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Ann Andrews’s Newspapers and Newsmakers is a welcome addition to a growing body of
work on Irish newspaper and periodical history, an increasingly vibrant subfield of Irish
Studies that is at long last receiving the attention and energy it deserves. While it is part of
this trend, Newspapers and Newsmakers offers a somewhat different approach than much of
the current work on Irish journalism, telling a well-known story (the development of Irish na-
tionalism from the early 1840s through the 1860s) primarily through content analysis of the
Dublin newspapers that contributed so vitally to the ideology, vocabulary, and organization of
the evolving nationalist movement. Andrews aims to explore not only the symbiotic links
between these publications and contemporary nationalist organizations, but also how the jour-
nalists writing for these papers established or foreshadowed some of the themes that later
helped define Irish nationalism, such as tenant right, an independent parliamentary party,
and cultural recovery. Most importantly, she secks to trace how the Dublin press came
around to firmly support revolutionary nationalism. Andrews can make this latter argument
largely because the book is concerned almost solely with the advanced nationalist press,
most notably the Nation, the Irishman, and the Irish People. These periodicals’ moderate or
mainstream peers, most importantly the Freeman’s Journal, receive little attention. The end
result is less a comprehensive examination of the Dublin nationalist press in this period and
more an exploration of the roles played by several very influential papers in the development
of Irish nationalist organizations and ideology and how these organs helped establish “ideolog-
ical pathways for future generations” (262).

Andrews begins with a helpful overview of recent scholarship on the Irish press and then ex-
plores the selected newspapers in four chronological chapters. In the first of these she investi-
gates the critical part played by the Nation in Daniel O’Connell’s Repeal Movement. As
Andrews points out, the rapid growth in its circulation and readership in the early 1840s was
mirrored by a strong increase in popular support for Repeal. In her estimation, the principal
contributions of the Nation were threefold: it offered an inclusive conception of Irishness
that helped to win middle-class and Protestant support for the Repeal Association; it elevated
many of the Young Irelanders to public prominence; and, of course, it essentally created
modern Irish cultural nationalism. The second chapter observes how the press could also
play a divisive, destructive role, investigating the Nation’s part in the 1846 split between O’Con-
nell and the Young Irelanders, and then the split among the Young Irelanders themselves and the
abortive rebellions that followed. This chapter also investigates the revival of republican revo-
lutionary nationalism in the Dublin press, principally in the pages of John Mitchel’s United Irish-
man, which she credits with “changing the course of Trish history; forcing the pace and direction
of action” (129). In Andrews’s opinion, the ruptures of this period were a tragedy that helped to
initiate a pervasive pattern of destructive splits among Irish nationalists.

While the larger arc of the book’s narrative is well known, the period covered in the third
chapter (1849-59) is often passed over in popular and scholarly accounts, which typically
skip from the Famine to the Fenians. Andrews helpfully and skillfully charts how the
Dublin press helped to revive Irish nationalism after the social and political disasters of
the Famine and the 1848 rebellion. The vacuum created by the exile or imprisonment of
the leading Young Irelanders was initially filled by short-lived papers such as the Irishman
(1849) and the Tiibune. These papers were soon overshadowed by the returned Nation, but
together these periodicals helped to sustain the nationalist movement and, especially after
the arrival of the new Irishman in 1858, move the center of gravity toward revolutionary na-
tionalism. Whereas the Nation of the 1840s gave shape to the cultural revival movement, as
Andrews sces it, the press in this period germinated some other key features of later Irish
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nationalism, such as tenant right and a first foray at an independent Irish parliamentary party.
The final chapter focuses squarely on James Stephen’s I7ish People, examining its powerful ad-
vocacy of revolutionary nationalism and consistent hostility toward constitutional nationalists
and their newspapers, an antagonism which she believes helped retard the development of con-
stitutional nationalism in these years. The often bellicose rhetoric of the paper, its anticlerical-
ism, and its call for Irish-American soldiers currently fighting in the American Civil War to
afterward liberate their homeland are all well established. Typically less noted are the paper’s
plans for land reform and social revolution and its celebrations of Irish literature and
culture. Andrews’s exploration of these themes is one of the more original and interesting
aspects of her analysis and demonstrates one of the ways in which these ideas survived and
were passed on to succeeding generations of Irish nationalists.

Specialists in Irish newspaper history will find much of Newspapers and Newsmakers familiar,
and some may disagree with aspects of Andrews’s portrayal of the Dublin press as a prime
mover of Irish nationalist ideology in this period. Others will find some of her proposed
links between selected leading articles from these newspapers and early twentieth-century na-
tionalist thought a bit thin. To be fair, the precise relationship between press, public, and po-
litical opinion is a rather slippery subject and certainly not one that can be resolved to the
satisfaction of all. On the whole, however, Andrews offers a clearly written and generally per-
suasive account that that will interest scholars in Irish and British studies as well as those who
study the press more generally.

Michael de Nie, University of West Georgia
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This is the third book in what one hopes will be a long-term series of new studies in labor history.
Many claims have been made for the deteriorating state of labor history both inside and outside
of the academy:. Yet this series bears testimony to the rich, vibrant, and methodologically inno-
vative research that is being done on the history of trade unionism, socialist organizations, and
the electoral fortunes of labor parties. James Owen’s contribution to the series, Labour and the
Caucus, represents a foray into the crowded historiography of the shifting parameters of electoral
politics in Victorian Britain. Owen has produced a study that revisits turning points in the
history of working-class politics and presents a critical appraisal of existing assumptions, expla-
nations, and analyses of the relationship between labor activists and the Liberal Party.

Owen’s main intention is to unravel the complexity of parliamentary and local government
labor representation and how it was both strengthened and impeded by the liberal caucus at the
national and regional level. Methodologically, he utilizes a series of local studies in order to
challenge the limitations of traditional works by Henry Pelling and others, which have suggested
that labor representatives were pushed towards independence because of the dictatorial role of
the Liberal caucus in preventing the advance of working-class candidates. According to
Owen, this rather limited view that has underpinned the existing historiography “ignores
the extent to which labour activists were pragmatic and flexible enough to put their misgiv-
ings aside and work with organised Liberalism when and where it suited them” (3). Through
careful explorations of political maneuverings within liberalism and labor organizations in
places like Birmingham, Newecastle, Sheftield, and Nottingham, Owen emphasizes the impor-
tance of local geography, political culture, and religion in shaping the relationship and

https://doi.org/10.1017/jbr.2015.195 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/jbr.2015.195

