
collateral for loans. Anatol Schmied-Kowarzik’s contribution puts forth the hypothesis that
the overloaded yet vital transport system in Austria-Hungary during the war was hampered
greatly not by the lack of coal or locomotives but by illicit trade. Coal could have worked as a
valuable commodity for illicit barter. This widespread practice further increased inflation as it
shortened the amount of consumption goods available on the free market.

The volume’s concluding section is again dedicated to Italy. Eleonora Belloni sheds light
on the role of Italian industry in war mobilization and sketches the main developments of the
economy transitioning to meet the needs of the war effort and, after the conflict, returning to
a peacetime production mode. Among the many problems of the transition, Belloni also
singles out inflation as the preeminent factor in this financial upheaval. Andrea Bonoldi
rounds out the series of essays with a comparison between Austria-Hungary and Italy.
Taking inflation as a starting point, he sets out to show the similarities in the prewar devel-
opment of the two states, which both placed in the middle of the development scale of
European economies. His comparison clearly demonstrates that the war hit Austria-
Hungary harder, yet Italy was also affected by grave economic problems. After the war,
these economic challenges were among the factors that enabled the rise of illiberal regimes.

Beside the generally fine quality of the essays, two factors make this volume a valuable
contribution. First, it connects historians working on Austrian, Hungarian, and Italian
topics, an effort that is rooted in a certain long-maintained tradition of Austrian and
Italian scholars collaborating on elucidating their shared, often-contested history. Second,
the volume makes available to an English-speaking audience a broad range of information
regarding the economic history of Italy and Austria-Hungary during World War I. For
scholars and students alike, this is a useful contribution to broaden the picture in the
English-language literature and provide a starting point for further research.

STEFAN WEDRAC

UNIVERSITÄT WIEN
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Learning from Franz L. Neumann: Law, Theory, and the Brute Facts of Political Life. By David
Kettler and ThomasWheatland. London and NewYork: Anthem Press, 2019. Pp. 502.
Cloth $299.95. ISBN 978-1783089970.

Published in the centennial year of the Weimar Republic’s founding, this book treats the
work of a political thinker dedicated to that democratic experiment, and then, after its col-
lapse, to understanding the nature of the movement that destroyed it. Appearing at a moment
in which authoritarianism is again on the rise, David Kettler and Thomas Wheatland’s study
of Franz Neumann is a timely effort to move him from the margins of the well-known
Frankfurt School, with which he was briefly associated, to center stage.

Born in Katowice in 1900, Neumann studied at the universities of Breslau, Leipzig, and
Rostock before completing a law degree at Frankfurt in 1923. A committed Social
Democrat, he put his legal skills at the disposal of the party and its affiliated trade unions
while also teaching at the German College of Politics andmaintaining a private legal practice.
By the early 1930s, he was representing Social Democratic Party before Germany’s highest
courts. Forced into exile by the Nazis, he moved to London, where he retrained as a political
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scientist at the London School of Economics. Later he went to the United States, where he
worked for the Frankfurt School after its relocation to New York, and then for the Office of
Strategic Services, before eventually joining the faculty of Columbia University. He died in
an car accident in Switzerland in 1954.

For Kettler and Wheatland, the challenge of this book is “to inquire into the bearing of
Franz Neumann’s work on political theory as a contemporary and continuing enterprise” (7).
They do this by providing a highly detailed description and analysis of Neumann’s works
which, they argue, display three motifs. Firstly, Neumann combines an engagement with
the existing work of great thinkers and empirical–historical observation “with a view to
mobilizing thought for determinate purposes, all aiming to enlarge human freedom.”
Secondly, “his theoretical models acknowledge the coexistence of variously grounded
motifs, even under optimal conditions, whose interrelationships cannot be brought to con-
sistent theoretical harmony but must be managed by the changing interplay of political
actions.” And thirdly, his dedication to key elements of the social democratic program
was, “grounded in Marxist analysis, together with a high priority given to liberal standards
of governance” (2). The authors trace these motifs from the Weimar years, during which
Neumann believed that the republican constitution provided a framework through which
the SPD’s parliamentary struggle for reforms and the unions’ fight for economic democracy
could move Germany toward socialism, through the Nazi period, and into the years of the
early ColdWar, when Neumann’s critique of the labor movement’s—and his own—failures
in the face of Nazism and communism was harsh and sweeping.

Kettler andWheatland effectively show how, for a time, Neumann’s skills as a lawyer and
grant writer brought him into the orbit of Max Horkheimer’s Institute for Social Research
(the Frankfurt School) in the late 1930s, but Neumann’s methodological and ideological
approaches to fascism placed him at odds with elements of the critical theory espoused by
Horkheimer, Theodore Adorno, and Friedrich Pollack, resulting in his dismissal in 1942.
It was in that year that he published Behemoth, a massive study of the structure and practice
of National Socialism, which argued that, despite the growing power of the Nazi-controlled
state, at its core Germany remained a capitalist society in which the business classes were still
in control and the “primacy of politics” was incomplete. The authors devote almost eighty
pages to their analysis of the book and show how, despite its many controversial assertions—
for example, on the role of antisemitism in German society—and certain flaws that only
became clear later on, it remains worth reading.

Experience in Europe and the United States led Neumann to hold that “scholarship must
not be purely theoretical and historical.”He believed, instead, that “the role of the social sci-
entist is the reconciliation of theory and practice and that such reconciliation demands
concern with and analysis of the brutal facts of life” (212). His sojourn in the Research
and Analysis Branch of the OSS provided a particularly blunt take on this reality: few of
his recommendations regarding Central European policy were taken up by his superiors as
ideological differences regarding possible Soviet intentions after the war were already in
bloom. The section on Neumann’s activity providing information to the Soviets, which
our authors describe as illegal “breaches of organizational discipline in support of his best
judgement” (350) is also interesting. Fortunately for Neumann, nothing became known
of these incidents at the time.

As the war ended, Neumann played a significant role in preparing the Nuremberg pros-
ecutions, but soon returned to academia. Based at Columbia, he remained involved in
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German affairs and helped to establish the Free University of Berlin. Meanwhile, he strove to
promote political theory in American political science and to theorize the concepts of
freedom, power, and dictatorship—projects that remained unfinished.

Kettler and Wheatland successfully remind us of Neumann’s significance as a political
thinker, and they show how he strove to connect theory with the “brute facts of political
life” in a field dominated in the United States by empiricism. Yet the book has significant
weaknesses. Overly long, detailed description and exegesis of one publication after
another undercuts its readability and clarity—especially for non-specialists—as does the
lack of biographical material or context. One learns little about Neumann himself or his
family, and there is nothing in the book about the “making” of the Weimar intellectual,
his arrest in 1933, or the circumstances of his flight from Germany and life abroad. Finally,
while the notes are detailed, the lack of a bibliography is inconvenient for those seeking
easy access to the sources—especially to Neumann’s writings. These shortcomings are unfor-
tunate, but do not negate the authors’ achievement in bringing the ideas of this important
figure to an English-language audience.

WILLIAM SMALDONE
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Stormtroopers: ANewHistory of Hitler’s Brownshirts. By Daniel Siemens. NewHaven: Yale
University Press, 2017. Pp. 504. Cloth $32.50. ISBN 978-0300196818.

Readers of Daniel Siemens’s exhaustive new book on Hitler’s Brownshirts encounter the
June 30, 1934 attack on the leadership of the paramilitary Sturmabteilung (SA), known in
the English-language historiography as the Night of the Long Knives and in German as
the “Röhm-Putsch,” at about the halfway point. This fact alone speaks to the novelty of
Siemens’s approach. Most scholars, even those familiar with the Nazi era, would be
puzzled as to what else could be said about the SA for the remainder of the book. As
Siemens decisively demonstrates, and contrary to received wisdom, the Night of the Long
Knives did not mark the end of the SA’s political relevance. By the end of Stormtroopers,
one is far more familiar with Viktor Lutze, leader of the SA after 1934, than with the
better-known Ernst Röhm.

Siemens contends that the disappearance of the post-1934 SA from historical works
relates directly to the International Military Tribunal in Nuremberg after the war.
Although the judges acknowledged that units within the SA engaged in criminal acts after
1934, they refrained from applying the legally loaded designation “criminal” to the organi-
zation as awhole, as they had donewith the SS. They instead described the SA after theNight
of the Long Knives as an organization “reduced to the status of a group of unimportant Nazi
hangers-on” (315). To be sure, the judges did not deaden historical interest in the SA, as is
evident from numerous books that deal with the subject. Much of the literature has explored
the social composition of the organization within the broader question of the SA’s power to
attract members. Both working-class and lower-middle-class men were drawn to the SA for
practical and emotional reasons, chief among them being the prospect of a decent job, the
legacy of war and revolution that fostered a desire for violence, and the excitement found
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