
of Bowrey’s Malay-English dictionary or his schemes for resettling the East African coastal
forts, she shows how the acquisition of language and agricultural knowledge led to Bowrey’s
vocal support for East India Company projects in the South Sea, eventually leading to the
Bubble of 1720. These are valuable reminders of the play, and sometimes the tension, between
the East India Company’s worlds in London and India.

There are occasionally slightly odd statements, such as the claim that the Royal Society
received its charter “shortly after the EIC, in 1662” (15), even though the EIC was founded in
1600, or that John Milton was a “famous heretic” because of his call for religious toleration in
Areopagitica (92). Apart from the fact that Areopagitica is not quite as tolerant as Winter-
bottom claims (not least for Catholics, whose workMilton explicitly suggests censoring), in the
1660s Milton was much more likely to be known to students at Christ’s, Cambridge as the
“great divorcer” or as an author of Republican propaganda.

Overall, though, this is a rigorously researched book—notably in the tracing of variant
editions and textual connections, often done in passing sentences which elide a substantial
quantity of archive research. It makes a valuable contribution to many fields, especially cor-
porate history, colonial or imperial history, and the history of science.
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Matthew A. Cook. Annexation and the Unhappy Valley: The Historical Anthropology of
Sindh’s Colonization. Leiden & Boston: Brill, 2016. 263 pp. ISBN: 9789004293663. $134.00.

In Annexation and the Unhappy Valley, Matthew A. Cook examines the history and the
expansion of British colonial power in South Asia during the 19th century. Centred around the
annexation of Sindh by Charles Napier in 1843, Cook addresses the complexities and lines of
engagement between the colonizers and colonized in ways that thwart simple “conqueror/
conquered” dichotomies (9). The work not only reveals how indigenous communities har-
nessed the economic and political opportunities provided by the East India Company for the
sake of negotiating local power dynamics but also displays how inner conflicts and con-
tingencies marked British rule. Cook corroborates his arguments with the help of the actors
involved, whose voices come alive through an impressive display of correspondences and
personal quotes.

The book opens by discussing the relationship between the Company and local Hindu
merchants in the aftermath of Sindh’s annexation. Chapter 1 describes the inner-caste
dynamics of the Lohanas, a Hindu community, which separated at the beginning of the 19th

century into two endogamous groups: the Amils and the Bhaibands. While the Amils were
traditionally educated in Persian and worked closely with the Ameers—the Muslim rulers of
Sindh—the Bhaibands studied Sindhi and mainly engaged in business. This relationship, in
which the Amils traditionally occupied a more powerful position than the Bhaibands, was
stirred up by the British annexation. Characteristic of the book as a whole, Cook breaks down
the multifaceted dynamics following Sindh’s conquest with the help of a detailed and personal
portrayal of one of its protagonists: Seth Naomul, a Sindhi Bhaiband who early on
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collaborated with the British. Naomul used the Company’s influence and support to elevate
himself to the position of a de facto Amil. Fearing a failure to retain their authority, the Amils
started a campaign to push back against this and similar threats. Naomul’s attempted grab for
power, thus, triggered intra-Lohana conflicts and eventually helped the Amils solidify their
dominance. Cook shows that the Bhaibands’ departure from Sindh following its annexation
was not only triggered by economic reasons but that, in fact, inner-caste frictions and socio-
cultural reasons also supported migration and the dynamics that mark the Sindhi merchant
communities with novelty until today.

Similarly, Chapter 2 also connects Company policies with the personal stories of some of its
main protagonists. Focusing on the controversy between Charles Napier and James Outram
and their fallout regarding Sindh’s annexation, Cook reveals internal fissures within British
concepts of government. While Outram stood for a politics that would unite the “sword and
pen” (105), Napier and his annexation of Sindh represented military brute force. Cook argues
that the two men’s debate reflects a general tension between the military and the civil estab-
lishments regarding the question of which form of government the British should adopt. He
further maintains that this tension was a “synecdoche” (104) for a deeper fissure between liberal
imperialism (represented by Outram and other civil servants) and paternal authoritarianism
(exemplified by Napier’s annexation and his later actions as Governor of Sindh). The debate
around how to lead Sindh shows that the colony was not only a significant part of the discourse
on empire in South Asia but also profoundly linked to political debates back in Great Britain.

The annexation and the subsequent rule of Sindh also questioned the moral grounds of
British colonial expansion and governance. Colonialism worked under the pretext of
“improving” South Asia (134), an alleged humanist attitude modelled as coded law and fre-
quently opposed to orientalist concept of “arbitrary rule” (135). Such “rational forms of
violence” (166), of course, only concealed a myriad of forceful practices inflicted upon the
colonialized in South Asia. In Chapter 3, Cook shows how the governing of Sindh was at odds
with British self-images of benevolent rule. While forms of coded law “striated” (a concept
Cook took fromGilles Deleuze and Felix Guattari’s work) South Asia and gave the impression
that the British were on a mission to civilize the Subcontinent, actions such as John Jacob’s
handling of Sindh’s frontier (especially his starvation tactics against the Bugti tribe) and the
Company’s plundering of Hyderabad, countered the appearance of British just governance and
caused various internal debates. Cook tackles some of these debates in the next chapter.

Cook’s fourth chapter portrays the conflicted relationship between the East India Company
and the Board of Control (representing the British Government). Revisiting the Napier-
Outram controversy, Chapter 4 again vibrates with many lively private correspondences,
which demonstrate how the Company successfully superseded the Board’s decision to fire
James Outram. Governor-General Ellenborough intended to persuade the Government to
dismiss Outram, due to his outspoken criticism of the annexation and his enmity with Charles
Napier. Even though Ellenborough succeeded in convincing the President of the Board for
India, John Cam Hobhouse, to advocate for Outram’s punishment, the majority of the Com-
pany’s Court of Directors was firmly on the side of James Outram. Their protest thwarted
Hobhouse’s (and the Board’s) attempt to remove Outram from office and demonstrated the
Company’s power over the crown.While the dispute ended with a minor reprimand of Outram,
Charles Napier resigned from his post as the Governor of Sindh in 1847.

Today, only a few scholars can match Cook’s depth of knowledge when it comes to this,
often overlooked, research field and his monograph is a crucial step for us to understand
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Sindh’s past and present. Notwithstanding somewhat technical parts, the author’s effort to link
the plane of colonial decision making in the 19th century with the particular circumstances of
the individual actors involved renders the book an intriguing read. In the Appendix, Cook
speaks about this methodological decision when he emphasizes the importance of the “situat-
edness” of his historical sources. His historical-anthropological methodology (visible in the
book’s title) not only allows deep insights into the protagonists’ complex life-worlds but also
yields a capturing read.
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RichardDunn andRebekahHiggitt, eds.Navigational Enterprises in Europe and its Empires,
1730–1850. Basingstoke, UK: Palgrave-Macmillan, 2016. 259 pp. ISBN 9781137520630.
£74.99.

Many historiographies have struggled to shake a persistent, overarching characterization that
seems to (mis)shape the study of the field of inquiry. The Black Legend of Spanish history is
perhaps the most well-known example. For the history of navigation, the tenacious and
reductive interpretation remains that of the lone genius. Popularized most famously by Dava
Sobel, this interpretation holds that JohnHarrison’s ingenious chronometers, forged in the face
of considerable adversity and animosity, single-handedly solved the longitude problem. As
with most histories, this story is hardly the entire story. The authors and editors ofNavigational
Enterprises in Europe and Its Empires hope to overturn the prevalence of the lone genius
interpretation. By expanding the geographic and thematic scope of their investigation, the
essays examine how various individuals, institutions, and states took on what was one of the
most significant challenges of their time: how to calculate one’s position on the globe
accurately.

Higgitt and Dunn explain in their brief introduction that the history of navigation has long
been overshadowed not just by Harrison, but by a more general British focus. To counter this,
they want to “insist on plurality” to emphasize non-British elements to the longitude story
while also zeroing in on howmethods of calculating longitude were used in practice on land and
at sea (1). These methods included mechanical solutions like timekeepers, but also astronom-
ical approaches. Different methods got utilized—sometimes simultaneously—depending on
the political, social, intellectual, and practical context of a situation. Whatever the specific
context, cracking the longitude problem was a transnational effort, with people and ideas
influencing one another across borders.

The volume grew out of the University of Cambridge and National Maritime Museum
(Greenwich)-hosted and AHRC-funded Board of Longitude project, which digitized and
analysed the Board’s papers and ran several events to discuss the broader history of longitude
prizes and solutions. The essays in this volume were curated over three years from three dif-
ferent occasions to ensure diversity of subject, source, and geographic coverage.

Each of the four sections reinforces an element of the overall thesis. The first section, with
four essays, focuses on national enterprises other than the British to show how other states and

Reviews 559

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115318000694 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115318000694

