
understanding of race from which it stemmed, the power of Hughes, the donors, and
British society and culture more broadly meant that they could not entirely remake the
African Institute. Leading up to the final closure of the Institute in 1911, students were
increasingly seen as ingrates who squandered the opportunities so generously given to
them by Hughes and donors. Their morality was also called into question when John Bull
ran a story that a Black man affiliated with the school had seduced and fathered a child with
a local woman. Hughes sued for libel, but the disastrous trial that followed exposed his
mismanagement of the Institute’s financial affairs and supposed tolerance for “students’ dis-
reputable tendencies” (180). This sealed the fate of an institution that was already in terminal
decline.

There is much that is familiar in this story of tension between Black agency and cultural and
structural constraints, a belief by White Britons in the potential for Blacks to eventually
become full partners in the civilizing mission and a deep-seated racism that coexisted with
that belief. However, two things about Burroughs’ approach offer an original contribution
to scholarship on imperial humanitarianism, missionary projects of uplift, and racism. The
first is the location of the Institute: a seaside resort town in Wales into which the Institute
was thoroughly integrated. As Burroughs discusses, the African students who studied there
and some of the teachers noted the parallels between the politics of Welsh and African cultures
at this moment. Both the Welsh and Africans had been castigated as backwards and in need of
proper uplift from the English, starting with learning the English language itself. Yet by the
turn of the twentieth century, there was also a growing pride in and defense of elements of
Welsh and African identities, including in Welsh non-conformity and African Christianity.
The second dimension of this history that makes it stand out is the Institute’s connections
to the German-occupied Cameroons and to the Belgian Congo. Indeed, Hughes even
managed to secure King Leopold II as an official patron of the Institute. Both Hughes and
students were forced to navigate the tensions that erupted as the brutalities in the Congo
were exposed by British journalists and missionaries and amid the growing economic and mil-
itary rivalry with Germany. These two topics each get discussed, but making themmore central
to the overarching argument of the book would have added to its originality. Nevertheless, on
the whole Burroughs succeeds in offering a richly contextualized account of how a small but
significant group of Black students participated in, yet challenged and reworked an institution
which embodied many of the contradictions of imperial humanitarianism around the turn of
the twentieth century.

Christopher Bischof
University of Richmond
cbischof@richmond.edu

ROSALIND COFFEY. The British Press, Public Opinion and the End of Empire in Africa: TheWind of
Change, 1957–60. Cham: Palgrave Macmillan, 2022. Pp. 291. $119.99 (cloth).
doi: 10.1017/jbr.2023.241

Decolonization and the end of the Empire in Africa have been extensively explored by histo-
rians mostly through the lenses of Cold War and Development. Since the late twentieth
century, several historians have examined the roles of Africans in the politics of the end of
the British Empire in Africa. Much of the existing literature focuses on the roles of African
actors such as the nationalists, students, youth, women, nationalist movements, and labor
unions in decolonization during the late twentieth century. Fredrick Cooper’s classic,Decoloni-
zation and African Society: The Labor Question in French and British Africa (1996) is one among
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this body of work. Away from the human actors, and protests of labor and nationalist move-
ments in Africa, Rosalind Coffey has offered a nuanced insight into the study of decolonization
by centering the role of the British press and its cultural impact on decolonization, drawing
several imperial case studies from Ghana, Kenya, the Congo, Zimbabwe, and Malawi
through the already familiar themes of colonial violence and resistance, independence and
freedom, and neo-colonialism.

According to Coffey, “the British newspaper coverage informed the British public and polit-
ical context of decolonization to a great extent than previous accounts have acknowledged”
(14). Coffey argues that newspapers and opinion articles in Britain shaped local perceptions
of British imperialism and decolonization in Africa, with a major influence on the British
and imperial policies including the socio-political and cultural lives of Africa, Africans, and
European African settlers. Unlike popular literature that posits African nationalists as strategic
mobilizers against imperialism through anticolonial protest and nationalist movements,
Coffey counterintuitively argues that it was the press that shaped the strategy for decoloniza-
tion among African activists, liberal whites, the white-settler communities, and the first post-
colonial governments across Africa who interacted with the press to set postcolonial state
agendas and the press, in turn, shaped political processes and outcomes in Britain and the
African colonies.

By placing the press at the center of the decolonization narrative, Coffey contends that the
events leading to the end of the empire in Africa were multifaceted—a coalescence of local
factors simultaneously from the metropole and periphery. He argued that although the
process leading to the independence of colonial Africa predated the 1940s, it was in the after-
math of World War Two that colonial resistance snowballed into struggles for self-rule, and the
press was strategic to its actualization across former British dependencies in Africa. Coffey
notes that the wave of anticolonialism and struggles for self-rule post-World War Two was
paternalistic and partly a result of the poor socio-economic state of both Europe and Africa
which sawmany political actors and white liberals in the metropole supporting several political
parties, opposition voices, and pan-Africanist groups advocating socio-political reforms and
inclusionary policies in Africa under colonial rule and early years of independence. The empha-
sis on postwar transnational solidarity demonstrates how unfettered capitalism impacted the
socio-political choices of a class of the British public and African subjects towards the end
of the British Empire in Africa. The icing is Coffey’s interpretation of decolonization
moments as varied processes in which colonies with little or no white population attained inde-
pendence rapidly, unlike the white settler colonies, juxtaposing the colonial experience in the
British colonies in West and Southern Africa.

The book consists of seven chapters with an introduction and conclusion, rooted in archival
materials such as government documents and newspapers, individual papers, records of
political groups, and secondary sources. In chapter 2, Coffey examines decolonization in
Ghana and how right-wing press reportage complicated post-independence relations
between Britain and Ghana under Kwame Nkrumah. Here, Coffey notes that the postwar
ideological binary—capitalism versus communism—shaped journalistic reportage and political
outcomes in Africa, with each journalist pitching their reports to groups that leaned towards
the right-wing or left-wing ideology. This was obvious in the British journalists’ negative
depiction of Nkrumah as a dictator, following the political disagreement between his
breakaway political party, Convention People’s Party from the United Gold Coast Convention,
his former party during colonial rule, which ruffled the Ashanti intelligentsia who had earlier
disagreed with Nkrumah on the possible structures of government during the decolonization
debate. The right-leaning journalists’ negative depiction of Ghana’s independence and its first
president in The Mail and The Express newspapers, according to Coffey, strained the
relationship between Britain and its former Gold Coast colony, which further complicated
British-envisioned commonwealth solidarity as the British press painted Nkrumah as a dictator
and portrayed Ghana as a weak postcolonial state.
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The third chapter examines the cases of colonial violence in Kenya and Nyasaland and how
the press complicated British-African relations through their depiction of the Mau Mau war in
ways that contradicted the reality of the Kikuyu. While the left-wing newspapers sided ideo-
logically with the Kikuyu fighters who took up arms against the dispossession of their indig-
enous lands by the white settlers in connivance with their traditional chiefs who benefitted
from colonial rule, the conservative right-wing newspapers presented the Kikuyu fighters as
rebels against colonial order. The contradiction of the press reportage was clear in the Hola
massacre that claimed the lives of many Africans in Nyasaland but was underreported by
the British press. On the strength of these analyses, Coffey argues that the limited coverage
of colonial violence aligned with the official objectives of the Kenyan government to
conceal the atrocities committed against the Kikuyus in the international system.

Chapters 4 and 5 are mutually linked as they examine the popular visit of the British Prime
Minister, Harold Macmillan, and his classic “Wind of Change” (117) speech in South Africa
and its implications for racial relations between white settlers’minority and the Black majority
under apartheid rule. However, the Sharpeville massacre provides evidence of a strategic alli-
ance between British correspondents, white liberals, and African activists. But, as Coffey notes,
the alliance could not spur reforms because of the material strength and swiftness of the
national government to repel possible threats from such an alliance. The sixth and last original
chapter examines post-independence crisis in the Congo under the country’s first Prime Min-
ister and how the British press glossed over the role of the British government. Like the Ghana
case, the British press presented Congo under Patrice Lumumba as a weak post-colonial state
without recourse to Western Allied interests and the United Nations’ complicity in the crisis.

Coffey concludes that British newspapers complicated decolonization and British policies in
Africa as African groups who sought reforms and change saw the press as a veritable platform
to challenge colonial order because of the sympathy of certain white-liberal correspondents to
the cause of freedom and political reforms in Africa. Overall, Coffey’s textual interpretations of
British newspapers and the adoption of the press as a tool of analysis for rethinking decoloni-
zation and the end of the empire in Africa challenges the dominant binary—Cold War politics
and colonial development—with which many historians have examined this critical episode in
the history of the British Empire in Africa.

Waliu A. Ismaila
West Virginia University
wai0003@mix.wvu.edu

RENÉE FOX. The Necromantics: Reanimation, the Historical Imagination, and Victorian British
and Irish Literature. Columbus: Ohio State University Press, 2023. Pp. 267. $69.95 (cloth).
doi: 10.1017/jbr.2023.225

The topic of this intriguing study is “necromantic literature;” that is, nineteenth-century
English and Irish literature concerned with the reanimation of the dead. Fox’s thesis is that
novelists and poets use resurrected bodies to (re)imagine the past and explore what she calls
the “resuscitative” role of literature (6−12). Contrary to what readers might expect, The Nec-
romantics does not focus exclusively on Gothic narratives about reanimated corpses, but also
examines texts in which reanimation operates at a purely figurative level. Fox is principally
interested in the relationship between history and literature and the extent to which writing
(or “reanimating”) the past is necessarily an imaginative undertaking. Yet while some chapters
concentrate on questions of history and historiography, others take up broader questions of
literary representation and, in the second half of the book, issues of colonial politics. As Fox
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