
so very normal, some of the eccentricities are lost. At a time when petkeeping is criticized by
the environmentally conscious, it would be useful to have more reflection on the costs of pet-
keeping too. These small cavils take little away from this excellent and much-needed account,
but they suggest that there is more to be said about the past, present, and future of our rela-
tionship with companion animals.

Philip Howell
University of Cambridge
philip.howell@geog.cam.ac.uk
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Cambridge University Press, 2022. Pp. 340. $120.00 (cloth).
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In The Crimean War and Its Afterlife: Making Modern Britain, Lara Kriegel offers a detailed
account of the many and varied ways in which the Crimean War has functioned as a “palimp-
sest for British history” (10). She examines the “afterlife” of the conflict: the ways in which the
war “resonates and accumulates in consensual and conflicting ways” across the nineteenth,
twentieth, and twenty-first centuries (5). In doing so, she propels this mid-Victorian war to
the very center of historical and contemporary questions of belonging in Britain.

Kriegel has organized the book into three parts: “Persistence,” “Avatars,” and “Angels.” In
each part she charts its titular theme across two chapters, though throughout the book persis-
tence and avatars function as bywords for all of the afterlives under discussion and for the
groups and individuals who came to embody the war’s symbolism and key national values.
In chapter 1, “The Adventurers,”Kriegel explores the meanings attached to the Crimea by suc-
cessive waves of visitors. During the war, soldiers and tourists drew upon tropes first espoused
in Anglophone accounts by early nineteenth-century travelers to bring the Crimea to life for an
audience of “armchair warriors” (28), as individuals at war and at home sought to make sense
of shifting European geopolitics, martial masculinities, and the justness of the conflict through
wartime encounters. In the postwar years, reckoning with the aftermath of the conflict became
central to returners’ narratives and persisted well into the twentieth century, as the Crimea was
ravaged by two World Wars and played host to the Yalta Conference in 1945. While the pro-
liferation of tourism in the later twentieth century offered Britons the chance to encounter the
Crimea anew, the legends of the Crimean War continued to serve as a key lure and a bridge to
an imagined past.

In chapter 2, “The Dutiful,” Kriegel turns to the participants of the charge of the Light
Brigade. These men were adopted as special heroes among war veterans and were framed as
the embodiment of apparently quintessential English values—duty foremost among them.
Successive endeavors by individuals, the media, and businesses to connect to the chargers’
legacy have both upheld and caricaturized narratives of the chargers’ heroism, from the “bid
for belonging in a sanctified national past at a moment of imperial decline” (79) that charac-
terized one 1968 biography of one of the chargers, to the “kitschy bottoms of mass culture”
(85) that the charge descended to in the wake of Tony Richardson’s feature film, released in
the same year. Nevertheless, the chargers have functioned as persistent, if malleable, reposito-
ries of national mythology and symbolism.

In part two, Kriegel explores the “staying power” (90) of the Victoria Cross, tracing its
lasting association with the values of duty and heroism, first formulated during the Crimean
War. Introduced with an egalitarian ethos, the Victoria Cross nevertheless became a status
symbol and denoted belonging to an exclusive fellowship. Its power over the popular
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imagination, however, came from its ability to subsume military violence within tales of
heroism and, crucially, morality and good character that could reflect the present moment.
It became a political “tool of unity” (103), symbolizing ideals of Britishness, monarchy, and
imperial cohesion. It also denoted an attempt by the state and by monarchs to uphold these
ideals over the course of the twentieth century, amid a changing society and fracturing empire.

In chapter 4, “The Custodians,”Kriegel considers the care of soldiers’ graves. Amid the col-
lective grief that the war occasioned and framed by the Victorian ideal of “the good death”
(125), the custodianship of war graves provides an important lens on mid-Victorian ideas of
masculinity and British foreign affairs. Soldiers forged a “shared culture of suffering” (130)
with those at home through their care toward the dead, and sentimentality and tenderness
emerged as key components of martial masculinity. Debates surfaced over where responsibility
for the care for the dead lay, and the gradual intervention of the state in the preservation of war
graves positioned the Crimean War as “a transition point in the maintenance of death”
(124–25) between the mass graves of the Napoleonic Wars and the establishment of the
Imperial (later Commonwealth) War Graves Commission.

Florence Nightingale is the focus of chapter 5, “The Heroine.” Kriegel considers Nightin-
gale as an “avatar of womanhood in many forms” (162) across the centuries. Her actual
wartime labor—with its demand for ability, courage, and leadership—challenged the gendered
boundaries of heroism, but the media, writers, and postwar examples of material and visual
culture often affirmed her femininity for consumption as a domestic idyll. After the war, weak-
ened by illness, she spent much of her life as a recluse. Despite her continued work to improve
medical care, her Crimean legend only grew in strength throughout her absence in public life
and particularly upon the occasion of her death in 1910. Mourning her became a “shared civic
and emotional project” (177), bridging social boundaries and two centuries with a narrative
that fused Nightingale with British history, memory, and character. Later, attempts to under-
stand the so-called real Nightingale saw her lauded further by some while her legend was ques-
tioned by others, notably Lytton Strachey in his Eminent Victorians (1918). Depictions of
Nightingale throughout the subsequent decades increasingly underlined that she was “very
much a woman of her age, even as she towered over it” (184). For nurses, Nightingale was
adopted as a pliable figurehead with an international reach as a foremother well into the
1990s, tethering modern Britain to its Victorian roots in a narrative of progress. By the mil-
lennium, however, “the nursing profession itself . . . dealt Nightingale a decisive blow” (198)
as her middle-English persona was deemed unrepresentative of the many ethnic groups whom
the profession relied upon.

It is on this note that Kriegel turns to Mary Seacole in chapter 6, “The Foremother.” Seacole
stood as a different kind of foremother to Nightingale. She was adopted as such among
members of the nursing profession through local movements from the 1970s, and her
reclamation subsequently gained in pace; she was originally promoted as a “Black Florence
Nightingale” (201). But in the twenty-first century, for society more broadly, Seacole’s own
careful self-fashioning in her autobiography, past efforts toward her rediscovery, her struggles,
and her successes found new recognition, particularly with the discovery of her portrait and its
unveiling at the National Portrait Gallery in 2005. She was a “figure worthy of national
stewardship . . . and an exemplar addressing community needs” (226). This point was not
reached without significant debate, for Seacole was and is “at once, a vector of controversy
and a vehicle for inclusion” (220), as are the ways in which she framed herself and the ways
in which she has been framed for different communities as a Black woman, a caregiver, a
writer, and an entrepreneur. But through those same framings, Seacole has the capacity to
prompt reassessments of history and of society, and to stand as an icon for a multiethnic
Britain.

The afterword is compelling, as Kriegel traces the renewed vigor with which the
Crimean War reverberated amid the politics and events of the year 2020. Through Brexit,
the COVID-19 pandemic, and the Black Lives Matter movement, the language of duty, the
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image of Nightingale as a national leader, and the significance of Mary Seacole in promoting
reassessments of British history and society again found forceful—and controversial—
expression. The Crimean War lives on as Britons negotiate change and disruption through
reference to another shared experience of trauma and to the lasting, if pliable, values and
figures whom that trauma seared into the national consciousness.

Darcie Mawby
University of Nottingham
darcie.mawby1@nottingham.ac.uk

SIMON JAMES MORGAN. Celebrities, Heroes and Champions: Popular Politicians in the Age of
Reform, 1810–67. Manchester: Manchester University Press, 2021. Pp. 320. $140.00 (cloth).
doi: 10.1017/jbr.2023.128

The first half of Britain’s nineteenth century was an age of epic political battles. In the waging
and recounting of epic battles, we humans seem to require heroes. Consequently, these decades
produced political heroes aplenty: William Cobbett raising his fist and taking up his pen
against a corrupt political oligarchy—“the Thing”; Daniel O’Connell, “the Great Dan,” rally-
ing the mass of Irish Catholics to challenge first their political exclusion and then the Union
itself; Richard Cobden championing the “People’s Bread” against the landed interest. InCeleb-
rities, Heroes and Champions: Popular Politicians in the Age of Reform, 1810–67, Simon Morgan
provides a better understanding of the political culture of these decades by giving us the first
extensive account of how political heroism and celebrity was constructed, deployed, and
contested.

Morgan makes and sustains five convincing arguments over the course of this highly read-
able and entertaining book. His first argument is that at a time when the parliamentary elec-
torate was still quite narrow, popular political leaders represented and indeed almost embodied
serious political ideas that garnered broad and deep support and emotional attachment to those
ideas. His second argument is that political heroism could and often did extend into an even
broader celebrity, chiefly through various media of cultural transmission—illustrated newspa-
pers, Staffordshire figurines, early and mass-circulating photographs, even branded commer-
cial products (such as Henry “Orator” Hunt’s Breakfast Powder and Matchless Blacking).
Morgan’s third point is that while these various forms of transmission often reinforced the
image of a self-styled people’s champion they could also subvert or at least dilute that image
by opening it up to alternative meanings and uses. His fourth argument is that the public
sphere through which notions of political heroism and celebrity circulated was a compound
of the local (Chartism’s particular appeal in Manchester and Leeds, antislavery’s especially
potent resonance in Edinburgh and Glasgow), the national (O’Connell’s enormous influence
particularly in Irish politics), and the international (as in the rapturous British receptions
accorded to foreign celebrities as varied as Harriet Beecher Stowe and Giuseppe Garibaldi).
Morgan’s fifth point is that personality politics had a transformative effect on Britain’s
wider political culture in several different ways. A narrow political elite needed to respond
to people’s champions in what Morgan memorably calls the “heroic age of British popular
politics” (4), and it did so through means ranging from oppression and imprisonment to
co-option and emulation. At the same time, the relentless stress on the personality of
popular politicians could serve both as a useful adjunct to effective organization (as in how
Cobden’s bourgeois rectitude bolstered the Anti-Corn Law League) and as a source of division
and a focus of wounding attack (as in how Feargus O’Connor’s increasingly erratic personality
did serious damage to the Chartist cause).
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