Andrew Scull (2006) The Insanity of Place/The Place of Insanity: Essays on the History of Psychiatry (London: Routledge). This is a book of chapters that will already be very familiar to those who have closely followed historiographical debates in the history of psychiatry over the past two decades. This is because, with the exception of the introductory chapter, all the chapters have been previously published (in their entirety or in part) in journals, reviews and edited volumes elsewhere. In Scull's own view, the purpose of such a collection is 'to contribute to some sort of sustained methodological, and historiographic [sic] refl ection upon major fi gures and developments in the fi eld; to address a number of continuing controversies that have roiled the discipline; and to suggest some important future directions for research' (p. 6). In the order in which they appear in this book, these chapters do constitute a kind of Anglo-American history of psychiatry from the eighteenth to the mid-twentieth century -one that showcases Scull's key arguments with his colleagues on subjects from the emergence of the asylum to the use of psychopharmaceuticals. As such, the collection is partly a reminder of the powerful infl uence that Scull has had (and continues to enjoy) in shaping those debates. At the same time, this collection highlights Scull's relative intellectual immunity to infl uence from the historiographical nuances and shifts that have recently marked this fi eld. By the end of the book, the reader is left with the rather disconcerting sense that all perceived historiographical foes have been fended off (in some cases demolished, in others merely dismissed), with only Scull left standing intellectually intact.

In the fi rst chapter following the introduction, 'The Insanity of Place', Scull reviews a 'little-known' paper published in 1969 by Irving Goffman with the same title. The focus of Goffman's article, and, presumably, of Scull's chapter, is the 'organisational havoc' that the mad create for their families and for the larger society. Scull notes that the 'almost unbearable disturbances in the texture of daily existence' created by mad behaviour has compelled us to react at all levels of social scale to maintain social order (pp. 14-15). After this start, the reader would not be surprised if Scull next took the opportunity to review the dozens of books and articles which have, for the last two decades, following Goffman's tentative lead, analysed in much greater detail the myriad challenges to the social order at the familial, community and institutional levels that these mental disruptions created in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. I am thinking here of contributions by D. Wright, P. Bartlett, N. Tomes, C. Warsh, A. Cellard and M. Thifault, R. Fox, J. Moran, J. Hughes, T. Nootens, E. Dwyer, J. Reaume, A. Suzuki, W. Mitchinson and M. Jackson, among others. Instead, Scull largely side-steps this large and growing body of work, preferring to dismiss it later on in Chapter 9 for failing 'to acknowledge that there are gross imbalances of power and resources at work here for families, and even more clearly for patients …' (p. 111). Moreover, these researchers are collectively scolded for 'not accepting the obvious' fact that 'issues of power and control, broadly conceived, are indeed central' to the history of the response to madness (p. 111). In point of fact, many academics who have contributed to what Scull calls 'the new orthodoxy' do acknowledge and incorporate power differentials into their analyses, though not perhaps in ways that are satisfactory to Scull. Although acknowledging in Chapter 2 that there were literally thousands of mad people managed in 'a number of alternative mechanisms for coping with insanity' outside asylums (for example, on the geographical 'fringes' of Britain, and, I would argue, on the fringes and at the 'centre' of the USA), Scull insists that 'it was the brooding presence of the barracks-asylum which remained the lynch-pin of social policy toward mental illness till past the mid-twentieth century' (p. 24). Surely, it is more reasonable (and, we are discovering, more historically accurate) to consider some sort of integrated analysis (with due attention to geographic specifi city) of formal, institutional and less formal familial and community realities -an analysis that also acknowledges the complex relationship between non-asylum and asylum responses to madness.

Chapters 3 and 4 constitute highly critical engagements with two major players in the fi eld of madness studies: Michel Foucault and Roy Porter. There is a sameness to Scull's critical approach to the contributions of both of these authors. In the fi rst, although Scull claims that we 'owe multiple debts to the late Michel Foucault', these debts are, for Scull, more related to Foucault's ability to shake up earlier Whig interpretations of the fi eld, than to any real insights that Foucault actually provided on the subject. In part, this critique consists in Scull's conviction that a full translation of Foucault's seminal Histoire de la folie would not change the fact that it is hopelessly fl awed, both in its historical description and its central arguments. Scull issues a similar epithet to Porter: 'Roy Porter was a phenomenon … His loss is still felt keenly by his legions of admirers, nowhere more so than in the history of psychiatry, to which he made a whole series of important contributions … ' (p. 38). Yet, in Chapter 4 Scull proceeds largely to dismiss these contributions, reaffi rming his own 'great break' theory of asylum and moral therapeutic developments at the turn of the century against Porter's argument that moral therapy was alive and well in the long eighteenth-century era of the private madhouse. Later in the same chapter, although giving Porter some credit for his attempts in his later work to consider the experience of the psychiatric patient, Scull quickly minimizes the potential of this historiographical direction by pointing out that 'the dangers of romanticization is [sic] great' (p. 51).

Having dispatched with Foucault's eighteenth-century 'great confi nement' and Porter's 'long 18th century of moral therapy' (and, more curiously, the more enduring and valuable analytical insights that went with both), Scull turns his own attention to a short chapter on eighteenth-century madness by focusing on the life and times of John Monro. Largely drawn from Scull's and Jonathan Andrews' works, Undertaker of the Mind: John Monro and Mad-Doctoring in Eighteenth-Century England, and Customers and Patrons of the Mad Trade: The Management of Lunacy in Eighteenth-Century London, this chapter is a beautifully written account of the rich private practice of the dominant and domineering alienist of the eighteenth-century English mad trade. But how this chapter contributes to the historiographical debate about moral therapy and the long eighteenth century, the reader is left to surmise.

In what is, by this point of the book, a familiar pattern, Chapters 7 and 8 offer stinging critiques of Edward Shorter's biologically determined text, From the Asylum to Prozac, and the trilogy of Gerald Grob's works on the rise and development of the asylum and government mental health policy in the USA, respectively. In these chapters, Scull demolishes Shorter's central argument that the rise of biological psychiatry was a 'smashing success' in the treatment of mental illness. And, in a familiar reiteration of a decadeslong argument with Grob, Scull hammers away at the latter's conservative complexity thesis of the rise and demise of asylum psychiatry.

The last three chapters constitute Scull's own answer to the glaring analytical inadequacies that he sees in the work of historians like Shorter and Grob on twentieth-century psychiatry. These chapters focus on somatic therapies (from ECT, to the fever therapies, to gynaecological and other forms of surgery) and on psychopharmaceutical treatments. Here, Scull answers his rhetorically entitled critique of Grob's work, 'Nobody's fault?', by making it clear that a long line up of historical actors shared the blame for twentieth-century 'failures', most notably penny-pinching administrators of deinstitutionalization, and ambitiously blind and professionally arrogant psychiatric innovators. In each case Scull argues that these individuals are caught up in broader sociocultural movements, such as the neo-conservative economics of deinstitutionalization, the bacteriological paradigm and gendered models of the female body.

This volume would benefi t greatly from an effort to connect the chapters more coherently, and from a conclusion (or even a postscript) that tied together what Scull thought were the major themes and arguments he wished to make. It is tempting to surmise that this volume is the prelude to a more synthetic and systematic history of psychiatry from the eighteenth to the twenty-fi rst century. Given Scull's enormous infl uence and multiple contributions to the fi eld, this would be a welcome addition -but more especially so, if he was willing to consider seriously some of the important historiographical contributions since the 1980s that, in this volume, seem more threatening to him than they are engaging.
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