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Preface

This book has been many years coming. While I was growing up in the 1970s and 1980s in a Nigerian village, my late aunt, Catherine Anosike, often spoke with candor about the Queen of England, the Princess of Wales, and the Duke of Edinburgh. She had immortalized the British royal family by her daughter’s name, “Anne,” and would not hesitate to tell those who tangled with her that she “will not yield an inch to anyone except Queen Elizabeth II.” Aunt Catherine had no formal education, so I was always astonished listening to her endless, prideful royal lectures. Later, when I summoned the courage to inquire how she got her extraordinary expertise in British royal history, her face radiated with life: “Who does not know about the great queen? She brought dignity to all of us [women]. The White man does not tolerate nonsense! When they were here, women gained respect. They brought education, electricity, radio, television, shoes, and Christianity.”

High reverence for Her Majesty, chiefly in my aunt’s generation, remains among ordinary Africans. I was interested in the history of the British African empire primarily because of the constellations of culture Elizabeth’s monarchy spurred on the continent, but the blackout of the Crown in my high school and college history curricula lowered my curiosity. There is more to the calculated omission or oversight. It highlights the contrasting views of the African public about Her Majesty—the nationalists, the first-generation postcolonial educated elite, the unlettered older masses, whose voices are unheard, versus the much younger and educated generation.

Though many Africans revered Queen Elizabeth II, her passing reignited difficult conversations on the repercussion of the British Empire, whose officers in Africa perpetrated orgies of cruelty in the name of the Crown. The anticolonial nationalists had nursed a sense of betrayal concerning what they perceived as Elizabeth’s lack of openness and outright commitment to the decolonization struggles. The younger generation that did not directly witness the colonial world but now lives with its legacies of political crisis and economic poverty understandably lament that the Crown did not stop the colonial degradation or express regret for the oppression their forebears endured in the name of the Crown. Indeed, there is no more painful time to remember one’s stolen inheritance than in a period of penury. From Cairo to Cape Town, African youth are straddled with the worst conditions of bleakness and anxiety. Some have demanded that the British government return treasures, including rare diamonds (the Crown jewels) the empire carted away from Zimbabwe, South Africa, Sierra Leone, Kenya, Ghana, and Nigeria. Alice Mugo, a Nairobi-based Kenyan lawyer, contends that when one looks at the monarchy from the glamorous and celebratory viewpoint, there is also the ugly side that cannot be ignored.

The Queen admitted in 1992 that while she had lived through some of the most significant challenges of her reign in that year, she never expected to be free from criticism from admirers and opponents alike. Criticism, she argued, “is good for people and institutions that are part of public life.” But Elizabeth also pleaded that scrutiny is more effective “with a touch of gentleness, good humor, and understanding.”

This book speaks to the challenges and triumphs in Her Majesty’s seventy-five years of engagement with Africa. As a historian, I have taken a more unbiased and judicious view in examining Elizabeth’s African records than some contemporary commentators would. If I sometimes appear more sympathetic to the Queen, it is because I am conscious of how patriarchy and colonialism reinforced each other as systems of domination, exploitation, and control. The anger and frustration nursed by the Africans today is righteous indignation against a long history of European violence and robbery. With a scholarly inquiry, it is easier to see Elizabeth’s genuine intents, advocacy, and immense contributions to the continent’s growth. Her African story should be fully documented; it cannot be consigned to the ugly pits of colonial history. Africa had no more passionate believer than the queen. Her overall African vision through the Commonwealth leadership positively impacted the continent more than any other European visitor.

Contemporary African problems must be addressed now in mutual partnership with the Europeans. In the Commonwealth, Elizabeth bequeathed a global framework through which this partnership could be harnessed in the twenty-first century. In the later chapters of this book, I have stressed that the light of the Commonwealth spirit Her Majesty ignited must not be smothered. I reiterate to those who arrive at the middle of a story to observe some caution or risk excavating a dismembered corpse. I empathize with the Africans’ anger and frustration. Emotionally charged narratives are not tools of historical methods or academic debates. An account constructed from a studied distance (without prejudice), soothed with patience and insightful interpretations of evidence, often lends an extra dimension to judgment, giving it a leavening of moderation, compassion, and wisdom, even to the less striking views.

While all mistakes and errors of interpretation are solely mine, I owe immense gratitude to the many who have helped me complete this study. I am heavily indebted to Dr. Mirjam Truwant, the acquisitions editor at Leuven University Press, and the entire Editorial Board who supported this work. I greatly appreciate Mrs. Grace W. Kiragu, the senior librarian in the Division of Library and Information Services at the University of Nairobi, and her colleague, Hamington A. Aluvisia, for their assistance with rare books and newspaper materials. Similar gratitude goes to Hassoum Ceesay, the archivist in Banjul, and his counterpart, Millicent Aryee, the head of the archives in Teshie, Ghana, and the National Archives, London. Rachael Johnston, Exko Ramey, Mylee Primm, and her dad, David Primm, were generous in lending logistics and creative support. I thank Professors Chima J. Korieh, Tim Stapleton, Philp Zachernuk, Joseph Bangura, Apollos Nwauwa, Ogechi Anyanwu, Bonny Ibhawoh, Arunima Datta, Kristine Hunt, Stephen Shapiro, Dimeji Togunde, my colleagues in the Department of History at Idaho State University, Pastor (Dr.) Eric Branham, and friends from the Igbo Studies Association for graciously reading earlier drafts of this manuscript and providing constructive lines of revisions. I am also indebted to Drs. Rebecca Hayes and Craig Miller, who constantly reminded me to complete this work.

I must thank the ISU Research Office, the College of Arts and Letters, the Department of History, and the Department of Global Studies and Languages for funding my research.

Raphael Chijioke Njoku Pocatello, Idaho, April 2024




Abbreviations


	AAAR
	African Academy of Arts and Research

	ACP
	Africa, the Caribbean, and the Pacific

	ANC
	African National Congress

	ASA
	African Students Association

	ATS
	Auxiliary Territorial Service

	AU
	African Union

	BBC
	British Broadcasting Service

	BUS
	Bantu United Society

	CAAP
	Commonwealth African Assistance Program

	CBF
	Commonwealth Business Forum

	CEIC
	Commonwealth Enterprise and Investment Council

	CFTC
	Commonwealth Fund for Technical Cooperation

	CHOGM
	Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting

	CIA
	Central Intelligence Agency

	CO
	Colonial Office

	CPA
	Commonwealth Parliamentary Association

	CRO
	Commonwealth Relations Office

	CSC
	Commonwealth Scholarship Commission

	CSO
	Commonwealth Secretary’s Office

	DFID
	Department of International Development

	EC
	European Commission

	EU
	European Union

	FDI
	Foreign Direct Investment

	FOCAC
	Forum on China-Africa Cooperation

	GDP
	Gross Domestic Product

	ICT
	Information Communication Technology

	IMF
	International Monetary Fund

	INC
	Indian National Congress

	KBE
	Knight of the British Empire

	KCMG
	Knight Commander of the Most Distinguished of St. Michael and St. George

	KLFA
	Kenyan Land and Freedom Army (aka Mau Mau)

	KN
	Kebra Nagast

	KY
	Kabaka Yekka

	LDRRP
	Lusaka Declaration on Racism and Racial Prejudice

	MBE
	Member of the British Empire

	MOU
	Memorandum of Understanding

	MP
	Member of Parliament

	MTWA
	Ministry of Tourism, Wildlife, and Antiquities

	NAC
	Nyasaland African Affairs Congress

	NGO
	Non-Governmental Organization

	NP
	Nationalists Party

	NPC
	Northern People’s Congress

	OAU
	Organization of African Unity

	OBE
	Order of the British Empire

	OBOR
	One-Belt-One-Road

	OIF
	Organization Internationale de la Francophonie

	PSFTSL
	Professional Standards Framework for Teachers and School Leaders

	QCM
	Queen’s Coronation Medal

	QEPNCAA
	Quality Education Provision to Nomadic Communities for Africa and Asia

	RAAC
	Rhodesia Air Askari Corps

	RAR
	Rhodesia African Rifles

	RWAFF
	Royal West African Frontier Force

	SLCF
	School Leaders Capability Framework

	UDI
	Unliteral Declaration of Independence

	UPC
	Uganda People’s Congress

	USSR
	Union of Soviet Socialist Republics

	UTB
	Uganda Tourism Board

	WAAF
	Women’s Auxiliary Air Force

	WASU
	West African Students Union

	WRNS
	Women’s Royal Navy Service

	WTO
	World Trade Organization

	ZANU
	Zimbabwean African National Union







Introduction

This book examines Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth II’s role in the trajectories of African decolonization and the postcolonial state’s quest for genuine political and economic growth since 1947. The study inserts Elizabeth at the center of the independence agitations in Anglophone Africa, teasing out the monarch’s dilemma of satisfying conservative ideals while slowly pushing for social reforms, racial equality, and support for development in Africa. It goes beyond the empire’s end in the second half of the twentieth century, locating Elizabeth in a full context with a primary interest in her records relating to Africa’s transition to independence from the postwar period to the first two decades of the twenty-first century.

The account harnesses the African interests in the Queen’s postwar Commonwealth leadership as fate entrusted her with the dissolution of the British Empire.1 With British policymakers asserting that “self-government meant self-government within the Commonwealth,” the Queen occupied a central position in her subjects’ quest to untie colonial bonds.2 The study argues that to gratify the British lawmakers in her complex and marginal place under the British Parliamentary system with conservative versus reformist agitators, Elizabeth came short of the expectations of African nationalists with her silence and inactions during the African decolonization crises. But in the end, she built an inclusive and unified organization where the Africans could play a vital role and appropriate political and economic autarky.

The postwar colonial reforms were driven by a revival of the rights-based ideology articulated in John Rawls’s A Theory of Justice.3 Like Rawls, egalitarians and libertarians such as Robert Nozick and Friedrich Hayek argue that government should uphold fundamental civil liberties, including political and economic rights. Regardless of their minor philosophical variances in what rights individuals and groups have, rights-oriented advocates concur that the principles of justice should be universal and sacrosanct.4 This pivotal ideology, central to the liberalism of Immanuel Kant, Rawls, and others, upholds the ultimate claim that the right takes precedence over the good.5


Her Majesty’s sensitization to the liberal reforms in the African colonies, first touted in a 1947 birthday speech in South Africa, was constrained by the exertions of pragmatic conservatism—the belief that preserving traditions, prescriptive rights, and customs is the path to thoughtful changes. This utilitarian doctrine in ethics aligns with the legal philosophy of H. L. A Hart and J. S. Mills. While Hart separates fairness (implying justice) from morality (notions of right and wrong), Mills sees justice as an obstacle to utility, contending that actions should be taken based on consequences.6 The conformist view of the monarchists with imperialist nostalgia often mired the imperatives of African independence and welfare. The disparate conservative and liberal positions on Africa’s needs within the British Establishment in the Cold War world order explain the Crown’s inability to hasten the African program, especially before the 1980s.

This book is essential because Queen Elizabeth II’s reign and the African continent were connected in profound ways that scholars still need to account for fully. Ignoring this history engendered a pattern of bitterness among Africans in which the Queen is portrayed as unresponsive to the people’s plight—specifically in the 1950s through the 1970s when decolonization took on violent and unpredictable dimensions.7 Five years before her monarchy began, Princess Elizabeth and a renascent Africa crossed paths during the royals’ 1947 visit to South Africa. The journey coinciding with her twenty-first birthday was marked in Cape Town by Elizabeth’s mission announcement and future leadership principles and goals. In a subsequent coincidence with implicit idioms and motifs, Elizabeth experienced her rites of passage from princess to monarch in Kenya, where she received the news of her ascension in 1952. Given the role she would play in decolonization, these events tied together the continent and Her Majesty in ways that must be emphasized. Elizabeth’s earliest two trips to Africa gave her first-hand education on the African colonial situation. The knowledge shaped her original outlook on decolonization and the Commonwealth’s part in the African subjects’ struggle for self-determination.

But Her Majesty’s African agenda unfolded slowly and sometimes stalled because she was an invested tool in the hands of the British Establishment, who called the decolonization play. The Crown was never the all-powerful sovereign the Colonial Office and British colonial servants on the ground had made the Africans believe. Reexamining decolonization through the Elizabeth prism allows for a deeper insight into the “official mind” in the game of subterfuge converging on the invention of Elizabethan monarchy and the retooling of the Commonwealth under the Crown as Whitehall moved to regulate and manage the end of the Empire on terms favorable to the UK.
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Figure 0.1: Map of British Decolonization in Africa (Brown, Judith (1998) The Oxford History of the British Empire: Volume IV: The Twentieth Century, Oxford University Press, p. 348)
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Contrary to Getachew’s Worldmaking after Empire and Gilly’s inciting “The Case for Colonialism”—studies that attacked the principle of self-determination and ridiculed the African nationalists and postcolonial elites—the manner of the UK’s retreat from Africa was a sober reconsideration of colonial wrongs.8 In the exit scheme, the British political elite groomed and used Elizabeth as the antidote for African nationalist agitation. The Queen’s role in the end-of-empire process was notable by her readiness to forgo some monarchical prerogatives, suppress her convictions, and strictly follow the government playbook, including risky royal trips to decolonization hotspots in Kenya, Uganda, Nigeria, and Ghana.9 Her interventions barred some African leaders from turning a different direction when communism was winning new allies worldwide.10

Elizabeth engaged with decolonization, believing that serving the UK would lead to harnessing her African mission through a Commonwealth rebranded as voluntary developmental cooperation. First floated on December 11, 1931, as an inclusive and humane alternative to empire, the Commonwealth was sold by Whitehall to its colonies as a forum where shared values and goals would guide future relations among member nations under the Crown. In a 1967 Cabinet memo, Mr. Herbert Bowden, secretary of state for Commonwealth affairs, reiterated the point that “The modern Commonwealth was a triumphant technique to cover the process of decolonization, turning ‘Empire’ into ‘Commonwealth.’” Bowden added that the transmutation enabled the UK to extricate itself “from colonial responsibilities with honor and psychologically cushioned the shock for the people of Britain in adjusting to a new era (though it may also have encouraged some illusions).”11 In other words, the Commonwealth project was a cover, a face-saving escape strategy from imperialism’s albatross that mortified the UK after the war.

Bowden’s passing reference to illusion in the empire devolution scheme is central to understanding Queen Elizabeth’s entire African record and the lows and highs of emotion held by the Africans toward her reign. The grand misrepresentation project started during the 1947 royal African tour when Princess Elizabeth unveiled what her monarchy would portend for her father’s restive colonial subjects. She promised the “imperial family” a deviation from the violent imperialism’s past and to work for a prosperous and peaceful future for all races.12 The proclamation launched the heir to the throne at the center of the UK’s search for postwar global influence and respect. As this book details, Elizabeth was not just the human face Whitehall implanted on the ugly ruins of imperialism but also the scapegoat for the crisis that engulfed a dying colonialism. She was the political Establishment’s baby with hypnotic power, the periapt that entrapped the African nationalists in utter delusion while the withering empire transitioned from disorder to more orderly and open relations. Trapped at the crossroads between the prewar and postwar world order, Elizabeth embodied the creativity of a nation seeking a dignified end-of-empire process through the Commonwealth scheme.

By revisiting Elizabeth’s tours of Africa in the 1950s and 1960s, one sees how the diplomatic forays amplified her popularity among the Africans and tempered growing nationalist resentment toward the UK. Nothing epitomized that success better than the royal visit to the disputed Gibraltar peninsula in 1954. With Spain shifting blame for Gibraltar’s woes to the UK and offering immediate independence as a sop for peace, the inhabitants asserted their loyalty to the British Crown. “When it comes to allegiance to Britain, we Gibraltarians are terribly Victorian… . You wouldn’t get away with a derogatory remark about the Queen here.”13

Similar declarations of fidelity to the new Queen in the 1950s and 1960s were common among the African masses. Central to the discourse is the contrasting or misconceived views of the Queen held by the educated African elite. While the political elite expected Elizabeth to intercede on their side in every crisis and otherwise blamed her for African misfortunes, the ordinary people were enthralled by the cultural symbols the Queen represented and her feelings for the less privileged, including women. In this duality, Her Majesty worked to steer the UK from the alchemy of colonial prejudice and might-is-right conduct in Africa to the quietude of a postwar Commonwealth family. Her trials and triumphs in this tricky project are some of the allegories of decolonization and postcolonial changes this book tells in detail.

Studies on decolonization, the Commonwealth, and Queen Elizabeth II are never in short supply, but they have yet to systematically center the monarch as a looking glass to the more nuanced process that brought about the postcolonial African state. Decolonization studies routinely focus on the careers of colonial officers, administrators, African nationalists, and peasants. A few examples of works on privileged colonial officials are Colin Baker’s biography of Sir Glyn Jones, Malawi’s governor (later governor-general), and Clyde Sanger’s study of Malcolm MacDonald (aka “troubleshooter”), Kenya’s last governor-general. While Baker gave an expedient account of Malawi’s sudden shift from loyalty under the Crown to republican status under the Commonwealth, Sanger completely ignored Elizabeth and the republican imperative. Likewise, although Sanger covered Kenya, Rhodesia, South Africa, and Nigeria from a comparative perspective, the study ignored Her Majesty’s role.14 The silence reflects a common trend in similar studies such as John Johnson’s edited volume Colony to Nation and Harry Mitchell’s Remote Corners: A Sierra Leone Memoir.15 While the contributors to Johnson’s anthology focused on British administrators in Kenya from 1940 to 1963, Mitchell’s memoir was a self-absorbing story of a colonial official who accepted his West African posting as a second career choice compared to, as Ashley Jackson put it, “the horrors of a career selling ladies’ underwear in the employ of Marks and Spencer” in London.16

Other studies, including Sarah Stockwell’s The British End of the British Empire, emphasize Western perspectives on the sociopolitical tides of decolonization. Stockwell’s outside-in approach explored the impact of empire dissolution on the metropole. The cross-sectoral examination of institutional building in the period, including the colonial development grants, remains an influential contribution extending her previous edited work, The British Empire: Themes and Perspectives.17 However, Denise Judd’s Empire: The British Imperial Experience from 1765 to the Present, which highlighted the significant events that fashioned the British Empire, and Ronald Hyam’s Britain’s Declining Empire, which placed high politics at the center stage of the process of the Empire’s desolation, there are the littlest mentions of the African agency in the movement for self-determination under Elizabeth’s reign.18

The profusion of postwar Commonwealth studies in the 1960s through the 1990s has often treated the association’s history as autonomous from Africa’s quest for freedom under the Crown. For example, in a detailed and engaging study of the British monarch’s place in the Commonwealth, Vernon Bogdanor rarely considered the crucial topic of the sovereign’s part in African decolonization. Even more audacious is Bogdanor’s questioning of the continued relevance of the monarchy in a democracy. He proposed that a radical reform of the British institution was in order because it had outlived its usefulness.19 Bogdanor ignored the dualism of conservatism and change that trapped the UK and the Crown under Elizabeth II. The present study reveals that Elizabeth had wanted to support development and democracy in Africa, but the bounds of her constitutional prerogatives would not allow her to override the decisions of elected politicians under whom her office and activities revolved. This assertion requires some clarification in light of Kwasi Kwarteng’s Ghosts of Empire, which denounced associating “notions of democracy” with the imperial administrators.20 The roots of Elizabeth’s advocacy for the colonized go back to 1947 but acquired life under the aegis of the Commonwealth, especially in the 1980s. The idea, implied in Bogdanor’s The Monarchy and the Constitution, that the Queen was a hindrance to innovation ignored the reality that she was a tool in the hands of Whitehall and therefore could not overstep her confines of authority or pursue a different part.

A year after Bogdanor’s work, Ben Pimlott’s The Queen: A Biography of Elizabeth II gave good coverage of African affairs, although focused only on Southern Rhodesia and South Africa.21 The present study locates Elizabeth in the middle of the decolonization drama, underlining the challenges of conservative approaches to colonial freedom and Africa’s developmental needs. While Philip Ziegler of the Daily Telegraph had praised Pimlott’s book, predicting that it would remain unsurpassable “for many years,” it is critical to recall that Buckingham Palace commissioned the study, which makes it a partisan project.


Anecdotal assertions have moored the corpus of biographical works on Queen Elizabeth, including Robert Lacey’s The Crown, which focused on Winston Churchill’s influence in making a young monarch from 1947 to 1955 but was mute on the orchestrated and phony claims of monarchical power in the entire colonial/decolonization scheme.22 Like Pimlott and Lacey, Andrew Marr’s The Real Elizabeth is “an intimate” account of the Queen’s life history. Although it is a compelling addition to the monarchy’s biographical literature, the book remains an extension of the allegory of illusions and mythmaking, a retrospective description of the sovereign’s challenges and successes from a third party.23

In 1998, American historian Walter Arnstein lamented that the “New Elizabethan Monarchy” as a field of study remains consigned to tabloids such as People, National Inquirer, and Us Weekly. Arnstein notes that experts’ tendency to ignore the Crown has left it susceptible to frequent misrepresentations.24 In 2009, royal historian David Cannadine echoed a similar sentiment, urging for studies that would include chronological, biographical, thematic, analytical, and anecdotal cues.25 Cannadine’s appeal is yet to resonate with many. Ronald Hyam’s Understanding the British Empire treated a broad range of topics, including King George VI, Winston Churchill, sexuality, empire and sexual opportunities, concubinage, and colonial service. However, like Piers Brendon’s The Decline and Fall of the British Empire, published the same year, Hyam excluded Elizabeth from the historical equation.26

Eventually, Philip Murphy, a historian of the Commonwealth, came up with Monarchy and the End of Empire.27 Although devoted to the political processes that ended the UK’s African colonies in the 1960s through the 1970s, Murphy’s study is pivotal for neatly tying, with broad strokes, the House of Windsor, Whitehall, and the postwar Commonwealth in a storied fashion. It did not touch on the complex partnership between the Crown and the British Establishment—specifically the misleading use of the “Her Majesty” legend to represent or justify elected politicians’ political decisions. The current study goes beyond the empire’s end from the mid-twentieth century. It follows the African concerns to place Elizabeth’s entire African engagements in a full context and beyond the 1960s, following the trail of disappointments and triumphs from decolonization to the post-Brexit, post-COVID-19 world order.

It is crucial to consider why African historians have shied away from documenting Elizabeth’s place in the emergence of the postcolonial state. Instead, African scholars dwell on Elizabeth’s ancestors, like King George VI, and other sundries associated with colonial rule. For example, African historian Chima J. Korieh devoted his recent work, Nigeria and World War II, exclusively to the African subjects’ robust support of King George VI during the war. Like Hyam and Brendon, Korieh’s book is a must-read, though it did not mention Queen Elizabeth once.28

Elizabeth, who served as a driver and mechanic with Second Subaltern’s rank during the Second World War, symbolized unity and Englishness for the UK and its ex-colonies in what Edward Owens recognized as “the popular memory of the home front.”29 This study shows why Elizabeth was one of the most secret and indeed misunderstood creations of the British Establishment. Her family background and circumstances caught her between the old and more conservative Victorian ideals and the new and more liberal aspirations of the postwar order conceived on soft power and shared values. She shouldered the complicated tasks the British leaders assigned her—the burdens of remaking the UK’s global image, which often conflicted with the dual mission of preserving respect for the monarchical institution at home and abroad. The unique story of Elizabeth is not her longevity or the luxury her position provided. Instead, it was her unflinching obedience to the British State and the confidence that her Commonwealth project would help redeem the ills of colonial degradations.

Elizabeth followed the British mission to the letter, despite Whitehall’s 1952 passing of the fourth bill authorizing an alteration of royal titles. The lawmakers coordinated a dynamic described by Philip Murphy as “pragmatic fatalism.”30 The policy gave the new African states the liberty to discard loyalty under the Crown to republican status under the Commonwealth.31 Mr. Gordon Walker (MP) explained it better by stating that the Afrikaners in South Africa did not share the same feelings toward the Queen as British stock in the country. “One danger of trying to impose the doctrine of indivisibility of the Crown was that it was thought to be an attempt to impose upon other Commonwealth peoples a feeling which was appropriate only to those of British stock.”32 The consequence of the 1952 bill, as this book explains, was a rift between the African nationalists and Her Majesty. However, ordinary people preferred the young Queen in their hearts.


The Dove and the Hawks

At the war’s end, the republican alternative endorsed by the United States became the UK’s master plan to promote an amicable foreign policy that would reassure its remaining colonies of a future of multiculturalism and freedom implied by the Allied Powers.33 The Colonial Development Bill of June 25, 1947, which set aside £100 million for the colonies, typified the UK Parliament’s urgent steps to ward off communist intrusion in Africa by sponsoring economic advancement and voluntary and equal engagement under the Commonwealth.34 Viscount Hall (MP) explained the bill as an immediate “need for improved machinery for developing Colonial resources.” He reminded everyone that the previous Colonial Development Welfare Act did not do enough for the continent’s economic welfare. Hall added that there was a need for an apparatus enabling the UK to “undertake individual productive projects likely to increase the wealth of the Colonies themselves and to stimulate the supply of products of which this country and the world at a large stand in need.”35

The postwar economic development policy marked a significant shift from the colonial approach based on resource extraction and mercantilism. Historical sources show that Parliament passed the first Colonial Development Fund program in 1929.36 Subsequent bills, from 1930 through 1940, followed.37 However, Lord Geoffrey Lloyd, the secretary of state for the colonies, noted in 1940 that the underlying principle for colonial assistance “has all along been that each Colony should get along as best it could on its own resources.” Accordingly, the policy clarified that the UK’s grants-in-aid were given only when it was proven that “the Colony could not pay its way without it.”38

As the ghost of the prewar welfare policy fleetingly haunted the postwar development plans, the UK dragged its feet with decolonization on the rationale that it was “entirely delusory” to grant self-government without “economic prosperity.” Filled with apprehension, the colonies grew suspicious of the imperial intents.39 Mr. Creech Jones, the secretary of state for the colonies, stated the obvious in his address to the House of Commons on July 29, 1947: “In the aftermath of the war, all colonial territories have been anxious that their affairs should receive the close attention of the British Government.”40 As the African adage goes, if a snail cannot run, it must crawl with modesty. In light of the increasing demands from its colonies, Elizabeth stepped in as a moderating figure in a new world order marked by a rebellious and nationalist ethos.

Flanked by characters like Sir Winston Churchill as mentors in the early years, Elizabeth stood as a rudder for policies scripted by the senior guards—the pivots of colonization. For example, on the eve of the royals’ departure for the postwar South Africa tour, Churchill designated General Louis Botha and General Jan Christian Smuts—individuals known for opposing racial equality—as “the greatest friends of progress and civilization throughout the world.”41 Considering the influences of these two on racial divisions in the region, Churchill’s comment was significantly insidious. Indeed, Prime Minister Jan Smuts rejected King George VI’s intention to decorate African veterans of the Second World War during the 1947 visit. Smuts’s bigoted choice contrasted with Elizabeth’s vision of respect and shared values in the postwar order.

During the South African royal tour, the Africans’ plight in the region caught Princess Elizabeth’s attention, prompting her promise to fight for freedom and unity and practice the virtues of consultation and cooperation. The avowals reverberated loud and clear across the world. “If we all go forward together with an unwavering faith, a high courage, and a quiet heart, we shall be able to make of this ancient Commonwealth, which we all love so dearly, an even grander thing—more free, more prosperous, more happy and a more powerful influence for good in the world—than it has been in the greatest days of our forefathers.”42 In reflecting on her career in 2015, the Queen believed she had fully accomplished the compelling dream that may have come across as wishful in 1947.43 Many Africans think otherwise.

Queen Elizabeth II and the Africans reveals that the road to the Queen’s implementation of the African policies was rough, especially in the first two decades of her ascension. Political hardliners and unapologetic imperialists occupying power positions in Africa and the UK surrounded the young and inexperienced monarch. These officials continued to advance their self-interests and colonial ideologies under the guise of British national interests. Illustrative of the fact are the records of J. E. W. Flood, a middle-level administrator at the Colonial Office; Clive Salter, a judge and an opponent of decolonization, who presided over the Special Emergency Assize Courts in colonial Kenya; Governor Andrew Cohen, who deported the Kabaka of Buganda in 1953, and David Hunt, the British high commissioner in Lagos, Nigeria.44 While Flood’s opinions on everything related to Africa shed light on how personal whims negated administrative imperatives under colonial rule, Salter’s fiery judicial pronouncements were not as edifying to Her Majesty’s reputation as he thought. Likewise, Cohen’s quirky decision to exile the Kabaka forever altered Uganda’s political history, giving birth to General Idi Amin’s rise in 1971. Meanwhile, David Hunt’s hatred for Colonel Emeka Ojukwu, the ex-Biafra leader, was central to the controversial British policy toward the Nigeria-Biafra civil war.45 Understanding how the various decolonization crises turned Queen Elizabeth into a villain in the eyes of the African nationalists and postcolonial leaders is central to this study.

Caught in between persistent colonial paternalism and African nationalist rebellions, Elizabeth sometimes found herself in the middle of divisive policies such as those related to the Mau Mau uprising (1952–1960), the Central African Federation/Nyasaland Emergency (1953–1953), the exile of Uganda’s Kabaka Mutesa II (1953–1954), the Suez Canal crisis (1956–1957), the Rhodesian Unilateral Declaration of Independence (UDI) of 1965, and the Nigeria-Biafra civil war (1967–1970).46 Yet, amid these conflicts that negatively impacted the educated African elite’s perception of the Crown, Elizabeth continued to plod through the ideology of a brighter future for the ex-British colonies under the Commonwealth.



Too Little History: “The Royal Branding Mix” and Privileged Sources

The question remains as to why few scholars have shown interest in Queen Elizabeth II’s role in shaping modern Africa. Cannadine notes that Elizabeth’s story has “too little history, a surfeit of mythmaking and a dearth of scholarly skepticism.”47 This study speaks to some myths and clichés in the Elizabethan story. The problem of accessing sources for the historian, especially scholars outside the UK, is underlined. The secrecy tradition associated with the House of Windsor, the British Establishment’s underground agenda in the institution, and the British press’s duty to protect the sovereign lower the African student’s incentive to research the subject.48

The stakeholders’ investment in the monarchy, the Queen’s silence on all controversial issues related to Africa, the Church of England’s stake in the monarchy, and the shielding press culture cohere in what John Balmer identified as “the branding credentials of the Crown.” The dynamic instrumentation of five elements (royal, regal, relevant, responsive, and respected) is central to a Crown Whitehall managed as a corporate entity: “The Royal Branding Mix.”49 Given the public relations image management culture, this study adopts a robust discourse analysis approach by interrogating the Crown’s public image of Buckingham Palace presented to the world. The Parliamentary Debates, Foreign Office Records, Colonial Office Records, Commonwealth Relations Office Records, Dominions Office Records, the British Documents on the End of Empire in several volumes, and the numerous biographical studies of Elizabeth and other members of the royal kinship and their close associates contain a trove of information on Her Majesty’s African affairs.50 Additional sources of information for this study came from colonial servants’ biographies, private correspondences with individuals, archived newspapers, material artifacts in arts, music, fashions, personal correspondences, and the British Pathé multimedia and newsreel resources, especially since the passing of the Queen.


In looking at these sources in Europe and Africa, caution has been exercised following the increasing concerns of scholars like Antoinette Burton, Nicholas Dirks, Barbara Harlow, and Arunima Datta. These critics remind us that colonial archives are emblematic of an opacity through which the prudent see colonialism’s alterations and imbalances—characterized by silences, the virtual preventability of truth, obscurity of facts, crime scene cover-ups, planting of intellectual land mines, and misleading whispering galleries.51



Elizabeth—the African Queen?

Queen Elizabeth II and the Africans shows that Her Majesty’s decolonization mission bonded with Africa’s future in dynamic ways beyond the 1947 South Africa tour to the Kenya trip in 1952. Many news and print outlets have retold both trips, but none has carefully teased the implicit significance and idioms. Cape Town stands in the sands of history as Elizabeth’s most important speech—unfailing service to empire and country, a commitment to work with everyone worldwide.52 The dialogue on freedom and a family of mankind free from bondage delivered on African soil tied the continent to the Queen’s mission. It also provides the parameters to evaluate her African records for good or bad.

During the Kenya visit in 1952, Elizabeth experienced what is depicted here as a vital rite of passage—an encounter that transformed the young princess into a conscientious sovereign.53 On February 6, 1952, she received the news of her accession to the throne, which introduced another layer of ties with Africa—the history of starting her reign as Queen of Kenya before her inauguration in the United Kingdom on June 2, 1953.54 The Mombasa Times of February 7, 1952, reported that constitutionally, Elizabeth went “through a ceremony of acceptance of the Crown while in Kenya.”55 A memo signed by Chief Secretary C. H. Thornley on February 8, 1952, confirms, “Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth II [was] proclaimed with all formality at Nairobi.”56

In Kenya, two days before George VI’s death, the royals received the £2,000 Royal Lodge wedding gift from the colony. The structure, now known as Sagana State Lodge, was commissioned by Governor (Sir) Philip Mitchell on February 4, 1952, with over one hundred community leaders as witnesses. The next day, the royals entered further into the forest to an iconic game-viewing lodge called the Treetops because it was erected into the branches of an old fig tree.57 In the eyes of the Africans, the Royal Lodge handover event indigenized the royals as Kikuyu because the dwelling was located on Kikuyu’s ancestral lands near Mt. Kenya (Kere-Nyaga)—a holy place, a source of life, believed to be the abode of God Almighty.58


[image: Two wooden boards and a metal plaque.]
Figure 0.2: Treetops Hotel Plaque – Njeri, Kenya, where the royals stayed in 1952. (Photograph by Mickerigg (2005), public domain)

Follow for extended description

To the outsider, the Kikuyu mythology has no connection with Her Majesty’s career. In the African agency approach, what matters is not what the outsider thinks but how the indigenes perceive their world. It is imperative for a society that strives on legends and mythologies to appreciate the psychology of action and the surrounding intersubjective relations.59 The Africans had entertained the belief that a home for the Queen in their midst would arouse positive energy in the Crown and British politicians to shelter them from further colonial assaults.

The royal dwelling in Kenya’s holy lands may offer an opportunity to grasp Jürgen Habermas’s communicative action theory but, more importantly, provide an understanding of why the Mau Mau activists were deeply disappointed in Her Majesty’s elusive and distanced posture during their plights. The paradigm projects how actors coordinate their choices based on “consensual norms.”60 The model adopts the Aristotelian notions of technē and praxis to illuminate the distinctive critical social theory.61 Habermas reinforced his philosophical anthropology in Knowledge and Human Interests, an engaging framework for an interdisciplinary social theory.62 It provided an essential critique of the positivist philosophy of science and historicist hermeneutics. In the poststructuralist theorem, the royals’ interests in Kenya tied them to Kikuyu’s natural history and sociocultural life’s imperatives—including freedom from colonial subjugations.63



“The She-Elephant”: Motifs of Elizabeth’s Ascension in Africa

It was not a happenstance in 1995 when school kids in Durban, South Africa, welcomed Queen Elizabeth II to the country with chants of “Zulus, be happy! The she-elephant is among us.”64 Princess Elizabeth’s transformation into Queen in Kenya came after a night watching thirty elephants at the grounds of the Sagana State Lodge. The phenomenon, described by a local as “visiting ancestors of the land,” needs extra illumination.65 In indigenous African society, elephants symbolize stability, unity, wisdom, loyalty, sensitivity, peace, intelligence, determination, reliability, and precious memory. In some measures, at least since the end of the Cold War in 1989, these attributes resonate with Elizabeth’s personality, Commonwealth leadership records, and environmental conservation and biodiversity advocacy.66

Jim Corbett, Elizabeth’s safari bodyguard, captured the substance of the 1952 event: “For the first time in the history of the world, a young girl climbed into a tree one day a princess and, after having what she described as her most thrilling experience, she climbed down from the tree next day a Queen.”67 The occasion was the end of a carefree life for the princess. As experts remind us, rites of passage help the participant “obtain wisdom about the self, and connect the spiritual and material realms of being.”68 In Kenya, Elizabeth gained a better knowledge of self and embraced the transcendent and material parts. Dona Richards adds that a rite of passage in Africa “involves the attempt to strengthen our force vitale or life force.”69 The humble condition of the Sagana Lodge is a metaphor for the old order’s passing and the new order’s dawn—a new beginning the Africans had hoped for, of freedom from oppression and equality in the comity of nations.70

In mourning with the bereaved, the Africans reinforced the transcendent bonds between the continent and the new monarch—the expectation that Elizabeth’s reign would bring freedom and justice to the colonial subjects. In Kenya, Vice-Admiral C. E. Lambs, the Royal Yacht flag officer, informed a Mombasa Times reporter that the royal visit’s entire plan has “to be recast” because of King George’s death. The Gothic, the H.M.S. Kenya, and other vessels flew their flags at half-mast, and a children’s party organized for the event was canceled.71

All the evening performances at the three Kampala cinemas in Uganda were canceled.72 On February 9, 1952, the Uganda Herald vividly depicted the pains of a princess away from London. It reported that Elizabeth was still in her holiday attire, comprising a “light pink frock, white halo hat, and white accessories,” when she emerged from the Dakota aircraft Sagana, arriving at the Entebbe Airport from Kenya on her journey home.73

Inclement weather, marked by heavy lightning and the rising wind, whirled dust devils gusting at fifty knots per hour across the runway, delayed the Royal Argonaut Atlanta waiting to take the royals back to the UK. Ochieng Mbalazi, a Ugandan, noted that “the panorama was as if African gods were mourning King George VI’s demise and at the same time announcing an extraordinary leader’s ascension.”74 The Ugandan Herald reported that Governor Andrew Cohen, dressed in black, met with the royals before the flight left for London through Libya’s Royal El Adem Airbase (now Gamal Abdul Nasser Airbase).75 The next day, the newspaper carried Cohen’s message about the King’s demise “to the great sorrow of the Royal Family and all His Majesty’s subjects.” Cohen conveyed to Her Majesty the colony’s “profound grief and deep sympathy at the death of His Majesty, her father.”76 How these profusions of emotions and expectations translated to expected freedom or lack of it is central in the Elizabethan story.



Chapter Layout

Imposing a strict chronological order on this study was tricky because of the spread of the events and their fluidity chain. Chapter 1, “The House of Windsor: African Subjects and the Princess-Queen,” provides an ample opportunity to test and expand on John Balmer’s paradigmatic view of the British Crown as a corporate brand whose actions and inactions are scripted by the Establishment and all it entails. It examines the influence of the royal family culture and education and the royal stakeholders and mentors in shaping Elizabeth’s personality and career, especially her relationship with Africa.

Chapter 2, “Deconstructing the 1947 Cape Town Speech: Decolonization Rhetoric and the Commonwealth,” offers a dynamic template for gauging Elizabeth’s initial stand on Africa’s independence and postcolonial welfare from a hermeneutic standpoint concerning the continent’s place in the postwar world order and the Commonwealth’s future as a multicultural association of free peoples. It shows a web of the high and composite political game in which the initial intentions of a twenty-one-year-old princess staggered when they encountered the Liberal versus Conservative agendas within Whitehall.

Chapter 3, “The Cold War: African ‘Radicals’ and Her Royal Stateliness, 1953–1961,” is an excursion through the complex politics of the East–West rivalry and its impact on Her Majesty’s decolonization and Commonwealth journey. The implications of the American-British alliance on the illusions of monarchy and the self-determination movement were significant. For Elizabeth, it was challenging to navigate through the Anglo-American friendship without losing sight of her plans for emerging new nations. British and American policymakers took advantage of the young monarch, turning her into a good-luck charm for keeping suspected African radicals and potential communists within the Western ideological camp. Whitehall orchestrated royal tours to Africa, crucial in erecting a contemporary global UK. As the trips to Uganda, Nigeria, Ghana, and Sierra Leone turned out, Elizabeth’s charisma served to stave off these countries’ potential crises. The royal trips’ efficacy and popularity encouraged further exploration with diverse purposes, challenges, and outcomes.

Chapter 4, “Her Majesty’s Africa Tour-De-Force: Feasting with the Obedient, the Noble, and the Non-Conformist, 1961–1989,” details Whitehall’s stratagem of expanding royal visits as an instrument of connecting friendships with African governments and citizenry. This plan succeeded when dealing with moderate and polite African leaders; it proved a disaster with nonconformists like Uganda’s Idi Amin.

Chapter 5, “Majestic Milestones: The Commonwealth and Africa’s Development,” recounts the association’s African accomplishments under the Crown. Despite the turns and twists of decolonization and Whitehall’s efforts to sabotage it, the post–Cold War Commonwealth has helped strengthen Africa’s quest for sociopolitical autonomy more than many have yet to fully acknowledge. Elizabeth never abandoned the group’s ideals but continued to push for growth in education, peace missions, human rights protection, women’s empowerment, sports, environmental conservation, poverty reduction, and more. In addition, Elizabeth inspired new tropes of culture in arts, music, dance, and fashion, refined English as a second language, and transformed leadership ideals. Any account of Elizabeth without her Commonwealth records is flawed.

Chapter 6, “King Charles III and Africa’s Commonwealth Future,” surveys the organization’s future after Elizabeth. For continued unity and strength in the post-Brexit, post-Covid-pandemic, and post–Ukraine-Russia conflict world order, the Commonwealth must find a way to reenact a “rediscovery of Africa” in the twenty-first century.

The conclusion speaks to some of the perceptions about the Queen held by Africans by illuminating the complex and multifaceted idioms of monarchy and the British Empire traditions, the African decolonization drive, and the postwar Commonwealth mission. Elizabeth’s African engagements were shaped by the complex constraints and demands of British conservative and liberal politics in changing world order. These constrictions make sense from the prism of the royal corporate branding mix and the stakeholders’ dialectics.









Chapter 1 The House of Windsor: African Subjects and the Princess-Queen

Shortly after Queen Elizabeth II passed in 2022, the royal stakeholders’ move to celebrate her political bequest under the British Empire’s dissolution scheme met an instant pushback. The ghosts of the brutal responses to the postwar African nationalist movements deadened what one opponent called “the myth-making machine.”1 The critics recalled that Elizabeth was often aloof to the subject people’s plights in moments of decolonization raptures. In Nyasaland, for instance, bitterness lingers as to the Queen’s silence to the protests starting with the Federation of Rhodesia and the Nyasaland proclamation in 1953. Memories of the deaths of many Africans consequent to the declaration of a state of emergency on March 3, 1959, left unanswered questions on the monarch’s intentions for Africa and the overall character and purpose of her reign.2

The primary target is to offer insight into the grand invention of Elizabeth—how a peculiar leadership training structured her measured approach to Africa’s needs. The postulation is that the interplay of kinship, imperial traditions, and postwar imperatives of freedom and peace brokered by Whitehall imposed a dualism in which Elizabeth was trapped, hindering a wholesale liberal agenda. Three reinforcing dynamics are inherent in this process, which explains the Crown’s struggles to break from the old order to advocate for the Africans without bias. These are Windsor’s influence on her upbringing, the competing postwar ideology and social discourse, and the British Establishment’s investment in the Crown as a corporate institution. These forces shaped what is shown here as the push and pull of conservatism and liberalism in Elizabeth’s African records.

In scrutinizing the royal family that nurtured Elizabeth, Luise White’s The Comforts of Home, which focused on socioeconomic and gender relations in colonial Kenya, reminds contemporary historians to look at class and kin interaction because “kinship permeates a vast majority of the relationships we tend to think of as anonymous, furtive, and sordid.”3 The family plays a central role in childhood socialization, self-concept formation, personality development, career choices, and compliance with the established norms or rebellion with the counterculture.4 In concert with Windsor, the royal stakeholders systematically raised Elizabeth to protect the Crown for national unity, pride, and all it demands. Ensuring the princess retained sight of the national mandate was fundamental to British national interest in an era of rapid flux.

Postwar discourses on the incompatibility of the moral demands of freedom with imperialist practices formulated along conservative/liberal lines revived the eighteenth-century works of Montesquieu’s De l’Esprit des Lois (1748). Four decades before the French Revolution of 1789, Montesquieu’s excursion into constitutional diversity led many to see the notion of a universally natural right as a chimera. The Frenchman dismissed the idea of an ideal society by propagating the belief that a durable constitution must be predicated on society’s circumstances and needs.5 Like other opponents of modernist thoughts, Edmund Burke argued that respecting social conventions, prescriptive rights, and customs was the path to thoughtful reforms instead of a sweeping or sudden change in Western Europe.6

In British politics, the conservative philosophy was central to the monarchists—the custodians of Windsor’s ideals of domesticity and social conventions of marriage, support for military power, and imperial holdings. The right to safeguard the Crown’s core principles in Elizabeth’s psyche was divergent from the more open postwar sentiments empathetic to the pains of the colonized and oppressed.7

As management professionals underline, corporate brands embody an informal agreement or covenant between an organization and its brand community.8 For an institution that served as a tool for colonial acquisitions, the royal brand Elizabeth inherited in 1952 is covenanted with everything British at a deeper level than meets the eye. Analogous to corporate business management, the unwritten contract between the Crown and Britons (brand community) is intricate. For example, the Rotary Club’s slogan is “Service Above Self,” and Google operates on “Do the Right Thing.” Similarly, royal stakeholders run the Crown on British “National Identity, Unity, Pride, Stability, and Continuity.”9 These mantras are inviolable for all the investors in the monarchy—the government, Church of England, citizens, businesses, and consumers—and transcend everything else.

John Balmer has distilled the branding character of the Crown to illuminate its mysteries and secrecies, its backers’ expectations, value systems, taboos, and its innermost workings. He concludes that the institution is run as a corporate brand because everything coheres with its public image. Understanding this simple but consequential fact illuminates the secret to Her Majesty’s confusing, distanced, and often elusive responses to Africa during crises.10

Balmer explicates that his “Royal Branding Mix” model implicates the instrumentation of five elements: royal, regal, relevant, responsive, and respected. He equates the royal and regal characters to the brand’s identity with an explicit organizational focus. Elizabeth’s actions and inactions, pronouncements and silences, and engagement and retreats were deliberate and measured to boost the royal and regal image of the Crown’s brand. The relevant, responsive, and respected expectations mirror a public (stakeholder) emphasis.11 The Crown exists primarily to serve the needs or concerns of Britons before those of Africans or others.

To further illustrate, Nyasaland in the 1950s was more than a flashpoint in the inherent ideological wrestling match between British conservatives and liberals in the postwar era. It also represented one among other crises during which the royal stakeholders insisted that the Crown retreat to insulate her from potential vulnerability. Although some liberals supported the Colonial Office’s Emergency policies for a different reason, friends in the Labour Party, such as James Griffiths, lobbied for the Nyasaland delegation of 1953 to London to receive an audience at Buckingham Palace. But Oliver Lyttelton, the Conservative colonial secretary, frustrated the efforts. The right-wingers had announced that it was “impossible” for the African chiefs to see the Queen because they came without an official invitation. However, the main reason that aligns with the branding identity matrix was to avoid “compromising” the new and inexperienced Queen.12 In other words, encouraging Elizabeth to parley with the visiting African chiefs at this point in history would undermine the royal and regal image of the Crown’s brand.


Her Imperial Family and the Africans

For a nation that amassed immense wealth and global influence through nkamanya—an Igbo concept for blatant, undisguised, and unapologetic dispossession of others—the culture of crime scene cover-ups and planting misleading narratives began with Queen Alexandrina Victoria. In a documentary on Victoria, the British Broadcasting Corporation (BBC) credited her with rescuing the Crown’s reputation from her royal uncles’ misdeeds. From 1837 to 1901, Victoria reconnected with the people through civic duties and set the antecedents of royal authority and cultural trends on which the tenure and aura of succeeding monarchs, including Elizabeth II, rested. While this assertion may be true, the BBC did not fully explain the context of Victoria’s popularity among the Brits. Although the Republican Commonwealth of England scaled down the Crown’s power in the seventeenth century, Victoria garnered tremendous influence as a symbol of British identity by aligning her interests and values with Whitehall’s policies and goals during her reign.13

After Victoria, the serving monarchs retained the titular power to open the House of Lords and House of Commons (Parliament). The Crown signs off Parliament Acts before they become laws and can dissolve the legislature when necessary. The monarchy appoints the prime minister after general elections and chooses political party leaders. However, when the political landscape becomes partisan and raucous, the Crown retreats from the infighting until the elected politicians restore order.14 As this study highlights, the monarchical prerogatives, in theory, created a silo of illusion/opacity of power and influence that the African nationalists erroneously ascribed to Queen Elizabeth II. The misunderstanding explains why the Africans misjudged Elizabeth’s disinclination to override elected politicians or command immediate answers to Africa’s pressing nationalist questions.

The Africans saw the Crown as the oldest secular institution in England and, as Cahal Milmo noted, “a unifying figurehead gifted by history and surrounded by ritual.”15 However, what eluded the Africans’ imagination was Walter Bagehot’s 1867 conclusion that the monarch embodies a constitutional “mystery” since its most important duties are covert: “It is commonly hidden like a mystery and sometimes paraded like a pageant, but in neither case is it contentious. The nation is divided into parties, but the Crown is of no party. Its apparent separation from [the] business is that which removes it both from enmities and from desecration.”16 For Elizabeth to succeed, she must comply with the elected politicians’ directives, safeguard the Crown’s mystery (which she often demonstrated through silence), and focus on national unity by partnering with all the stakeholders. This expectation required her to distance herself from controversies and combine the affection of conflicting parties—the conservatives who stood for piecemeal changes and the liberals who advocated for immediate colonial reforms.

The uncodified British constitution, defined by custom, statutes, usage, and precedents, allowed the Crown to sway the subjects even in the most challenging times. In retrospect, Frank Hardie argued in The Political Influence of Queen Victoria, 1861–1901, that she partook in her ministers’ political affairs far beyond the realms of neutral exercise of limited influence. During Victoria’s tenure, Britain was governed by younger prime ministers, Lord Salisbury (r. 1885–1892, and 1895–1902) and Lord Rosebery (r.1894–1895), who looked up to her for direction.

Victoria’s sixty-three-year reign enthroned a culture where respect for age became a norm in the monarchy-Parliament interrelationship. As this study reveals, in the early period of her reign, Queen Elizabeth’s young age limited the degree to which she could push her personal convictions (such as overriding Oliver Lyttleton over the Nyasaland delegation imbroglio) through the more senior politicians like Sir Winston Churchill. With age, Elizabeth became the most experienced political figure in modern Britain. Hardie reminds us that “long experience and accurate memory made Victoria’s political interventions increasingly decisive as the years passed.”17 High-ranking ministers and other individuals and groups indulged in royal functions to gain recognition and patronage.18 Concerning Elizabeth, there is still a lot to learn about how she leveraged the degree of respect her age commanded in the latter period of her reign to push through her African mission or lack thereof.

The truth is that Victoria, “the Warrior Queen,” endorsed Whitehall’s colonial foreign policies for her successors to emulate or amend. She supported Britain’s international relations with an ideology of imperialism, masculinity, and country-first policy goals.19 This legacy would impact Elizabeth’s reign in peculiar ways that mirror a history of misrepresentation in African-Anglo relations. In their aggressive territorial acquisition and wealth extraction worldwide, notably in Africa, the British colonial servants routinely invoked “Her Majesty” in branding the wars of conquests, skewed treaties of protection, racially biased judicial administrations, and deposition and exile of African sovereigns.

OEBPS/Text/nav.xhtml




Table of Contents





		Cover



		Half Title



		Title



		Copyright



		Dedication



		Contents



		Preface



		Abbreviations



		Introduction



		Chapter 1—The House of Windsor: African Subjects and the Princess-Queen



		Chapter 2—Deconstructing the 1947 Cape Town Speech: Decolonization Rhetoric and the Commonwealth



		Chapter 3—The Cold War: African “Radicals” and Her Royal Stateliness, 1953–1961



		Chapter 4—Her Majesty’s Africa Tour-De-Force: Feasting with the Obedient, the Noble, and the Nonconformist, 1961–1989



		Chapter 5—Majestic Milestones: The Commonwealth and Africa’s Development



		Chapter 6—King Charles III and Africa’s Commonwealth Future



		Conclusion



		Notes



		Bibliography



		Index













List of Illustrations





		Figure 0.1: Map of British Decolonization in Africa (Brown, Judith (1998) The Oxford History of the British Empire: Volume IV: The Twentieth Century, Oxford University Press, p. 348)



		Figure 0.2: Treetops Hotel Plaque – Njeri, Kenya, where the royals stayed in 1952.



		Figure 2.1: Hastings Banda of Malawi and Jomo Kenyatta of Kenya.



		Figure 2.2: Kenya African Riffles hunting the Mau Mau Rebels.



		Figure 3.1: Kwame Nkrumah and Dwight D. Eisenhower, Washington DC, 23 July 1958.



		Figure 3.2: Kwame Nkrumah and J.F. Kennedy, Washington DC, 1961.



		Figure 4.1: Emperor Haile Selassie I and Queen Elizabeth II, Buckingham Palace, 1954.



		Figure 4.2: President Idi Amin at the United Nations, New York, 1975.



		Figure 5.1: Queen Elizabeth II and the Prime Ministers of the Commonwealth Nations, Windsor Castle, 1960.



		Figure 5.2: Starving Woman from the Biafra War.













Landmarks





		Cover



		Title



		Copyright



		Dedication



		Contents



		Preface



		Introduction



		Start of Content



		Conclusion



		Notes



		Bibliography



		Index













Page List





		1



		3



		4



		5



		7



		9



		10



		11



		13



		14



		15



		16



		17



		18



		19



		20



		21



		22



		23



		24



		25



		26



		27



		28



		29



		30



		31



		33



		34



		35



		36



		37



		38



		39



		40



		41



		42



		43



		44



		45



		46



		47



		48



		49



		50



		51



		52



		53



		54



		55



		56



		57



		58



		59



		60



		61



		62



		63



		64



		65



		66



		67



		68



		69



		70



		71



		72



		73



		74



		75



		76



		77



		78



		79



		80



		81



		82



		83



		84



		85



		86



		87



		88



		89



		90



		91



		92



		93



		94



		95



		97



		98



		99



		100



		101



		102



		103



		104



		105



		106



		107



		108



		109



		110



		111



		112



		113



		114



		115



		116



		117



		118



		119



		120



		121



		122



		123



		124



		125



		126



		127



		128



		129



		130



		131



		132



		133



		134



		135



		136



		137



		138



		139



		140



		141



		142



		143



		144



		145



		146



		147



		149



		150



		151



		152



		153



		154



		155



		156



		157



		158



		159



		160



		161



		162



		163



		164



		165



		166



		167



		168



		169



		170



		171



		172



		173



		174



		175



		177



		178



		179



		180



		181



		182



		183



		184



		185



		186



		187



		188



		189



		190



		191



		192



		193



		194



		195



		196



		197



		198



		199



		200



		201



		202



		203



		204



		205



		206



		207



		208



		209



		210



		211



		212



		213



		214



		215



		216



		217



		218



		219



		220



		221



		222



		223



		224



		225



		226



		227



		228



		229



		230



		231



		232



		233



		234



		235



		236



		237



		238



		239



		240



		241



		242



		243



		244



		245



		246



		247



		248



		249



		250



		251



		252



		253



		254



		255



		256



		257



		258



		259



		261



		262



		263



		264



		265



		266



		267



		268



		269











OEBPS/Images/cover.jpg
Raphael Chijioke Njoku

Narrating Decolonization,

Postwar Commonwealth,
and Africa’s Development,
1947-2022





OEBPS/Images/image0028-00.jpg
-
bt

URIGINAL | REETOPS

TREETOPSKENy

!N THIS MGUMU TREE
E&THE PRINCESS ELIZABETH
ND

- ! HER w‘m HIGH
i | ! | i






OEBPS/Images/5_1.png





OEBPS/Images/image0018-00.jpg
Tripolitania

Suez Canal Zone
(1956)

Gold Coast
(1957) (1925)
Seychelles
Southern Came (1976)

Mauritius
(1968),,
o

Swaziland
(1968)
Bdsutoland





