breaking new ground in moving beyond the
national focus” by examining two “transnational radicals,” as leaders who crossed national
and other boundaries in order to promote their socialism. It would perhaps be just as accurate
to say that both operated in an imperial context, and Mann much more so than Ross, who
never left Australasia.

Mann’s experience reflects the story of a numberof radicals seeking to breakout of a frustrated
pattern of activism and to find purchase elsewhere, as his status as a British subject allowed him
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tomove first to NewZealand in 1901 and later to Australia in search of networks and forums to
promote his ideas—and himself as a champion of them. However, the Australian labor move-
ment resisted radical socialism and embraced parliamentary action. By 1910, Mann’s options
for pushing the radical cause in Australia were exhausted, and he returned to Britain.

Kirk argues that Mann and Ross “significantly contributed” to radical transnational politics
in the period (6). The case for Mann’s contribution might be more confidently asserted than
for his Australian contemporary. Ross circulated in a smaller orbit; nonetheless, he exhibited a
restless quest to provide himself with a living in his chosen field of labor journalism, while also
seeking to advance his ideals—journeys that in some ways mirrored Mann’s experience.
Moving from Brisbane in 1903 to Broken Hill in far west New South Wales, to Melbourne
and thence to New Zealand, and finally back to Melbourne before the outbreak of the First
World War, Ross built associations in many locations. His radicalism led him to immerse
himself in the political sectarianism of the small Victorian Socialist Party, where he shared
with Mann the frustrations of attempting to wrest the broader labor movement towards
direct rather than parliamentary action.

While Mann and Ross collaborated in the pre-1914 period, their ideological paths parted
after the war. Ross increasingly accepted the logic of working within the labor movement
and the Labour Party, seeking to push it towards socialism; yet he supported parliamentary
action, arguing by 1920 that Australian workers would not embrace the revolutionary social-
ism transforming Russia following the 1917 revolution. Mann, by contrast, became a founder
of the British Communist Party in 1920 and remained committed, as Kirk observes, to revo-
lutionary-industrial unionism.

Transnational Radicalism is a thoroughly researched work that closely observes the lives and
political context of its subjects. It also draws out a number of neglected elements of their beliefs
and advocacy, including their engagements with gender and race issues. Kirk’s argument that
Mann and Ross “might be seen as espousing socialist feminism”may somewhat strain the his-
torical record, not least as Kirk himself acknowledges that their support for women’s emanci-
pation was conditional: for them, “gender was both a racialised category and played second
fiddle to class” (199).

Kirk also seeks to overcome scholars’ neglect of the relationship between the radicalism of
the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries and globalization. Unfortunately, he assesses
the historiographical arguments around turn-of-the-century globalization without really
exploring their specific connection with the lives under examination. Some elements of glob-
alization that might have been further explored, and that shaped the experience of its two sub-
jects, include the intensifying scale of production and capital formation and the impact of new
technologies, particularly of distribution and communication, that facilitated the movement of
products, ideas, and human beings around the globe from the late nineteenth century and into
the first years of the twentieth. Cable news and telegraphy, along with the advent of the steam-
ship, allowed for forms of circulation vital for establishing radical networks. Unprecedented
industrialization provided the stimulus for mass working-class mobilization that Mann and
Ross sought to harness in a more militant direction.

Greater connection between radicals also exposed divergence in their local conditions and
responses. Bob Ross accepted the logic of a white Australia. The internationalist Mann repu-
diated race. In Australia, tariff protection was embraced by the labor movement, while British
Labour championed free trade. Kirk does not clarify his subjects’ position on this significant
point of difference between Australian and British labor movements, yet trade policy was a
key issue in global political economy in the period. Ross and Mann shared an aversion to mil-
itarism—although while Ross opposed the Australian Labour Party’s introduction of compul-
sory military training and wartime conscription during World War I, Mann emerged as a
“responsible patriot,” supporting Britain’s war effort (239). Kirk tends to downplay these
divergences, which are really as telling as the causes that drew the two men together. Kirk
focuses on “a spirit of tolerance” that “despite differences and conflicts” enabled friendships
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to endure (225). However, any focus on the experiences of Mann and Ross cannot help but
cast a sharp light on the divisive turmoil of the politics in which they intervened, turbulence
that led to disunities and undermined both the radical cause and transnational mobilization.

Transnational Radicalism does not so much break new interpretive ground as it serves to
move study of these individuals within a prevailing historiography of transnationalism and
imperial connections—historiography that includes Kirk’s previously published research.
His earlier work generally functions on a broader scale; for instance, his Comrades and
Cousins (2003) tackled globalization, empire, and labor movements in the United States as
well as Britain and Australia, hence giving it some greater claim as a study of transnationalism.

Transnational Radicalism reflects a form of historiographical specialization that may interest
a relatively small readership. Perhaps that is why the publisher has nominated a price of £80 or
$120 for both the hardback edition and the ebook format. While Transnational Radicalism is a
welcome addition to the scholarship of labor and radical lives the period, its publication seems
also to highlight the difficulty of reaching out to a wider audience in another age of tempes-
tuous globalization.

Mark Hearn
Macquarie University
mark.hearn@mq.edu.au
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Winning the Peace: The British in Occupied Germany, 1945–1948 is a welcome addition to the
revival of interest in the Allied occupations of Germany at the end of the Second World War.
In particular, Christopher Knowles intends to recover the British occupation, which is often
overshadowed by predominant concern in scholarship and popular memory with the American
zones. Yet he disavows any intent to provide a full history of the British occupation, adopting a
narrower scope. In part that is a product of his focus on “the transition from war to peace” (5),
but it is evenmore a product of the biographical approach he adopts—an attempt to portray the
transition through the perspective of twelve individuals, taking into account their prior expe-
riences and attitudes, as well as their confrontation with the reality of defeated Germany.

This biographical approach provides the structure of the book. Part one, “Physical Recon-
struction: The Military Governors and Army Generals,” focuses on Bernard Montgomery;
Brian Robertson, who would also become military governor; Alex Bishop, who held several
posts, including that of regional commissioner for North Rhine-Westphalia; and Sholto
Douglas, Montgomery’s immediate successor, who heartily disliked his time in Germany.
The focus on the transition to peace is immediately obvious in the account of Montgomery,
who surprised some by the speed of his commitment to reconstruction and his formulation
of a new directive that became effective in September 1945. Knowles’s account explores the
wider motives behind Montgomery’s attitudes and actions, emphasizing the importance of
the experience and idea of empire, as well as the commitment of Montgomery, Robertson
and Bishop to the moral renewal of Germany. Montgomery and Robertson also drew on
the experience of the British participation in the occupation of the Rhineland at the end of
the First World War. The practical exigencies of the occupation, especially the food crisis,
are given due attention, but it is these wider considerations, especially of empire and moral
vision, that Knowles chooses to emphasize and that his biographical approach brings out to
such good effect. By the same token, the analysis issues in a portrayal of Douglas as a very dif-
ferent kind of military governor: a pragmatist with few of the idealistic traits of the other three.
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