
part by clubland (165). Black is well grounded in the scholarly literature on performativity and
social construction of gender. Her chapter on clubland in the era of Oscar Wilde andMax Beer-
bohm takes us beyond the role of clubs in enabling a flight from domesticity to their impor-
tance in creating a new, post-Victorian normative manhood that was almost impossibly
cosmopolitan, urbane, leisured, and paradoxical.

Although Black begins and ends this fine study with ruminations on the universal human
“craving for belonging—to possess and to enjoy what we might call exclusive sociability”
(236), the strength of her work lies in establishing Victorian men’s clubs as a culturally specific
response to the transformations of British society at a particular phase of modernization. It
provides an interesting companion piece to Amy Milne-Smith’s London Clubland: A Cultural
History of Gender and Class in Late-Victorian Britain (2011), which covers some of the same
ground but uses memoirs and letters more than novelistic representations to probe how the
“men in the bow window” actually experienced and used their exclusive enclaves, particularly
as venues for dealing with the powerful gendered realities of Victorian society. For a somewhat
different reading of the psychological resonances of these associations, it is useful to consult
William Lubenow’s Liberal Intellectuals and Public Culture in Modern Britain, 1815–1914
(2010), especially his chapter on clubs and societies. Lubenow argues for the society-wide
ramifications of what can be seen as clubland’s exclusive convivialities in creating expectations
of trust, of reasoned discourse, and of emotional expression that underlie liberal society itself.
In this sense, clubs, an alternative to family, church, and state identifications, could serve some
of the functions in Britain that de Tocqueville saw local organizations performing in the Amer-
ican republic, creating men who learned ways of getting along with other men—possibly even
adversaries—in these bridge spaces between private and civic spheres. All three works show
that London clubland was no monolithic entity for the men of the metropolitan elite, even
as it was a powerful shaper of their adult homosocial experiences.

Nancy W. Ellenberger, United States Naval Academy
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On 8 August 1918, the British army and its allies opened an offensive that ultimately resulted
in the German army’s defeat. Although the campaign, known as the “Hundred Days,” ended
more than four years of conflict, historians have shown limited interest in the offensive, while
instead focusing on the First World War’s earlier battles. Jonathan Boff ’s Winning and Losing
on the Western Front represents an important step toward remedying this oversight. Through a
comparative analysis of the British Third Army and the German Second and Seventeenth
armies it faced, Boff provides a detailed account of the First WorldWar’s final stages while chal-
lenging the view that Germany’s defeat had more to do with the German army’s internal col-
lapse than with British effectiveness in the field.

Boff ’s study revolves around an analysis of the Third Army’s ability to implement combined
arms tactics and sustain operational tempo, or “the rate or rhythm of activity relative to the
enemy” (6). He establishes that the German army had lost the initiative by summer 1918
and was incapable of replacing losses as it retreated. The British force came to enjoy a signifi-
cant manpower advantage that it maintained due to its more effective ability to replace casual-
ties. Both the Germans and the British, however, were dissatisfied with the quality of their
replacements. According to Boff, the critical difference was that numerical superiority
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allowed British troops to spend shorter stretches at the front and devote more time to rest and
training. German soldiers, conversely, remained at the front for lengthier shifts and returned
without appropriate recuperation. Boff demonstrates that manpower advantages were
pivotal in terms of the number of men available for an attack and also ensured that German
soldiers were often mentally and physically exhausted and thus less formidable opponents.

Nonetheless, Boff contends that the German army remained a dangerous foe. In his chapter
on Materialschlacht, Boff asserts that although the British possessed greater weaponry stock-
piles, the Third Army experienced difficulties moving supplies forward and its logistical
system was “on the brink of a collapse” by November 1918 (91). Furthermore, the British
munitions advantage was not as decisive as some scholars have maintained. This is not to
suggest that the battle of material did not play a role in the war’s conclusion. Boff claims
that many Germans were convinced of substantial British material superiority, and although
such perceptions did not always reflect reality, the negative impact on morale was substantial.

Morale plays a central role in this book. Boff ’s chapter on the subject is distinguished by its
consideration of British morale, an understudied topic, alongside his analysis of German
morale. Despite increasing indiscipline and rates of sickness among British troops during
the Hundred Days, morale in the Third Army seems to have been generally positive. More
important, British morale remained better than that of the German army. Relying on under-
used sources such as prisoner of war statements, Boff confirms the findings of earlier studies
by demonstrating that many German troops harbored defeatist attitudes by late 1918.
However, he contends that if some Germans were ready to surrender, significant numbers
remained willing to fight, and it is therefore simplistic to characterize the German army as
already morally defeated when the Hundred Days began.

Boff devotes his final chapters to explaining how the British achieved victory. The Third
Army displayed remarkable flexibility and used a combined arms approach where tanks,
machine guns, air power, and, most important, artillery supported infantry attacks. British
tactics continued to evolve, and Boff suggests that innovation was often “driven from the
bottom up” (156). Tactical adjustments were the result of battlefield experience rather than
standardized doctrinal changes from above. Boff shows that the German army proved
unable to respond to British tactical flexibility. German commanders overestimated the
threat presented by tanks and needlessly compromised their defensive strategy without realiz-
ing the damage they were inflicting on British heavy armor. Here again, Boff reveals the
serious consequences of the German army’s failure to navigate the gap between perception
and reality.

Despite the Third Army’s innovation, the pace of its advance presented communications
problems that slowed the army’s tempo. Even so, the British command structure worked
well, owing to its flexibility and its willingness to learn from mistakes and to delegate assign-
ments to subordinates. Boff stresses that the British decrease in tempo mattered little as long as
it remained higher than that of the enemy. The German army attempted to keep pace, but it
was “at full stretch frantically trying to maintain a tempo which was beyond it” (232).
Whereas German General Erich Ludendorff frequently spoke of the need for decentralization,
he actually maintained an inflexible command structure and dismissed subordinates who chal-
lenged orders. Along with manpower shortages, the German army’s inflexibility and inability
to adapt contributed significantly to its downfall.

Boff has written an original book that demonstrates the complex nature of operations
during the Hundred Days. No single factor, but rather a combination of elements, accounted
for British success. This comparative study shows that German tactics were often flawed and
the Third Army indeed outperformed its German opponents by better adapting to the chal-
lenges of the modern battlefield. Boff ’s use of operational tempo provides a useful framework
for analyzing Germany’s defeat. He walks a fine line when detailing the disastrous decline of
German morale yet insisting that its impact has been overstated. Nonetheless, by suggesting
that poor morale should not be “mistaken for broken sprit” (245), Boff offers a constructive

1086 ▪ Book Reviews

https://doi.org/10.1017/jbr.2013.153 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/jbr.2013.153


interpretation of the ultimate significance of morale in the German army’s demise. Boff clearly
states that he is concerned with operations and tactics, but many readers will be disappointed
that he does not do more to show how events on the home fronts impacted life at the front, and
vice versa. This well-researched book should become a standard work on the Hundred Days,
and it deserves a broad readership among both students and advanced scholars.

Brian K. Feltman, Georgia Southern University
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This volume has its roots in a 2008 conference on the Oxford Movement in its world con-
text, organized by Peter Nockles and the late Nigel Yates. Global in its scope of topics, the collec-
tion also assembles an international array of scholars. The book’s fourteen essays seek to explore
the influence of the Oxford Movement outside of England, tracing how the movement’s ideals
were exported and adapted in other national contexts and how its distinctive principles shaped
missionary and ecumenical efforts. Placing the Oxford Movement into the narrative of Chris-
tianity’s global spread in the nineteenth century usefully advances the study of Tractarianism
beyond its traditional Anglo-centric focus on Oxford and John Henry Newman.

An introduction by the editors provides a succinct orientation to the Oxford Movement
(also called Tractarianism, after Newman’s series of ninety “Tracts for the Times”) and some
of its key personalities. In keeping with the book’s attention to place, Nockles’s first chapter
establishes Oxford’s Oriel College as the “nerve-centre” (12) of Tractarianism and the
source of a global religious movement. Subsequent chapters quickly take the reader beyond
Oxford’s cozy confines. Some of these essays portray ideas spreading from this “nerve-
centre” and influencing the periphery while fewer discuss how influence flowed in the other
direction. Yet this volume reveals that Tractarianism was always adapted and changed by its
movement beyond England’s borders.

In the book’s first half, a series of chapters on the Oxford Movement in Britain, the empire,
and the United States demonstrate how local conditions shaped the reception of Tractarianism.
John Boneham’s essay shows that a more conservative version of the Oxford Movement took
root in Wales in order to earn acceptance from Welsh parishioners, who were hostile to both
Protestant Dissent and Roman Catholicism. Stewart Brown argues that the OxfordMovement
not only helped to revitalize the Scottish Episcopal Church but also enjoyed its most lasting
legacy through the liturgical reform movement, which introduced more elaborate worship,
decorations, and architecture into the Presbyterian Church of Scotland. Rowan Strong
describes the development of an “imperial Anglicanism” (79) among Tractarian sympathizers.
In Australia, as Austin Cooper and David Hilliard show, Tractarianism and Anglo-Catholicism
provided an important element of Anglican identity and supported a powerful role for the
region’s newly appointed bishops as well as the “muscular” “bush brotherhoods” (122).

All of these essays taken together establish that the Oxford Movement’s history cannot be
told solely from the vantage point of Oxford or Newman. Indeed, in most of these contexts
it was moderate Tractarianism and an emphasis on the Catholic nature of the Church of
England, not Newman and “his ultra-Roman supporters” (98), which found the most purchase
outside of England. Anti-Roman Catholicism was a persistent feature in many of these con-
texts. Though, as Peter Nockles makes evident in the case of the United States, even Catholicity
could be a stumbling block, contributing to the growing divergence between the more inde-
pendent and republican American Episcopal Church and the Church of England.
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