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The section on the baseball fan (chapter 9), written by A l Filreis, was disap
pointing. The quality of scholarship was commendable, but its aim seemed to be 
off target. The chapter is a literary comparison and analysis of many of the better-
known works published with the baseball fan in mind. Filreis carefully dissects 
the material, pointing out its merits and shortcomings. For a companion edition, 
such as this one, a chapter chronicling different aspects of "fandom" like the 
Brooklyn Sym-Phoney or the Royal Rooters of Boston or something more con
temporary seems like a natural fit, but such matters are passed over in a piece that 
many baseball fans will find uninteresting, in part due to the jargon-heavy writing. 

Finally, part of the problem with companion editions is that they cannot help 
but fail to address every aspect of their subject. For example, there is an over
whelming emphasis on Major League Baseball. To be fair, there are chapters that 
deal with baseball in Japan and the Far East (chapter 11 ) and Latin America (chap
ter 12), as well as baseball and the Mexican/Japanese immigrant experience — 
and these are important contributions. That said, there are no offerings on minor 
league baseball in America, baseball and gender, or any sort of nuanced discussion 
on children and baseball — which might be the most serious omission, since base
ball's initial seduction of the fan tends to take place in childhood. 

Criticisms aside, The Cambridge Companion to Baseball is an important ad
dition to historiography. While no companion edition can be everything to every
one, Cassuto and Partridge's edited volume represents a diverse and thoughtful 
collection of essays that further our understanding and appreciation of the game. 

Craig Greenham 
University of Western Ontario 

Nietzsche's Anti-Darwinism, by Dirk R. Johnson. New York, Cam
bridge University Press, 2010. x, 240 pp. $85.00 US (cloth). 

In this readable account, Dirk R. Johnson, associate professor of modern languages 
at Hampden-Sydney College, disputes a long tradition in which scholars deemed 
Friedrich Nietzsche's ideas compatible with Darwinism. Nietzsche's antipathy to
ward Christianity appeared to square with the agnosticism that Charles Darwin 
found inescapable. Nietzsche shared with Darwin assumptions about the origin of 
morality, which arose not as a call from God but as a natural process. Nietzsche 
and Darwin accepted the importance of will and the ubiquity of struggle. Like Dar
win, Nietzsche understood that humans were creatures of nature, not of God. F i 
nally scholars who have envisioned that philosophy languished in the shadow of 
science determined that Nietzsche's ideas operated in the shadow of Darwinism. 
In this subordinate position, Nietzsche could scarcely have challenged Darwin. 

Within this framework, Johnson positions Nietzsche's Anti-Darwinism be
tween two traditions. In the first, Nietzsche had little connection to science, a po
sition that Martin Heidegger staked out. This stance gained strength from the 
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conviction that Nietzsche never read Darwin. Even Johnson doubts that Nietzsche, 
perhaps because poor eyesight and headaches prevented him from reading long 
texts, read On the Origin of Species (London, 1859) or The Descent of Man (Lon
don, 1871). IfNietzsche did not read Darwin, one wonders what i f any relationship 
he had with Ernst Haeckel, Germany's popularizer of Darwinism. Johnson's one 
of two tantalizing references to Haeckel suggests that Nietzsche may not have had 
a high opinion of him. Whether Nietzsche read Haeckel is unclear. Rather than 
read Darwin, Nietzsche may have gleaned insights about him and Darwinism sec
ondhand. The second tradition holds that Nietzsche's ideas were, as we have seen, 
compatible with science in general and Darwinism in particular. This position fails 
to account for the fact that Nietzsche criticized science as an enterprise and as a 
way of knowing. Nietzsche's critique of Darwinism was part of a larger attack on 
British psychology and on science. Nietzsche found in science the same nihilism 
that was ascendant in the West. He may have worried that Darwinism was incom
patible with the realization of a higher culture, one built on the value of affirma
tion. 

Nietzsche had a curious attitude toward Darwinism. He took seriously the fact 
that Darwinism omitted conventional morality, a circumstance that may partly 
have engendered the violent criticism against Darwin upon publication of On the 
Origin of Species. For this reason Darwinism was important to Nietzsche. But N i 
etzsche had far less sympathy for the idea of evolution, particularly for the evolu
tion of humans, ridiculing these ideas. Nietzsche's antipathy toward evolution is 
curious give the pains Darwin took to legitimate it. 

Johnson thus critiques the notion that Nietzsche had little to say about science 
in general and Darwinism in particular and that Nietzsche's ideas were compatible 
with those of Darwin. To be sure, Nietzsche admired Darwin in 1877, near the end 
of the naturalist's life. Ten years later, Darwin now dead, Nietzsche, Johnson ar
gues, turned against him. The year 1887 marked the publication of the Genealogy 
of Morals (Leipzig, 1887). This appears to be the text about which Johnson's ar
gument pivots, though he makes use of several of Nietzsche's books. In his choice 
of texts, Johnson favours Nietzsche's publications over his private notebooks, tak
ing on Heidegger, who esteemed the notebooks over Nietzsche's publications. 

Johnson frequently uses the terms Darwinism and anti-Darwinism, and one 
may wonder whether a brief definition of Darwinism might have benefited the 
reader. Perhaps Johnson felt that the reader already knows what Darwinism meant. 
Any definition in this case would be redundant. Perhaps in the compass of 214 
pages excluding the bibliography and index, Johnson had had to let much fall under 
the table including a definition of Darwinism. Yet, the absence of a definition may 
make easy the temptation to equate Darwinism with evolution when in fact evo
lution in some of its formulations predated Darwin. Scientists are revising evolu
tion at present so that there is no one static notion of evolution. What is critical to 
Darwinism and to modern evolutionary theory is the centrality of natural selection 
as the mechanism of evolution. One way that the current state of evolutionary 
thought impinges on Nietzsche s Anti-Darwinism is the fate of the design argument. 
Johnson states that Darwinism undermined it, and yet it has recrudesced in the 
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United States, where Michael Behe and creationists have used it to insist that God 
has designed life. In this context a definition of Darwinism seems important lest 
creationists appropriate it for their own purposes. 

This is not to say that Nietzsche s Anti-Darwinism has shortcomings. The prose 
is limpid. The bibliography has resources for the scholar and the general reader 
alike. The book is fair to both Nietzsche and Darwin and faithful to their ideas. 
Even though Nietzsche receives the bulk of Johnson's treatment, Darwin is not 
shortchanged. Near contemporaries, Darwin and Nietzsche share the carefully 
crafted stage of Nietzsche's Anti-Darwinism. 

Christopher Cumo 
Independent Scholar 

Johnny: A Spy's Life, by R.S. Rose and Gordon D. Scott. University 
Park, Pennsylvania, Pennsylvania State University Press, 2010. xvi, 
390 pp. $45.00 US (cloth). 

Given the vast popular and scholarly interest in espionage, it is surprising that al
most nothing was written on Johann Heinrich de Graaf prior to the publication of 
R.S. Rose and Gordon D. Scott's biography. An avowed man of the Left, de Graaf 
opposed the imperial and Weimar German governments before undertaking a ca
reer of clandestine service, first for the Soviets, then for the British and Canadians. 
In the 1930s and 1940s he operated in Romania, Britain, Germany, China, Brazil, 
Argentina, and Canada. 

"Largely taken from the subject's own words," (p. 1), this work is a kind of 
autobiography. It began with Scott's interviews of de Graafand draws additional 
material from interviews conducted by intelligence agencies, further allowing de 
Graafs voice to come through. The authors have further supplemented this data 
with archival material from Germany, Russia, the UK, the US, Brazil, Argentina, 
and Canada. 

A lengthy introduction to de Graafs early life paints an arresting picture of 
the brutality found both in Wilhelmian Germany and on the high seas, where de 
Graaf worked before World War I. In response to this brutality, de Graaf developed 
a keen sense of idealism and political activism, though he also resorted to violence 
on a regular basis to correct perceived injustices. Conscripted into the German 
Navy, de Graafjoined a revolutionary committee plotting mutiny; he later joined 
the Spartacists and worked with the Communist Party of Germany (KPD) to over
throw the Weimar Republic. In these efforts the KPD was aided by Soviet officers 
and funding. In 1930, at the invitation of the Soviets, de Graaf came to Moscow 
to study Communist politics and economics; when he arrived, however, he dis
covered the Soviet distrusted their own students. Disenchanted with Communism, 
he came to the surprising conclusion that the only way to escape the Soviet Union 


