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remarkable even by Victorian standards, sweeping Europe and North America as well as
Britain. Soon, however, remembering Scott became as much about displaying national
pride or literary taste as about actually reading the Waverley novels. Chapter 5, which
focuses on the legacy of Scott’s pseudobaronial mansion, Abbotsford, demonstrates not
only how it influenced the construction of countless other gentlemanly estates but also how
its museum-like qualities led to the localization, and even the sequestration, of the past.
Places like Abbotsford quickly became “memory sites” (18) where the past could be both con-
served and simultaneously quarantined from the present. The planning and construction of
Edinburgh’s Scott Monument had a similar effect: the iconic, larger-than-life Gothic spire in
Edinburgh’s New Town may have been intended to celebrate Scott’s life and achievements,
but it nevertheless both dwarfs the marble statue of the author of Waverley that shelters
beneath it and sticks out like a soot-blackened, petrified thumb in the busy downtown. By
the time of the centenary celebrations of Scott’s birth and death (in 1871 and 1932, respect-
ively), it had become increasingly clear, at least to Rigney’s perspicuous retrospective gaze, that
Scott was transitioning from national icon to nostalgic, even faintly embarrassing, figurehead.
From “the Great Unknown,” he was well on his way to becoming “the Great Unread” (211).

And what of Scott’s prospects today? In a brief epilogue, Rigney readily admits that, for a
variety of reasons, Scott seems unlikely ever again to share the fame now enjoyed by his lesser-
known contemporary Jane Austen (of whose books, it should be noted, Scott had the good
sense to write one of the first favorable reviews). But Rigney observes that, from a critical
and academic perspective, Scott’s reputation has been largely rehabilitated, both as a key
figure in the history of the novel and as a profoundly perceptive thinker regarding modernity
as well as historicity. If the custodianship of Scott’s memory has passed into the hands of aca-
demics who largely write for each other, then at least he is beginning to appear regularly on
college literature syllabi. Teaching, Rigney reminds us, is a “counter-amnesiac force and an
active intervention in the cultural memory” (226). So too, of course, is writing. Rigney’s
lucid, intelligent, well-researched book deserves the widest possible audience, not only for
what it tells us about the fate of Scott’s fictions and influence, but also for what it teaches us
about the intricate dance of cultural remembering and forgetting.

Evan Gottlieb, Oregon State University
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The Norwegian Roald Amundsen’s victory over the British Captain Scott in the 1911-12 race
to the South Pole is probably the most iconic event in polar history. While this episode is often
presented as unique, Peder Roberts’s The European Antarctic demonstrates that the fortunes of
Britain and Scandinavia in Antarctica continued to be entwined throughout the first half of the
twentieth century. In a series of previously little-studied episodes, Roberts examines the three-
way relationship among Norway, Britain, and Sweden in relation to Antarctic affairs from the
first decade of the twentieth century up to the Cold War geopolitics of the 1950s. Although the
subject might seem a little distant, Roberts ensures that the book will be of interest to scholars
far beyond the field of Antarctic history by presenting the continent as “a mirror reflecting the
values, ambitions, and anxieties of its interlocutors” (5).

Roberts’s approach to his subject might not be what many of his readers are expecting from
a book on Antarctic history. Rather than providing a blow-by-blow account of Antarctic
explorers trudging across snow and ice and suffering from the cold, Roberts instead focuses
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on the histories of science and strategy that underlay European interest in Antarctica. He is
more interested in the why than the how of Antarctic exploration. In taking this approach,
Roberts is at the leading edge of a trend in Antarctic history that seeks to integrate the
region into broader histories of imperialism, nationalism, science, and the environment. In
what is perhaps the most important contribution of the book, all of the case studies demon-
strate quite clearly that the history of Antarctic science cannot be separated from the history
of Antarctic politics.

A theme that runs throughout the book is the relationship between Britain on the one side
and Norway and Sweden on the other, which Roberts suggests was sometimes akin to infor-
mal imperialism. Despite their triumph in the race to the pole, Scandinavians played a largely
supporting role to British imperial ambitions in Antarctica in the early twentieth century.
Chapter 1, for example, reveals how a group of Swedish scientists and businessmen proposed
the idea for a systematic scientific study of Antarctic whale populations, only to be maneuvered
out of the way as the British government developed its own oceanographic research program
that came to be known as the Discovery Investigations. As the twentieth century progressed,
however, both Norway and Sweden grew in confidence in Antarctic affairs and began to
pursue their own agendas, sometimes against the interests of Great Britain. Chapter 3 explores
these developments through an examination of Norway’s increasingly nationalist “Union of
[Whale] Hunting and Research” in the 1920s and 1930s. Many of the major themes of the
book come together in chapter 6, which examines the 1949-52 joint Norwegian-British-
Swedish expedition to Queen Maud Land. While the rationale for this expedition was publi-
cized as being about the conduct of pure science, Roberts shows that all three countries had
clear political reasons for participation and that national rivalries permeated the expedition.

In his introduction, Roberts states: “Instead of engaging in rather tiresome debates about
whether particular expeditions or individuals were more ‘scientific’ than others in an absolute
sense, [he] views claims to being ‘scientific’ as rich subjects for historian analysis in their own
right” (2). On several occasions, however, the author does seem to be drawing his own distinc-
tions between expeditions that were scientific and those that were less so. This is especially the
case when contrasting the science of the heroic era with the Antarctic science that came later.
While this appears a little contradictory, the fact that it proves so difficult to set aside our own
ideas about scientific validity clearly reinforces the author’s point about the rhetorical impor-
tance of science within Antarctic history.

Although the subject is clarified by the subtitle, the book’s title, The European Antarctic,
seems slightly misleading since there is not much discussion of the French, German, or
Belgian expeditions that sailed to Antarctica during this period. The author’s repeated refer-
ences to whales as “imperial subjects” raise fascinating questions about the nature of imperial-
ism in a place without people, which could perhaps have been explored in a little more detail.
But these are very minor reservations. The European Antarctic is an excellent book that is
written with wit and verve. It seamlessly weaves historiography into its narrative and makes
an important contribution not only to the history of Antarctica but also to the history of
Anglo-Scandinavian relations and to studies of science and empire more broadly.

Adrian Howkins, Colorado State University
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The Irish Republican Army’s (IRA) drive for Irish independence throughout the twentieth
century was frequently fraught with fractures in ideology, strategic visions, and personality-led
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