
ways in which ordinary people went about their lives, their worship, their leisure,
their home-making and, in so doing, demonstrated ‘this book’s importance of
the everyday in the context of race in 1980s Britain’ (p. 120).

Ultimately, Black Handsworth takes as its focus ‘a distinctive African Caribbean
milieu’ (p. 8), meaning that there remain other stories to be told with the tenacity,
patient research and uncommon perceptiveness demonstrated here by Connell.
The book’s problems, such as they are, are relatively minor, particularly when set
against Connell’s greater task of articulating and resurrecting folk histories that
have happened right under our noses, well within the lifetimes of many of us.
References to the Windrush scandal are conspicuous by their absence, and curiously,
perhaps, in his Epilogue, Connell makes only passing mention of Brexit, perhaps
mindful, or fearful, of the ways in which the politics of post-referendum Britain
are impacting on conventional immigrant histories in a range of ways, some predict-
able, others less so. The relatively fleeting nature of Connell’s references to Brexit is
noticeable, given that an unbroken line can be drawn from Enoch Powell’s ‘Rivers of
Blood’ speech, delivered in a central Birmingham hotel in 1968, and the Brexit vote
itself, some half a century later. In this regard, the book is perhaps to be read along-
side John Bloomfield’s Our City: Migrants and the Making of Modern Birmingham,
published simultaneously with Black Handsworth, albeit by a different press.
Bloomfield, quite rightly, more substantially grasps the Brexit nettle, putting it in
the mix of the parts that immigrants and their children have played in the making
of contemporary Britain.

Eddie Chambers
University of Texas at Austin

Brett Christophers, The New Enclosure: The Appropriation of Public Land in
Neoliberal Britain. New York: Verso, 2018. xviii + 384pp. $29.95 hbk. $19.95 pbk.
doi:10.1017/S0963926820000115

One passage of Brett Christophers’ The New Enclosure stands out above all others.
It is in the book’s conclusion, where Christophers crafts his summation around a
key factoid. Since 1979, over 1.6 million hectares, or 8 per cent% of the entire
British landmass, has moved from public into private ownership. When we add
other land transfers associated with utility and public enterprise sell offs, this num-
ber increases to 2 million hectares. Christophers characterizes this as a process of
‘enclosure’, and thus provocatively equates recent land transfers to the brutal
land reforms of the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries. For
Christophers, the word ‘enclosure’ captures ‘the broad tenor of land privatization
in modern Britain because it evokes that last great programme of “privatization”
visited on Britain’s land and those dependent on it’ (p. 323). What primarily unites
the two distinct periods of land reform is therefore ideology, since the justification
for each was ‘that existing forms of use and ownership are wasteful, and that private
ownership are more productive’ (ibid.).
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The book develops this argument through seven clearly structured and well-
written chapters. In the book’s first substantive chapter, Christophers lays out his
conceptual framework, a politico-economic approach that squarely positions shifts
in landownership as a function of state restructuring. Much of this remains firmly
within the Marxian frame. However, this section of the book is at its most insightful
and provoking when Christophers moves beyond familiar Marxist tales of dispos-
session, exploitation and neoliberalization. Adam Smith receives significant treat-
ment, particularly with respect to how he dealt with the problem of public
interest. So too Thomas Jefferson’s idea of an agrarian democracy makes a brief
appearance. By engaging with voices outside the critical doxa and revisiting the
often-overlooked nuances of other thinkers, this is brave stuff. It also offers readers
a glimpse into other perspectives, where the problem that concerns Christophers’
book morphs into new forms. As the book begins, Christophers therefore asks
his readership to think about public – and by extension private – ownership
with nuance, producing space for the reader to suspend normative judgement
and proceed without some simple formulation of public = good, private = bad.

It is therefore a great disappointment that this otherwise excellent book slowly
loses this engaging inquisitiveness as it proceeds. As one moves through
Christophers’ accounts of British landownership and the interlinked processes of
land sale, privatization, and post-privatization, the argument becomes more and
more orthodox. This is not to claim that the story told is not compelling. The
book leaves you with little doubt that Britain has undergone a radical transform-
ation, and that land transfer has been a central part of the story. The book does
a fine job of showing how successive British governments have used a variety of
means to push government owned land into private hands. By explaining this as
a ‘new enclosure’, Christophers persuasively argues that this is a process with
some cohesion. But are the multitude of land transfers (e.g. social housing sales,
utility privatization, industry sell offs, defence cuts) components of a common pro-
cess (i.e. an ideologically driven land privatization) or more discrete parts in a com-
plex state restructuring?

The New Enclosure suggests the former, claiming that land privatization is a core,
and overlooked, part of neoliberal Britain. Thatcher’s right-to-buy, Royal Air Force
base closures and the privatization of railway infrastructure fall into the same nar-
rative. Christophers’ critical political economy approach leaves the reader with little
doubt about how to evaluate this process. Elites have used neoliberal reforms to
profit from land privatization and extend social inequalities. For the most part, I
would agree that this story makes a lot of sense. And yet, the empiricism and the-
oretical nuance Christophers insists upon in the early part of the book comes back
to haunt. It is hard to avoid asking if we can really lump all the land privatizations
into one critical framing. For example, it is not clear to me whether the sale of
defence bases throughout Britain can be assessed in a meaningful way alongside
the sale of social housing or the privatization of the railways. Yes, they have all
involved a movement of land assets from public to private hands, but this distinc-
tion seems to only take us so far. They all have their own problems and politics.
Perhaps, then, the reason why Britain’s radical shift in landownership has received
little attention is that the book’s headline-grabbing figure (8 per cent of Britain’s
landmass) is constituted by a variety of distinct processes.
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The New Enclosure does an excellent job of documenting a radical shift in
Britain’s landownership. By any measure, such a dramatic transfer of public
lands into private ownership demands scholarly attention. Christophers’ book
therefore represents a significant piece of scholarship and I am extremely pleased
a geographer wrote it. And yet, at least for me, the book ultimately failed to live
up to its early promises. A multitude of controversial and complex restructurings
are slowly folded into a restrictive narrative, leaving little breathing room for the
empirical and political questioning that Christophers himself suggests is necessary
to understand social and geographical change.

M. Davidson
Clark University, Worcester, MA

David Goodhew and Anthony-Paul Cooper (eds.), The Desecularisation of the
City: London’s Churches, 1980 to Present. London: Routledge, 2019. xvii +
365pp. 17 figures. 16 tables. £92.00 hbk. ebk from £20.00.
doi:10.1017/S0963926820000127

Secularization is a subject about which it seems it is almost impossible for authors
to be dispassionate. While historians are often more likely to adopt the term, within
sociology the debate over its use has become somewhat heated, and there are seem-
ingly more authors to be found who deny its cogency than can be found to defend
it. In the context of British religion, this often appears to be the product of hope
over experience. Nevertheless, since Casanova’s Public Religion in the Modern
World, sociologists have taken a global perspective on secularization, noting the
ongoing strength of both Islam and Christianity outside of Europe. This led
Peter Berger, once a doyen of the secularization theorists, to criticize the term’s
Eurocentrism, and identify the trends contributing to the ‘desecularization of the
world’. The edited collection reviewed here extends the logic of these trends to
London, now widely considered a ‘global city’.

The focus of the collection is on Christian denominations. The key claim
advanced by the editors is that the 50 per cent increase in congregations in the cap-
ital since 1979, alongside a 10 per cent increase in Sunday Worshippers, represents
a ‘desecularization’ of the city. On the one hand, as the volume as a whole shows,
over the past 40 years London has seen significant changes in form of religious
practice adopted in the metropolis driven largely by in-migration from a great
range of countries, many of which are evidenced here. Whether or not this repre-
sents desecularization is, however, a matter of perspective, and when London’s
population growth over the period is factored in the growth of Christian denomi-
nations begins to look somewhat more marginal than the authors appear to want to
admit. Thus, while on their own figures, the number of Christian congregations
grew from 3,400 in 1979 to 4,791 in 2012, the population of Greater London
also grew by about 2 million. This does represent a per capita expansion of
Christian places of worship, but at an increase of around 7 per 100,000, it is a
small (albeit significant) one, and, as the authors also note, the number of census
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