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publication to broaden the church’s canon and standardize the official lit-
urgies and hagiographies around which Nazaretha disciples organized their
devotion. Whereas chapter 7 explores how women strategized spiritual biog-
raphy and peripatetic evangelism to assert new forms of public virtue and
mobility, chapter 8 investigates how chiefs turned unruly subjects into gov-
ernable constituencies by participating in the appropriation of praise prac-
tices and preaching. In the final chapter, Cabrita aims to move the study of
decolonization in South Africa beyond the dichotomies of resistance and col-
laboration (disengagement). Through the production of bureaucratic texts,
Nazaretha activists exhibited political persuasion before the state, a strategy
that shaped and underscored the ambiguities of apartheid. The book ends by
surveying the relationship between the African National Congress and the
Nazaretha Church in contemporary South Africa and argues that the unity of
“this great church” may require closing its textual canon before it is torn by
charismatic disputation.

Cabrita notes that the Natal-based activist Wellington Buthelezi adapted
the writings of Marcus Garvey to pronounce the imminent arrival of African
Americans to deliver black South Africans from white rule. We are also
reminded that Isaiah Shembe’s spiritual heir, Johannes, was educated at the
prestigious Adams College and the University of Fort Hare. With only some
exceptions, though, the book says surprisingly little about reading habits
beyond church texts. Surely, however, activists were not reading only the-
ology. And the classification of texts as either “secular” or “sacred” in such a way
that the former is overlooked seems questionable, especially as the movement
increasingly included university-educated literati. By the late 1950s, Christian
activists throughout eastern and southern Africa were adapting global histories
alongside biblical narration to imagine postcolonial futures. To recast the past,
campaigners comfortably drew from both biblical and political histories; epis-
temological and textual boundaries were fluid. To what extent might a more
expansive framework for the study of textual practices among Nazaretha
Christians, in turn, help us problematize the binary categories with which
scholars engage literary practice in colonial Africa? Be that as it may, Cabrita’s
excellent book offers powerful insights into the history of cultural innovation
and global Christianity in southern Africa.
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For many years, Stephanie Newell has enlivened the field of African studies
with several highly original and intriguing books. This volume, which looks
at authorial anonymity in the West African press, is yet another significant
contribution to our understanding of how West African intellectuals saw
the world and, in this new book particularly, how West African intellectuals
chose to be seen by others. Many scholars have taken advantage of the
rich resource provided by the innumerable newspapers, pamphlets, and
books written and produced by West Africans ever since the middle of the
nineteenth century. In fact, the sheer quantity of writing produced from
the 1880s to the 1940s, the period on which Newell focuses, is itself extraor-
dinary. Before the mid-twentieth century, literacy was both relatively new
and possessed by limited numbers of people. But the numbers of publica-
tions and writers continue to amaze. It isn’t just the scale of literary output
that is noteworthy. Literacy was more than just a practical tool that facili-
tated the keeping of serial records or granted access to the texts of the new
religions. It was also a portal through which the cultures of others could be
grasped, mastered, and played with. The discernible ludic quality of the
literary works, as well as the serious pleasure offered by reading and writing,
is exhilarating.

With her characteristically sharp eye for the illumination derived from
interrogating things that, because they are so commonplace, get ignored,
Newell notes and then questions the frequency with which African authors
deployed pseudonyms, or pen names. Many scholars have read works by
authors who used pseudonyms and have been inquisitive enough to try to
track down their “real names.” None of us has asked, as Newell does, why
anonymity was so frequently adopted by writers as a preferred presentation
of self; without Newell’s prompting, we might have continued, at worst, to
remain uninquisitive. or at best, to have simplistic solutions.

Newell sensibly—and usefully—covers all four of the British West African
colonies, not least because the writers with whom she engages were them-
selves intellectual, if not always physical, “frequent fliers” among those non-
contiguous territories. One of the intriguing aspects of those sometimes
described as “nationalist elites” was just how internationalist they were. The
period she covers is equally generous—from the dawn of the colonial
moment, through the “high tide of Empire,” up to imminent indepen-
dence. As a consequence, the writers she considers differ because of their
shifting contexts every bit as much as their strikingly contrasting intellec-
tual personalities. While Newell is interested in the “real” identities of those
who adopted pen names, she is much more interested in the intentions that
lay behind decisions to sign work with a name other than one’s own.
Sometimes the motivation was obviously that of concealment. But as she
elegantly shows, there is much more to the practice than seeking to fool
the colonial state and evade its sedition laws or to avoid the censure of the
church elders for social or spiritual radicalism. She argues vigorously and
plausibly that the practice of anonymity was among “the ways in which
colonized subjects . . . [sought to] alter and play with colonial power and
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constructions of African identity” (181). Accordingly, this consideration of
the experience of, and at least the attempts to manage, colonial subjectivity
add an exciting theoretical dimension to the older tradition in literary crit-
icism that focuses upon the largely psychosocial conflicts between the “real”
self of the author and encoded “secret” self of the pseudonym.

Her acute—and warm—grasp of history as well as literature gives the
book an unusual energy. The empirical material will often be new to the
reader and the analysis is charged with her perceptive, challenging origi-
nality. If I have criticisms, they lie with the non-comparative nature of the
volume. The book is too unconcerned with the bulk of what these intellec-
tuals were reading until World War I. A significant amount of that was also
published pseudonymously. Gender concealment, as with the Brontes and
Mary Ann Evans, and the preservation of professional dignity, as with Lewis
Carroll, account for some of that, but instrumentality isn’t a full explanation.
A telephone directory of slightly later pseudonymous writers such as LEL,
Ouida, Saki, Sapper, and Twain, the innumerable pseudonyms of Washington
Irving, and the fact that many contributions to weekly journals were anony-
mous or pseudonymous might suggest an additional explanation: in some
cases this was a literary fashion among many nineteenth- and early twentieth-
century writers, and not merely in Britain.
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