
public peace—and to regulate indecent displays and public nuisances. These ancient functions
reemerged at some strange moments—not least in the trials of underground paper IT between
1968 and 1971. The eventual judgment against that paper in the House of Lords—that it was
in fact corrupting public morals via its columns of gay personal ads, even though the activity
advertised was now legal thanks to the Sexual Offences Act of 1967—was also used as justifi-
cation for a series of raids on gay magazines in the mid-1970s. Similar reasoning was never far
from the minds of police in later attempts to raid gay bookshops or confiscate gay magazines
(attempts that continued until at least 1986). Equally, the defense of religion resurfaced in the
Satanic Verses controversy (which Hilliard deals with briefly in the conclusion).

Similarly, Hilliard brushes over rather rapidly one of the key revolutions of the period, the
rise of hard-core pornography in the late 1960s, and he discusses it mainly in the context of
the Longford Committee of the early 1970s, which was a response to it. This surely is one
of the major changes of the time, laying the foundations for the current toleration of sexual
imagery online, and it had the kind of political repercussions that Hilliard claims to be
exploring. It was brought about by the abolition of censorship in Denmark and Sweden in
the mid-1960s and created a thriving though underground market in London from that
time on. The complicity of the Metropolitan Police, especially its Flying Squad, in the creation
of this market—they were regularly bought off by the porn barons, socialized with them, went
on holiday with them, and even seemed to share their outlook—completely undermined
confidence in the police as a whole. When Robert Mark was appointed commissioner of the
Metropolitan Police in 1972, he famously said that his aim was to catch more criminals
than he employed. The result was a series of corruption trials that went up as far as divisional
commander. The flood of hard-core material also had a galvanizing effect on the feminist
movement of the 1970s.

Questions of obscenity no longer have much of an effect on English politics and cultural
life, Hilliard concludes. But this is not because obscenity has gone away, surely. It is because
English law no longer relies on blunt instruments like the Obscene Publications Act and its
successors—laws that trawled the entire cultural scene without much discrimination and
tended to collect a wide variety of things in their nets. The border of acceptability has
moved, and the line of policing with it—the law is now directed mostly at very specific
things, notably indecent images of children—first outlawed specifically in the Children Act
1978. The first efforts of the police against pedophile groups and their attempts at communi-
cation also relied on the ancient common law offense of corrupting public morals, so that law
can hardly be said to have been completely surpassed at that date. Again, these developments
seem to fall largely outside the remit of the book. However, if you want a thorough survey of
the familiar themes and events of English obscenity, then this book is for you.

H. G. Cocks
University of Nottingham
harry.cocks@nottingham.ac.uk

PETER HOWSON. Britain and the German Churches 1945–1950: The Role of the Religious Affairs
Branch in the British Zone. Studies in Modern British Religious History 43. Woodbridge:
Boydell Press, 2021. Pp. 305. $125.00 (cloth).
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Peter Howson served with the Royal Army Chaplains’Department in Germany from 1977 to
1997 and has published three books about British army chaplains in World War One. In his
most recent book, Britain and the German Churches 1945–1950: The Role of the Religious
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Affairs Branch in the British Zone, he examines the Religious Affairs Branch of British military
government in occupied Germany after World War Two.

In contrast to claims that the British had “no considered policy at all” toward the German
churches, Howson suggests that “there was a plan” to restore religious freedom (255–56). Yet
that does not constitute a coherent policy, and relevant draft directives and policy instructions
warrant more systematic discussion than they receive. Howson indicates tensions in British
thinking. Some, like Commander-in-Chief Field-Marshal Bernard Montgomery, believed
that “the German churches can play a great part in the reconstruction of Germany” and that
the British should “encourage” and “help” them (49). Others, like permanent secretary of
the Control Office for Germany and Austria, Sir Arthur Street, argued that the British role
was “not to foster religious worship” but merely “to foster freedom of worship” (86).
British church leaders unsurprisingly favored Montgomery’s position and played decisive
roles in the history of the Religious Affairs Branch.

In chapter 1, Howson places the creation of a Religious Affairs staff in the context of occu-
pation policy, the establishment of military government, and the presence of army chaplains.
The latter’s roles are the focus of chapter 2, particularly plans for them to liaise between
military government and the German churches. Despite some cooperation, such plans were
largely abandoned. In chapter 3, Howson recounts chaplains’ and others’ experiences in
Germany in summer 1945.

Initially, Religious Affairs was a section within the Education and Religious Affairs Branch
of the Internal Affairs and Communications Division of the Control Commission for Germany
(British Element). Largely thanks to the advocacy of George Bell, bishop of Chichester, and
Geoffrey Fisher, archbishop of Canterbury, it became a separate branch in January 1946,
which, as Howson shows in chapter 4, was something that made the British unique among
the occupying powers. Bell and Fischer were also involved in selecting its directors, the last
of whom, Major General Sidney Archibald, felt he was serving “two masters”: the Control
Commission and the church (227). This “most peculiar of civil service units” (228) achieved
considerable ecumenical harmony, although some Protestants were unhappy at having a Cath-
olic, Colonel R. L. Sedgwick, as its first director. Most branch staff, including the directors,
were not ordained, but most heads of its three main sections—for the Catholic church, the
Evangelical (Protestant) churches, and minor denominations in Germany—were.

In chapters 5 to 7, Howson examines the relationships between the British and those three
groups in turn, largely through the lens of surviving Religious Affairs Branch records. The
minor denominations section dealt with scores of disparate groups, including Methodists,
the Salvation Army, and the surviving German Jewish community. The branch’s role here fre-
quently did not go beyond monitoring developments and providing some practical help. At
lower levels, British Catholics found relationships with their German co-religionists easier
than British Protestants did with theirs, not least due to the shared Latin mass and sense of
belonging to a single universal church. But Howson stresses the difficult relations with the
German episcopate. The archbishop of Cologne, Josef Frings, and the bishop of Münster,
Clemens August von Galen, felt disappointed by British treatment of them and British occu-
pation policy and were outspoken in their criticism. This was exacerbated by poor British man-
agement of their trip to Rome for their cardinal nomination in early 1946.

If relations with the Catholic Church also suffered because of ecclesiastical disinclination to
denazify, this became an even more protracted problem with the Evangelical churches due to
the refusal of the Lutheran bishop of Hanover, August Marahrens, to resign. Whereas most
postwar Evangelical leaders had belonged to the Confessing Church, Marahrens had
opposed the latter and had, in the British view, been excessively supportive of Hitler.
Howson highlights “stark” differences over what to do (165). Some argued for Marahrens’s
removal but others, including some in Religious Affairs, argued against interfering in internal
church matters.
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This conflict highlights two distinctions that Howson might have made more of. The first is
that between freedom of worship and the autonomy of religious institutions, which he occa-
sionally conflates. Everyone was committed wholeheartedly to the former and at least in prin-
ciple to the latter. But the point of Religious Affairs was never only observation and
facilitation: the goal was also to influence the German churches. The second distinction is
that between National Socialism and nationalism. Those who opposed Marahrens’s removal
insisted “He was not a Nazi” (163). Yet Howson shows that the British did not have only
Nazis in their sights. As Montgomery noted, particularly among anti-Nazi churchmen there
were “unrepentant nationalists” who were “potentially dangerous to us” (84). Such concerns
were often overlooked by Germans at the time and warrant greater recognition in the
literature.

In chapters 8 and 9, Howson examines two important roles played by the Religious Affairs
Branch: facilitating visits to Germany by British religious leaders, which helped reestablish
relations more quickly than after World War One; and representing Britain on the Religious
Affairs Committee of the Allied Control Authority in Berlin, where cooperation was overshad-
owed by differences on key questions. Howson might have done more here to elucidate the
specificity of, and tensions within, British positions. In chapter 10, he examines the final
year of the branch’s existence, 1949–50, including the question of whether and how aspects
of its role might continue once the Control Commission was wound down.

Howson acknowledges that he does not explore all aspects of the branch’s work, including
its youth section. That he does not say more about its handling of the Nazi-Protestant
“German Christians” or of spiritual welfare in British civilian internment camps is surprising.
The book would have benefited from stringent editing. Readers may find detailed recounting
of organizational matters excessive. Specialists will find much that is familiar and may wish for
more engagement with historiographical debate and the bigger picture. It is nevertheless a
worthwhile addition to the literature.

Andrew H. Beattie
University of New South Wales, Sydney
a.beattie@unsw.edu.au

SIMON JOYCE. LGBT Victorians: Sexuality and Gender in the Nineteenth-Century Archives.
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2022. Pp. 304. $105.00 (cloth).
doi: 10.1017/jbr.2023.187

Much of the work of gay liberation in the twentieth century involved digging a trench between
sexual diversity and gender nonconformity. Self-styled respectable cis men and women refuted
the sissy or mannish stereotypes or slurs pervading popular and scientific discourse with the
unequivocal claim: apart from our sexual orientation, we are just as normal as you. Their
bid for acceptance was predicated on a de facto divorce, the insistence that the one must not
be mistaken for the other. For sure, the breach was never complete, and some radical voices,
for example in the Gay Liberation Front, were committed to so-called gender fucking and
challenging the gender binary; but, by and large, the mainstream lesbian, gay, and bisexual
components in the supposed alliance had little time or room for the transgender and the inter-
sex, casting doubt on whether they were part of the same cause at all. Only in the last quarter
century, with transgender issues roaring to life, has the need to understand the relationship
between gender and sexuality within the alliance become pressing.

Enter Simon Joyce in the guise of marriage counselor. His engrossing study, LGBT
Victorians: Sexuality and Gender in the Nineteenth-Century Archives, is unapologetically
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