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Abstract

Before the First World War, one of the ways officials in British colonies in Africa and
the Caribbean buttressed their regimes was through the racialization of individuals
who were conceptually arranged in a phenotypic hierarchy of power. “Whites” were
at the apex, followed by those of mixed heritage in the Caribbean or Asians in Africa,
and ‘Black” subjects at the bottom. During the war, Britain and other imperial
powers needed the ‘manpower’ of its colonies to secure defeat of their enemies.
‘Black” South Africans and Caribbeans were permitted to volunteer in Europe.
However, their service was racially codified within the theatres they were assigned
to. On the Western Front, they were only allowed to serve as non-combatants which
signified lesser status in a codified military hierarchy. In Africa, east and west
African troops were combatants against askaris (colonial soldiers) under German
command. At the end of the war, colonial officials deemed it politically imperative to
return to the default racial hierarchical structure of white supremacy. This was
partly achieved through cultural agency. Military, colonial, and governmental
officials played their part in ensuring that, in the memory of the war, Black African
and Caribbean servicemen were commemorated, appropriate to perceived status, in
a constructed imperial hierarchy. I contend that most of the commemorative
practices were constructed by remembering select groups whilst deliberately
forgetting others. This practice sustained a false notion that the First World War was
a victorious ‘white man’s war” assisted by ‘loyal Aliens” and auxiliaries. I maintain
that a conceptual intersectional hierarchy framed through visual cues shaped the

memory of the conflict.
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A note on language and terminology

As I study subject peoples of the British empire over a hundred years ago, it is
important to add a note on terminology used at the time. I use the term ‘colonial’
throughout to describe Africans and Caribbeans. It was once used as a blanket term
to describe all subjects of the first British Empire and had derogatory connotations.
With the onset of ‘new imperialism” from the late nineteenth century, there was a
reclassification and increasing differentiation between dominion and colony. The
designations represented stages in their political development. The ‘white” settler
colonies, who were allowed a large measure of self-government, became known as
dominions from 1907 onwards after the Colonial Conference of that year. Neither the
British nor the dominion governments considered the peoples of the African and
Asian colonies at a stage of development where they would be allowed to govern
themselves. These territories held lower status in the empire. I use the term ‘colonial’
to help the reader differentiate between African and Caribbean service personnel

and those from the dominions.

In 1931, in the Statute of Westminster, the government reconceptualised and
rebranded the empire to take account of the growing autonomy of the dominions
and the prospect that India might one day become a dominion. As a result, ‘imperial’
and “colonial” gave way to ‘commonwealth’. Many current histories of the First
World War conflate the terms and use the latter. In the context of this thesis, the use

of the term ‘commonwealth” would be anachronistic as it reflects the ideals of a later



period. I will use the terms ‘imperial’, “"dominion” and “colonial” throughout as they
were still in use in the immediate aftermath of the First World War and are reflective

of the hierarchies of the period.

In many former colonies, such as in east Africa and the Caribbean, white
British settlers lived among the indigenous population. These settlers self-identified
as ‘white” and I will use this term throughout. The indigenous peoples of the
colonies self-identified by ethnic group (or territory) but were phenotypically
classified by officials in ways that were intended to define their status. ‘Native” and
‘negro” were terms applied to darker-skinned peoples and ‘coloured” designated to
those with lighter-skins, often mixed-heritage, but who were not considered ‘white’.1
Often ‘natives” and ‘coloureds’” were collectively described as ‘Black’, especially in
South Africa which by 1910 was a dominion. I will mostly use the geographical
origins of servicemen from different parts of Africa and the Caribbean to avoid using

these pejorative, socially constructed categories.? I will use ‘Black’ to provide an

1 Skin colour was not the only use for the term ‘coloured’. It was initially used in the Caribbean to
differentiate between freed slaves (‘coloured’) and those who remained enslaved (‘negroes’). See Jane
Samson, Race and Empire (Edinburgh: Pearson Education Limited, 2005), p. 38.

2 Professor Hakim Adj, a historian of “‘Black British History’, utilizes, but does not feel comfortable,
using ‘Black’. He favours the terms “African’ and ‘Caribbean” which denote ‘geographical cultural
heritage and place of origin’. See Hakim Adi, African and Caribbean People in Britain: A History (Dublin:

Penguin Books, 2023), p. vii.



alternative to using imperial designations and I capitalize the word throughout to
highlight the construct against the normative “white’.3 There is a further reason for
using the terms ‘Black’, African, and Caribbean, and that is to avoid the problematic
use of ‘non-white” or ‘non-European” which, as the historian of South Asian
experience in the First World War, Santanu Das, reminds us, ‘defines people by what
they are not, rather than what they are’.# The colonial designation, “West Indian’, will
only be used in context or quotations in this thesis. Finally, as socially constructed
notions of ‘race” play a large part of the mentalities of the period, the term will be
employed throughout. In doing so, I use the term, not to denote innate
characteristics determined by biology, as argued by some at the time, but as a
discursive term. Hereafter, I will avoid quotation marks when using ‘race’, except for

emphasis, to ensure an easier reading experience.

3 “Black’ is a contested term and I do not use it to signify a biological or genetic category.
4 Santanu Das (ed.), Race, Empire and First World War Writing (Cambridge: Cambridge University

Press, 2011), p. 27.
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Introduction

When I die, bury me at Zomba,

So that my heart should pain.

Hunger, hunger is painful, hunger.

Yes, when I die, when I die, bury me at Zomba.
So that my heart should pain, hunger,

Yes, hunger is painful.

Hunger is painful, hunger, bury me, bury me,

Hunger is painful, hunger.

A marching song sung by KAR soldiers on their way to war.!

Synopsis

The above quote is from an interview with Mualidi Mwina a Malawian
veteran of the First World War who joined the King’s African Rifles (KAR) in 1916. A

written testimony from an African colonial soldier is rare, not just in the two world

1 Mualidi Mwina, a KAR soldier, interviewed 15 August 1972 in Melvin E. Page, Chiwaya War Voices:
Malawian Oral Histories of the Great War in Africa: Volume 1 (Rickmansworth: TSL Publications, 2021),

p- 85.
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wars, but during the whole of the age of British imperialism.?2 The quote is chosen
because it represents, as much as can be known, what African colonial soldiers from
the former British Empire thought about how their lives and their war service
should be remembered when they die. In this instance, Mualidi Mwina expressed a
desire for a burial at Zomba in Malawi (formerly the British colony of Nyasaland)
which was the military base of the KAR.3 In 2002-3, I worked as a history teacher in
Blantyre, Malawi. The students there followed a British curriculum and studied the
First World War, but only the events on the Western Front. For a more textured
learning experience, I took the students to a local cemetery, under the care of the
Commonwealth War Graves Commission (CWGC), where they could view war
graves connected to both World Wars.# There were three African graves from the
Second World War in the cemetery. The First World War section contained only the
graves of white South Africans, white German civilians, and nine ‘coloured” Cape

Corps from South Africa.> There were no graves of Black Malawian servicemen from

2 See David Killingray, “African voices from two world wars’, Historical Research, Vol 74, no. 186
(November 2001), pp. 425-443. In this article, Killingray acknowledges the paucity of sources on black
servicemen but suggests starting points for future researchers.

3 David Killingray, African voices from two world wars’, p. 428.

4In 1917, the Imperial War Graves Commission came into being, charged with the marking, burial
and creation of war cemeteries for the dead of British Empire in the First World war. In 1960, it
changed its name to the Commonwealth War Graves Commission.

5 https:/ /www.cwegc.org/find-a-cemetery /cemetery /91602 / blantyre-church-of-central-africa-

presbyterian-cemetery/ accessed 25 April 2020. These records reveal that the Cape Corps originally

had wooden crosses whilst all others had permanent iron crosses.
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the First World War at all. On enquiry, I was told that Black African soldiers were
commemorated in Zomba, close to the base of the KAR. However, whilst it is true
that there is a colonial-era memorial to men from Malawi who served in both wars in
Zomba, the only names inscribed on it are those who died in the Second World
War.¢ This meant that, in terms of the First World War, there were no graves or
Memorials to the Missing for Black African servicemen in the whole of Malawi. This
was even though one of the first engagements of the war took place in August 1914
at Karonga, in the north of the country, where the KAR fought off a Schutztruppen
and Askari invasion at the cost of fifty lives.” The official figure for war deaths in the
First World War of KAR men from Nyasaland was 1,741 out of 20,000.8 The number
of recruits from the colony was proportionately the largest in British East Africa.?

Where were the bodies of the 1,741 men?

6 https:/ /www.cwgc.org/find-a-cemetery/cemetery /91601 /zomba-memorial / accessed 25 April

2020.

7 Peter Charlton, Cinderella’s Soldiers: The Nyasland Volunteer Reserve (Thatcham: Dolman Scott, 2010),
p- 57. Schutztruppen was the name given to the white Germans who served in the African colonies.
Askaris were local Africans who enlisted to serve the German colonial regimes in Togoland, the
Cameroons, and German East Africa.

8 “War Effort: Numerical Records of Nyasaland’s Efforts in the War Against Germany’, 1922, UK
National Archives, hereafter TNA (UK), CO 534/49, F.421.

9 ‘Recruiting Situation, KAR, 1918, TNA (UK), CO 534/25.
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First World War graves in Blantyre cemetery, Malawi (photo John Siblon)

The questions I asked myself after the visit to Blantyre Cemetery are the basis
for the research underpinning this thesis. What happened to the bodies of African
men who had died in the war? Had only white and ‘coloured” bodies been retrieved?
Why was there no public commemoration of local men in Malawi after the First
World War? Did commemorative absence occur across all theatres of war and in the
imperial metropole? Was commemorative forgetting a feature for all Black
servicemen across the British Empire? What mentalities lay behind the
commemorative decision-making process at the war’s end? Can hierarchy inform
both the absence and presence of men from the colonies? And, lastly, what impact

did such forgetting have at the time and in the present day?
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My thesis is a contribution to the work of scholars who have studied the
human body and the way it has been inscribed through socially constructed ‘frames’
such as race, ethnicity, gender, religiosity, and class. One of the first historians to use
a corporeal framework to analyse the relationship between soldier’s bodies in war
and their social construction - in this case their masculinity - was Joanna Bourke in
her path-breaking book, Dismembering the Male. She used the First World War as the
lens through which to investigate the impact of conflict on the male body using
sources such as war diaries and memoirs. Her findings were also achieved through
an interdisciplinary approach which allowed her to use a wider range of sources.1?
The bodies analysed by Bourke belonged primarily to working-class English soldiers
who served on the former Western Front. Her focus on this demographic and
geographical location, Bourke explains, was because it was here that most British
servicemen were concentrated during the war and where most casualties were
suffered compared to other theatres.! As part of her study, there is a chapter
specifically focused on the corpses of dead soldiers. She examines how, during, and
after the war, government officials were forced to confront the reality of an
unprecedented loss of life, mass burial, and the need to construct vast war

cemeteries for hundreds of thousands of bodies as recognition of military service

10 Joanna Bourke, Dismembering the Male: Men’s Bodies, Britain and the Great War, (London: Reaktion
Books, 1996). Other historians who forged a trail for studies on the psychological impact of war on the
mind and body were: John Keegan, The Face of Battle (New York: Viking Press, 1976); Eric J. Leed, No
Man’s Land: Combat and Identity in World War I (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1979).

1 Joanna Bourke, Dismembering the Male, p. 27.
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and as a space for mourning for relatives. She provides a brief comparison between
the Western Front and the Mesopotamian theatre, which was characterised, in
contrast, by the absence of bodies, due to the fear that bodies would be unearthed in

the search for clothes and blankets.12

It is the absence of bodies, as much as the presence, symbolic or otherwise,
which is the theme of my research. I believe there is a need to extend and build upon
Bourke’s research and explore the status of bodies, not just on the Western Front, but
in all theatres. This is particularly true for Africa. Since the 1970s, ‘new imperial’
historians, have tried to fill a lacuna by establishing casualty figures for African
soldiers and non-combatants in the First World War. In 1978, Geoffrey Hodges
calculated that 10,000 soldiers and in excess of 100,000 carriers serving with the
British were killed or died of illness.!> More recent casualty estimates, which
includes those from the British, French, and German colonial forces, suggests a
combined figure of 200,000 - 250,000 deaths.!* This approximation is far greater

than the War Office’s initial figure of 38, 235 casualties for Africans serving in British

12 Ibid. p. 216.

13 G. W. T. Hodges, “African Manpower Statistics for the British Forces in East Africa, 1914-1918’, The
Journal of African History, Vol. 19, No. 1, World War I and Africa (1978), p. 115.

14 Melvin E. Page (ed.), Africa and the First World War (Basingstoke: Macmillan Press, 1987), pp. 14-16;
Hew Strachan, The First World War in Africa (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2004), p.3; Edward
Paice, Tip & Run: The Untold Tragedy of the Great War in Africa (London: Weidenfeld & Nicolson, 2007),

p- 392.
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forces.’> The lack of attention given to African colonial involvement in contrast to
those serving in the European theatre demonstrates a lack of concern for the fate of
Africans by military historians and is also replicated in cultural studies. Only one
historian, Michele Barrett, has thus far investigated the cultural history of Africans in

the war.

Barrett, a Professor of literature, used the archives of the CWGC to conduct
research on corporeal absence in Mesopotamia and east Africa.l® It was her interest
in commemorative nominalism, brought on after seeing thousands of names on the
Neuve Chapelle Indian Memorial in France, and the absence of discussion of policy
towards Africans and Asians in existing literature, that led her to research the

politics of inclusion and exclusion in the memorial landscape.!” Barrett specifically

15 War Office, Statistics Of The Military Effort Of The Great War (HMSO, 1922). p. 739.

16 Michele Barrett, ‘Subalterns at War: First World War Colonial Forces and the Politics of the Imperial
War Graves Commission’, Interventions Vol. 9, 3 (2007), pp. 451-474.

17 Rudyard Kipling, Graves of the Fallen (London: HMSO, 1919); Fabian Ware, ‘Building and
Decoration of the War Cemeteries’, Journal of the Royal Society of Arts, Vol. 72, No. 3725 (11 April 1924),
pp. 344-355; Fabian Ware, The Immortal Heritage. An Account of the Work and Policy of The Imperial War
Graves Commission during twenty years 1917-1937 (London: Cambridge University Press, 1937); Philip
Longworth, The Unending Vigil: A history of the Commonwealth War Graves Commission 1917-1967
(London: Constable & Company Ltd, 1967); G. Kingsley Ward and Major Edwin Gibson, Courage
Remembered: The story behind the construction and maintenance of the Commonwealth’s Military Cemeteries

and Memorials of the Wars of 1914-1918 and 1939-1945, (London: HMSO, 1989); Julie Summers,
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identified variations in the treatment of Asian and African colonial bodies in INGC
cemeteries away from Europe, especially in east Africa, and in need of further
study.18 Barrett’s corporeal approach and her interpretation of IWGC policy remains
highly original and one of the reasons why I wanted, in this thesis, to extend the
research she began in one theatre to cover all theatres in an interdisciplinary,
transnational, comparative study. By including all the theatres Africans and
Caribbeans served in, it is possible that commonalities might emerge which could
explain their postwar representation and type of commemoration. An inter-theatre
cultural study of the war service of African and Caribbean personnel will be the first

of its kind.1®

Remembered. The History of the Commonwealth War Graves Commission, (London: Merrell, 2007). In these
texts, Africans and Caribbeans are either not discussed or merely included as statistics; non-European
theatres are referred to as ‘sideshows’. No explanation is provided for the commemorative absence of
thousands of African service personnel. David Crane’s recent book situates the creation of the IWGC
in imperial terms but does not discuss specific examples of sites of memory. See: David Crane,
Empires of the Dead: How One Man’s Vision Led To The Creation Of WWI'S War Graves, (London, William
Collins, 2013).

18 Michele Barrett, The Politics of the Imperial War Graves Commission 1917-1939, paper given at Queen
Mary University of London, 22 May 2014.

19 I will not be investigating the representation of Asian service personnel as there is a growing body
of literature on the Asian military and the representation of their First World War service. See
Santanu Das, India, Empire, and First World War Culture (Cambridge; Cambridge University Press,
2018); idem, Race, Empire and First World War Writing (Cambridge; Cambridge University, 2011);
Roger Sims, To The Memory of Brave Men: The Imperial War Graves Commission And India’s

Missing Soldiers Of The First World War. MA Thesis (University of Florida, 2018). Neither author

17



Another way I intend to contribute to the corporeal field is to connect the
representation of black war service to memory studies, including how both living
bodies and corpses were subject to inclusion and exclusion in the memory of the war
and hierarchical representation. In writing a cultural and social history of Africans
and Caribbeans in the war, I am providing an original contribution to the study of
war, memory, and cultural studies. Within the thesis, I hope to answer a rhetorical
question posed by the philosopher, Judith Butler, in her book, Precarious Life: “what
counts as a liveable life and a grievable death?’20 Her enquiry resonates with my
own questions regarding the absence of bodies in the post-war commemorative

process.

In Butler’s critical reflection of United States foreign policy, she posits that
agents within power structures decide whose lives are grievable and whose are not.
Such a concept can only be articulated through the public erasure of subjects deemed
‘“ungrievable’. Within this operation, difference is allocated to the degree that only
one side in the binary is considered as normatively human while the other is not.
Butler followed Precarious Life with a further reflection on “grievable lives” in the
context of war. In Frames of War, she posits that bodies are subject to a social

ontology; to be considered as a ‘life” or having ‘lived’, people are constituted through

examines Indians in the African theatre. I will intermittently compare African, Asian, and dominion
representation.

20 Judith Butler, Precarious Life: The Powers of Mourning and Violence (London, Verso, 2004), p. XIV.

18



norms which are recognizable within the broad operation of power. The lives of
those outside these normative frameworks are ‘not conceivable as lives” and are
‘lives never lived’.?! As the representation of colonial war dead is a central theme of
this study, Butler’s ‘“frames of recognition” will be useful as an analytic framework.
According to Butler, frames are circulated to establish the hegemony of a power
structure.?? In this way, ontological arguments are connected to politics. I will
compare post-war official commemoration policy on African bodies, who do not
appear to have ‘grievable deaths’, with others who had ‘livable lives’, to explore the

validity of Butler’s thesis. I will also investigate how such a binary was represented.

In addressing such issues, my periodization will be the interwar year 1919-
1939. This is for two reasons: Firstly, the conflict was like no other in human history
due to the unprecedented loss of life and commemoration had to be rethought on an
immense scale. Memorial practices devised after the war were used as precedents for
future ceremonials and have direct relevance in the present day. This process began
in 1919. Secondly, commemoration policy became more inclusive after the Second
World War for a variety of reasons which will discussed in the conclusion.
Accordingly, I am investigating the interwar ‘exclusionary” period which, I argue,
had the greatest impact on memory. As I have limited the bulk of this study up to

the outbreak of war in 1939, the focus will not be the changing nature of war

21 Judith Butler, Frames of War: When Is Life Grievable? (London: Verso, 2009), pp. 1-3.
2 Ibid, pp. 6-12. Butler had previously discussed the materiality of the body in relation to sex and

gender in Bodies That Matter: On the discursive limits of “sex” (London: Routledge, 1993).
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memorialisation, but, specifically, discourse on the nature of representation of
African and Caribbean bodies in spaces and places and the rationale for absence and
presence by the agencies responsible for the memory of their service and the war in

general.

Africans and Caribbeans, who are the focus of my investigation, served as
both combatants and non-combatants in multiple theatres. On land, Caribbean
soldiers served in Europe, Palestine, Mesopotamia, east and west Africa. African
military service was mostly confined to the African continent, but ‘native” South
Africans served in Europe in Labour Corps, and some west Africans were sent to
Mesopotamia to work in the Inland Water Transport Service (IWTS). In the maritime
theatre, African and Caribbean sailors and merchant seamen served mostly in the
Atlantic Ocean. It is vital for the investigation that I discuss all theatres of war. As
such, I aim to navigate and negotiate the constructed binaries “Western Front’,
‘sideshow’; “‘metropole” and ‘periphery’; giving equal importance to all discursive
spaces. Efforts to transcend Eurocentric history and to discuss metropole and colony

together have been termed ‘new imperial” history.?

By adopting such an approach, I also aim to reposition colonial war service
within the “global turn” in First World War and cultural studies. Such histories aim to

constitute Africans, Asians, and other marginalised ethnicities into the mainstream

23 See Kathleen Wilson, (ed.) A New Imperial History: Culture, Identity, and Modernity in Britain and the

Empire, 1660-1840 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2004).
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narrative of the wars and to avoid the language and terminology of Eurocentrism
such as ‘contribution” and “war effort’, which only discusses colonial participation in
terms of their use value to the European powers.?* Avoiding a Eurocentric approach
befits the study of a conflict which, since 1945, has come to be known as a “World
War’. Hew Strachan sees in the title ‘Great War” a connotation of a civil war between
the “civilized” nations of Europe which has the effect of downplaying the imperial
dimension.? I will eschew using ‘the Great War’ throughout, unless in context, as
‘“World War’ correlates more directly with my view that the conflict was both

significant and geographically extensive.

Aligning with the ‘global turn” has many benefits, it avoids perpetuating a
false notion that the war was only catastrophic or significant on the Western Front
and not in campaigns away from Europe, or that the deaths of one group of
servicemen were more significant than those of another. In the historiography of the
war, the African theatre has been considered as a ‘sideshow’. Hew Strachan and
Edward Paice, who have written monographs about the war in Africa, have

cautioned that describing fighting in Mesopotamia, the Middle East, and parts of

2 Heike Liebau, Katrin Bromber, Katharina Lange, Dyala Hamzah and Ravi Ahuja (eds.), The World in
World Wars: Experiences, Perceptions and Perspectives from Africa and Asia (Leiden; Boston: Brill, 2010);
John Connor, Someone Else’s War: Fighting For The British Empire In World War I (London: L. B. Tauris,
2019).

%5 Hew Strachan, ‘The First World War as a global war,” First World War Studies, Vol. 1, No. 1 (March

2010), pp. 3-6. He argues that the use of the term ‘world” was more about importance than geography.
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Africa in such a manner has the effect of trivializing the importance of these theatres
to the whole war and veiling the dramatic impact of war on those regions.?¢ John H.
Morrow has proposed that historiography which follows Kitchener’s wartime
pronouncement of ‘sideshows’ is rooted in Eurocentrism and urges a widening of
perceptions to include colonial ‘contributions’.?” Michelle Moyd, has pursued the
argument against Eurocentrism furthest by arguing that African perspectives have
been ignored by most historians, including imperial historians, and need be taken
into account for a more nuanced, localized, and inclusive account of the war.28
Attempts by historians to ensure a more inclusive, global account of the conflict have
nevertheless been criticized by both those who discount the view that imperialism
was a cause of war and those who argue that ‘new imperial” approaches have not

gone far enough in integrating colonialism into the narrative.?

2 Hew Strachan, The First World War In Africa (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2004), p. 12; Edward
Paice, Tip & Run: The Untold Tragedy of the Great War in Africa (London: Phoenix, 2008), p. 4. Both
historians have written of the importance of African theatre, but to the European powers.

27 John H. Morrow, Jr, The Great War: An Imperial History, (London and New York: Routledge, 2004), p.
53. In this case, Morrow argues that the causes of the war were not conflicts between nation states but
were intertwined with imperial rivalries.

28 Michelle R. Moyd, ‘Centring a Sideshow: local experiences of the First World War in Africa’, First
World War Studies, 7, 2 (2016), pp. 111-130.

2 The former argument is made by Michael S. Neiberg, ‘Revisiting the Myths: New Approaches to the
Great War’, Contemporary European History, Vol. 13, No. 4 (November 2004), pp. 514-15. He argues that
the conflict was a European war fought in Africa or an African War fought by Europeans. The latter

argument is made by Michelle R. Moyd in, ‘Centring a Sideshow’, p. 113. She argues that Africa could
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The negotiation of “imperial” spaces and places will involve demonstrating
that policies on commemoration had an impact centripetally on Britain as well as
centrifugally so that decisions made in the colonies made as much difference as
those made in imperial Britain.3? Historians negotiating colony and metropole and
the spaces in between have been at the forefront of the “postcolonial turn” in imperial
studies. They include Catherine Hall, Anne Laura Stoler, and Frederick Cooper.
They have argued that events in Britain and its colonies are deeply connected to the
extent that they should not be studied separately but together in a “single analytic
frame’.31 They believe the history of British colonialism should be reconnected to the

mainstream of British history.32 Within these conceptual spaces, the key literature

be the centre of analysis in new histories which connect the local to the global. Something which I
shall attempt in Chapter Six.

30 John M. MacKenzie, Propaganda and Empire: The manipulation of British public opinion 1880-1960
(Manchester: Manchester University Press, 1984), p. 2.

31 Frederick Cooper and Ann Laura Stoler, Tensions of Empire: Colonial Cultures in a Bourgeois World
(Los Angeles: University of California Press, 1997), p. 4; Hall, Catherine (ed.), Cultures of Empire: A
Reader. Colonizers in Britain and the Empire in The Nineteenth and Twentieth Centuries (Manchester;
Manchester University Press, 2000); Catherine Hall, Civilising Subjects: Metropole and Colony in the
English Imagination, 1830-1867 (Oxford: Polity, 2002); Catherine Hall and Sonya O. Rose, At Home with
the Empire: Metropolitan Culture and the Imperial World (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2006).
32 See Paul Gilroy on the need for the British to reconnect with its imperial past which he believes has
been ‘buried and disavowed’: Paul Gilroy, After Empire: Melancholia or Convivial Culture? Multiculture

or Postcolonial Melancholia? (New York: Columbia University Press, 2004), p. xii.
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which has shaped this thesis lie at the intersection of studies of race, gender, and

class (which in this study will be synonymous with rank in the military).

Race

Studies of race and connected subjectivities will be at the core of this thesis.
My study focuses on the inter-war period when, temporally and spatially, peoples of
all shades believed in the concept of race, differences between races, and racial
superiority and inferiority. Marius Turda and Maria Sophia Quine have argued that
modern ideas of race were ethnocentrically produced in Europe and the West. The
idea of race, as construction and concept, held a pre-eminent place in culture and
science and, between the eighteenth and twentieth centuries, theorists in the Western
hemisphere ‘consolidated and exported a racist worldview which placed white

Europeans above all others.’3

It is the embodiment of racial difference, its portrayal as hierarchy, and the
performativity of race and whiteness in literature and praxis, which will be
investigated in this thesis. There is a vast literature on race and its foundations.
Those who posit race as a construct point to its development as an idea, along with
the rise of science, in the wake of the Enlightenment and the foundation of
disciplines such as biology, ethnology, and anthropology. With a scientific

explanation for race, humans came to be viewed as a sub-divided species by the

3 Marius Turda and Maria Sophia Quine, Historicizing Race (London: Bloomsbury, 2018) p. 6.
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mid-nineteenth century with separate, biologically-inherited, traits.3* Nicholas
Hudson, a historian of the early modern period, has argued, using an analysis of
seventeenth and eighteenth century literature, that alongside the use of science to
frame difference, language in the Western hemisphere changed to reflect a division
between ideas of ‘race’ and ‘nation’. The latter was used to connote America and
Europe, but ‘savage’” and “tribe’ referred to places outside of these two areas or to
‘Negroes” within them.3> Hudson also argues that the new scientific doctrine of race
‘invested traditional "folk" prejudice with a new intellectual authority” and enabled,
for example, the justification of transatlantic slavery as an example of the inferiority

of Africans in a racial hierarchy which placed white Europeans at the top.3¢

Christine Bolt, who has studied race in the nineteenth century, argues that

race was not just about language and biology, but also linked to cultural

3 Nancy Leys Stepan, ‘Race, gender, science and citizenship” in Catherine Hall (ed.), Cultures of
empire: colonizers in Britain and the empire in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries (Manchester:
Manchester University Press, 2000), pp. 66-7. Peter Wade, Race: An Introduction (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2015), p. 3.

35 Nicholas Hudson, ‘From "Nation to "Race": The Origin of Racial Classification in Eighteenth-
Century Thought’, Eighteenth-Century Studies, Vol. 29, No. 3 (Spring, 1996), p. 248.

% Ibid, p. 252; One of the most notorious attempts to promote ranking by race is the book by Josiah. C.
Nott & George. R. Gliddon’s, Types of Mankind (Philadelphia: ]. B. Lippincott, 1854). They were both
polygenists and illustrated what they believed to be the different classifications of species. In their
drawings, the skulls of Chimpanzees were inflated, and the jaws of Africans extended to give

impression that Africans ranked lower than apes.
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characteristics: ‘civilized” versus ‘non-civilized” or “savage’. She believes that due to
this overlap, race came to be the ‘the prime determinant of all the important traits of
body and soul, character and personality, of human beings and nations.”3” The
interrelation between language, biology, culture, and “nation” allowed space for the
entrenchment of these elements as central tenets in race discourse. In the scientific
tield, race theorists used numerous scientific methods to find new ways to classify
difference in humans. Craniometry, language, skin colour, climate: all were used to
emphasise innate difference and racial superiority of the ‘white race’. As Bolt has
explained ‘Almost all methods of classifying the human species, in fact, whether by
language, brain, physical features or colour resulted in the European coming out on
top.”38 The cultural dimension to race engendered much ignorance and
misunderstanding of African cultures to prevail and allowed Europeans to claim
that Africans were inferior in every way compared to them. It was a short step for
race theorists to promote selective breeding and the separation of the races to ensure
that the “civilised races” did not suffer contagion through everyday contact and
miscegenation. Francis Galton and Herbert Spencer are renowned for applying
Darwin’s theory of natural selection to humans. Galton promoted “positive” and
‘negative’ eugenics to ensure that the ‘better elements’ survived and thrived whilst
arguing that the “dangerous’ characteristics of “inferior’ beings should be eliminated

through social intervention. Herbert Spencer urged that governments should enact

87 Christine Bolt, Victorian Attitudes to Race (London: Routledge & Kegan Paul Limited, 1971), p. 9.

38 Christine Bolt, Victorian Attitudes to Race, p. 208.
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policies which favoured the ‘survival of the fittest’.3 In each case, Galton and
Spencer argued that ‘uncivilized” peoples would perish or survive by becoming
‘civilized’. In the late nineteenth century, due to violence meted out to Africans,
Asians, and others, questions were asked as to whether Darwinian principles of
‘natural selection” were being enacted through the numerous ‘colonial” or ‘small’
wars, and state policies which led to the deaths of hundreds of thousands of colonial

subjects.40

As part of my thesis, I will investigate whether theories of race science had an
impact on the representation and commemoration of individuals in different parts of
the British Empire; in particular, through the construction and maintenance of racial
hierarchies in the colonies that were political, social, and cultural. Jane Samson has
highlighted the crucial difference between ‘imperialism” and ‘colonialism’. In her
view, the former connotes a system of government, but the latter is linked more
closely to race through exploitative policies of “‘backward” peoples. In this way,
empire and race are part of a symbiotic relationship that benefitted the colonial

power.#! In the nineteenth century, the ‘civilising mission” was promoted, in part, as

% Francis Galton, Hereditary Genius: An Inquiry Into Its Laws And Consequences (London: Macmillan,
1869); Herbert Spencer, The Principles of Sociology (New York: D. Appleton & Company, 3¢ edition,
1895).

40 See Sven Lindqvist, ‘Exterminate all The Brutes” (London: Grant Books, 1997) who argues that race
science was used to justify genocidal practices by European governments and settlers in Africa.

41 Jane Samson, Race and Empire (Edinburgh: Pearson Education Limited, 2005), pp. 4-5.
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bringing the benefits of science to “backward peoples’ but there is also evidence
which demonstrates that colonies were also used as ‘imagined laboratories” where
race science had a role to play in differentiating and classifying indigenous peoples

to better control them. 42

Stephen Jay Gould, the evolutionary scientist, has researched how theorists,
since the eighteenth century, have used science in non-objective ways to prove the
inherent difference between races and the superiority of whites. In his treatise
against biological determinism, Gould shows how time and again, scientific views
on race merely served as reflections of social movements.#3 He wrote that in the
nineteenth and twentieth centuries, scientists, determined to construct evidence of
racial ranking, turned to numbers and measurement as criterion to prove their
case.* Gould shows how one such theory, recapitulation, put forward by the
zoologist, Ernst Haeckel, had consequences in the colonization of Africa and the

racialization of individuals.

Haeckel argued that bodies, in their growth, pass through a series of stages

representing adult ancestral forms. For scientists wanting to bolster theories of racial

42 Warwick Anderson & Ricardo Roque, ‘Imagined laboratories: colonial and national racialisations in
Island South East Asia’, Journal of Southeast Asian Studies, Vol. 49, Issue 3 (October 2018), pp. 358-371.
4 Stephen Jay Gould, The Mismeasure of Man (Harmondsworth: Penguin Books Ltd, 1987; first
published 1981), p. 22.

4 Gould, The Mismeasure of Man, p. 24.
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hierarchy, the notion that adults of ‘inferior’ groups were like children of ‘superior’
groups were applied to adult African men and women who were cast as living
representatives of an ancestral stage in the evolution of white males.#> Gould has
highlighted a pivotal moment in the development of race science. He points out
comparing Africans to children was no longer just a metaphor of bigotry; it now
embodied a theoretical claim that ‘inferior” people were literally ‘mired in an
ancestral stage of superior groups.’#¢ In 1898, Benjamin Kidd, the sociologist, used
the science of difference to promote British colonialism. He contended that “We are
dealing with peoples who represent the same stage in the history of the development
of the race that the child does in the history of the development of the individual’
and, calling for the partnership of colonialism and the ‘civilising mission’, Kidd
continued, “the tropics will not, therefore, be developed by the natives themselves.'4”

Discourse on race was not confined to the colonies.

In the metropole, debates over identity formation have recognised the
multiplicity of constructed or imagined identities at work in any society. Historians

have focused on ‘imagined communities” and the construction of ‘Englishness” and

4 Ibid., pp. 114; 115.
4 Gould, The Mismeasure of Man, p. 116.

47 Benjamin Kidd, The Control of the Tropics (New York: Macmillan, 1898), p. 51.
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‘Britishness’.#® They have noted that “Englishness’, though an ethnicity like any
other, tends to displace and marginalise other identities in the English imagination.
It has been argued that this was possible because “Englishness” and “Western’
identity were created in relation to ‘others’, and the ‘othering’ of different
ethnicities.#’ This construction of English identity was historically specific and built
on notions of superiority over other ethnic identities. In the age of imperialism, the
identities of European colonisers were constructed upon white racial identities; of

the superiority of ‘white race” over the ‘black race” and represented as whiteness.

Catherine Hall has investigated racialized selves in her studies of Jamaican
colonial society in the mid-nineteenth century. She has written how white settlers in
the colonies ‘were as much concerned with constructing their own identities as with
defining those of others, and those identities were always classed and gendered as
well as ethnically specific.” The settlers’ capacity to define all others stemmed from
their position of authority and power in which they had placed themselves in

colonial society due to their military power. They chose to classify the colonised as

48 Linda Colley, Britons: Forging The Nation 1707 - 1837 (Yale: Yale University Press, 1992); Benedict
Anderson, Imagined Communities: Reflections on the Origin and Spread of Nationalism, first published
1983 (London: Verso, 1990).

4 See Edward Said, Orientalism (London: Routledge and Kegan Paul Limited, 1978). He writes that
the ‘Western’ identity was created in relation to views of the ‘Orient’.

50 Catherine Hall, White, Male and Middle-Class: Explorations in Feminism and History (Oxford: Polity

Press, 1992), p. 207.
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‘black” and ‘native” and in doing so, categorised themselves as “white’.5! The
identities of coloniser and colonised were mutually dependent on each other. It is
through this constant configuration of identities that the unequal relations of power

between white colonisers and Black colonised can be interpreted.

In Civilising Subjects, Hall contends that race, identity construction, and

culture were firmly connected. As she puts it,

The time of empire was the time when anatomies of difference were being
elaborated, across the axes of class, race and gender. These elaborations
were the work of culture, for the categories were discursive, and their
meanings historically contingent... it was colonial encounters which
produced a new category, race, the meanings of which, like those of class

& gender, have always shifted and been contested and challenged.52

Hall stresses that there is not a single, monolithic form of racism. She cites

how ‘cultural differentialism” and scientific racism are not different from each other

51 Ibid, pp. 211-12.
52 Catherine Hall, Civilising Subjects: Metropole and Colony in the English Imagination, 1830-1867 (Oxford:

Polity, 2002), p. 16.
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but often co-exist; one form slipping into the other and vice-versa.>® Frederick
Cooper and Ann Stoler have researched the anxieties caused by cultural
differentialism, and the ‘grammar of difference’, within the British Empire. They
explain relations between coloniser and colonised as in a constant state of tension
where “the otherness of the colonised persons was neither inherent nor stable” and
‘his or her difference had to be defined and maintained.”>* Writers such as Edward
Said and Homi K. Bhabha have demonstrated how culture was used in colonial
societies to ‘other” the subject population; to make them feel ‘outsiders” in their own
territory.5® Whereas, Frantz Fanon, has explored the psychological effect of such
practice on Black people in the French colonies.5¢ Fanon used concepts drawn from
psychology and corporeality to account for white people’s belief in their superiority
over Black men and women and why Black colonial subjects self-constitute
themselves in relation to the whites, often believing they are inferior. He explains
this phenomenon as ‘epidermalization’: a process whereby the Black body has racial
difference inscribed upon it and constituted as hierarchy and the norm in colonial

society.”” Blackness and whiteness, as construct and identity, will be discussed in

53 Ibid, p. 17.

54 Frederick Cooper and Ann Laura Stoler (eds.), Tensions of Empire: Colonial Cultures in a Bourgeois
World (Berkeley; University of California Press, 1997), pp. 3-4; 7.

5% Edward Said, Orientalism (New York: Pantheon Books, 1978); Homi K. Bhabha, The Location of
Culture (London: Routledge, 1994).

5% Frantz Fanon, Black Skin, White Masks (London, Pluto Press, 1986, first published by Editions de
Seuil in 1952).

57 Frantz Fanon, Black Skin, White Masks, pp. 110-112.
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this thesis to determine if they have any bearing on how African and Caribbean war
service was represented.>® Was there any contention from those racialized as Black

or those who were not characterized as ‘martial’?

Gender

I have used “personnel’ in the title as women served in auxiliary roles behind
the frontlines and in various roles in the European ‘home front” in the war. African
and Caribbean females were not officially recruited into the colonial armies until the
Second World War.5® There is evidence, however, that African women were an
integral part of military campaigns in east Africa as followers. Their job was to feed
the armies of both sides, to accompany their husbands, and to carry provisions,
supplies, and ammunition, suffering all the privations that the soldiers endured.
Their presence is not acknowledged in most histories of the war in Africa, rendering

them invisible.® Neither were women invisible in the process of colonization and

58 See Stuart Hall and Mark Sealy, Different: A historical context: contemporary photographers and black
identity (London: Phaidon Press Limited, 2001) for an explanation of the term “black” and “blackness’
as contested ideas.

5 Marika Sherwood, Many Struggles: West Indian Workers and Service Personnel in Britain (1939-45),
(London: Karia Press, 1985); Ben Bousquet & Colin Douglas, West Indian Women At War: British Racism
in World War 1I (London: Lawrence & Wishart, 1991).

60 Timothy J. Stapleton, West African Soldiers in Britain’s Colonial Army 1860-1960 (Rochester:
University of Rochester Press, 2021), pp. 237-258. See also Michelle R. Moyd, Violent Intermediaries:

African Soldiers, Conquest, and Everyday Colonialism in German East Africa (Ohio: Ohio University Press,
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everyday social relations in the colonies. It is important to the argument of this thesis
that multiple aspects of gender relations, especially military masculinities, are
investigated to explore their role in the representation of African and Caribbean war

service.

As Susan Grayzel and Tammy Proctor have argued ““gender” is a term that
becomes code for “women”, but it is a powerful tool for understanding men’s lives
as well, especially in wartime.’”! In the expansion and defence of the British Empire,
wars had been used as demonstrations of the racial and technological superiority of
Europeans over the armies of the indigenous populations.®? But when war was
declared in 1914, some African and Caribbean men saw it is an opportunity to raise
their status and prove their manliness. The prospect of large numbers of Black
volunteers caused consternation amongst officials across metropole and colony. The
anxiety of imperial officials towards the physical presence of Africans, Caribbeans

(and Asians) in close proximity to white women and fear of “miscegenation” has been

2014). The focus is on women who served with German colonial forces. For a longer-term view of
women in African armies: Stephen J. Rockel, Carriers of Culture: Labor on the Road in Nineteenth Century
East Africa (Portsmouth NH: Heinemann, 2006), pp. 117-130.

61 Susan R. Grayzel & Tammy Proctor (eds.), Gender & The Great War (Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 2017), p. 5.

62 Kim A. Wagner, ‘Savage Warfare: Violence and the Rule of Colonial Difference in Early British

Counterinsurgency’, History Workshop Journal, Vol. 85 (Spring 2018), pp. 217-237.

34



explored by a number of historians.®® Richard Fogarty, has argued that in the post-
war period there was a call in the USA and Europe for a ‘return to normalcy” and a
re-establishment of gender roles and the “colour line’.%* Such anxieties over race and

gender held ramifications for post-war commemoration policy.

In recent times, historians have built on a framework established by feminists
such as Kimberley Crenshaw, who posited that identity politics often “‘conflates or
ignores intragroup differences’.®> She employed an intersectional approach to
explore ‘the ways the multiple forces of sex, gender, race, class, sexual orientation,
disability status... develop and work together simultaneously to shape experience

and identities’. In this case, Crenshaw was investigating violence against African

63 Philippa Levine, ‘Battle Colours: Race, Sex and Colonial Soldiery in World War 1’, Journal of
Women'’s History, Vol. 9, no. 4 (1998), pp. 104-130; Ann L. Stoler, ‘"Making Empire Respectable: The
Politics of Race and Sexual Morality in Twentieth-Century Colonial Cultures’, American Ethnologist,
Vol. 16, No. 4 (Nov, 1989), pp. 634-660; Ann L. Stoler, Carnal Knowledge and Imperial Power: Race and
the Intimate in Colonial Rule (Berkeley: University of California Press, 2002); Lucy Bland, ‘White
Women and Men of Colour: Miscegenation Fears in Britain after the Great War’, Gender & History,
Vol. 17, No. 1 (April, 2005), pp. 29-61.

64 Richard S. Fogarty, ‘Gender and Race’ in Susan R. Grayzel & Tammy Proctor (eds.), Gender & The
Great War (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2017), p. 84.

65 Kimberle Crenshaw, ‘Mapping the Margins: Intersectionality, Identity Politics, and Violence against
Women of Color’, Stanford Law Review, Vol. 43, No. 6 (July, 1991), pp. 1241-1299; Richard S. Fogarty,

‘Gender and Race’, p. 70.
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American women.® The wartime experiences of the BWIR and the SANLC, who
served in Europe as well as other theatres, can be explained through an intersecting
race, rank, and gender framework. A key text, explaining the workings of race and
gender is by Richard Smith, who has written a postcolonial history of the men of
Caribbean military units in the First World War: Jamaican Volunteers in the First World
War.67 His subjects are Jamaican men from the BWIR and the West India Regiment
(WIR), as they comprised the majority in these regiments. In his book, Smith uses a
corporeal approach to investigate how Black ‘military bodies” were viewed within a
racial imperial hierarchy: ‘The military body was the territory on which the desires
and ideals of the nation and empire were mapped out’.%8 In the case of the
Jamaicans, they were held up by colonial authorities as examples of manhood when
they volunteered but discriminated against, infantilized by the military, and treated
differently through being assigned ‘less manly” non-combatant duties. Smith argues
that Black bodies were a latent threat to white masculinities and imperial authority
and so had to be diminished.®® I will explore their status as non-combatants to see if

they held parity of status with combatants. I wish to expand upon Smith’s research

¢ Kimberle Crenshaw, ‘Mapping the Margins: Intersectionality, Identity Politics, and Violence against
Women of Color’, p. 1245.

67 Richard Smith, Jamaican Volunteers in the First World War. Race, masculinity and the development of
national consciousness (Manchester University Press, 2004).

68 Richard Smith, Jamaican Volunteers, p. 7.

6 Richard Smith, ‘“The Black Male Body in the White Imagination during the First World War” in Paul
Cornish & Nicholas j. Saunders (Eds.), Bodies In Conflict: Corporeality, Materiality and Transformation

(London and New York: Routledge, 2014), pp. 39-52.
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on Black bodies by studying a wider sample of servicemen from across the
Caribbean and Atlantic: primarily from Jamaica, Trinidad, and Bermuda. In the
latter cases, segregated military units were established so that men could enlist
separately to the BWIR and the WIR.70 It is important to my study of hierarchy and
representation to investigate any differentiation between Caribbean units as well as
between Caribbean and African units. No such comparison has been completed

before.

Another aspect of race and gender which needs to be explored for
representation is that of the so-called “martial races’. The racialization of male bodies
was a feature of the British imperial army, especially in India, in the nineteenth and
twentieth centuries where a view developed after the rebellion of 1857 that some
ethnic groups such as Sikhs were martially ‘worthy’, and other groups ‘unworthy’.
The former were seen to hold a biologically ‘savage” disposition which made them
suitable for warfare.”! In Africa, historians have explored this concept in relation to

ethnic recruitment into Britain’s colonial army.”? I wish to explore this phenomenon

70 Captain H Dow, Record of Service of Members of the Trinidad Merchants” and Planters” Contingent 1915
01918 (Trinidad, 1925); Jennifer M. Ingham, Defence Not Defiance: A History of the Bermuda Volunteer
Rifle Corps (Bermuda, Island Press Limited, 1992).

7 David Omissi, The Sepoy and the Raj: The Indian Army, 1860-1940 (Basingstoke and London:
Macmillan Press Ltd, 1994); Heather Streets, Martial Races: The Military, Race and Masculinity in British
Imperial Culture 1857 -1914, (Manchester: Manchester University Press, 2004).

72 Anthony H. M. Kirk-Greene, ““Damnosa Hereditas”: ethnic ranking and the martial races

imperative in Africa’, Ethnic and Racial Studies, Volume 3:4 (1980), pp.393-414; Timothy H. Parsons,
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in an African context and to investigate whether there was any overlap between
‘martial’ status and those allowed to fight. In recent years, a field of study has
developed which explores the experiences of combatants and non-combatants.
Historians have contended that those engaged in combat are perceived as superior
to those of auxiliary status. They also believe that hierarchy is entrenched in this
way, leading to constructs which ‘reflect and reproduce hierarchical orders of

gender, race, and class’.”?

Race and class

Other historians such as David Cannadine, have argued that social class, not
race or ethnicity, was the dominant factor in the construction of imperial hierarchies.
Cannadine refutes Said’s thesis on ‘orientalism” where the “other’ is constructed by
those in the West who require stereotypical figures to confirm their superiority.” In
his book, Ornamentalism, Cannadine agrees with historians who interpret the British
Empire as a homogenous, contiguous entity. He states that ‘Britain was very much

part of the Empire, just as the rest of Empire was very much part of Britain” and

”Wakamba Warriors Are Soldiers of the Queen”: The Evolution of the Kamba as a Martial Race,
1890-1970’, Ethnohistory, 46.4 (1999), pp. 671-701; Gavin Schaffer, ‘Racializing the soldier: an
introduction’, Patterns of Prejudice, Vol. 46, Nos. 3-4 (2012), pp. 209-213.

73 Katharine M Millar and Joanna Tidy, ‘Combat as a moving target: masculinities, the heroic soldier
myth, and normative martial violence” in Amanda Chisholm and Joanna Tidy (eds.), Masculinities At
The Margins: Beyond The Hegemonic In The Study Of Militaries, Masculinities And War (Abingdon;
Routledge, 2020; first published 2019), pp. 48-50.

74 Edward Said, Orientalism (London: Routledge and Kegan Paul Limited, 1978).
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focuses on the interconnection between the local and the global. He conceptualises
the Empire as ‘not just a political construct but also a social entity” with inherent
class relations. 7 His contention is that a social hierarchy based on a “traditional,
enduring and commonplace notion of the layered, individualistic hierarchy” was the
way in which most people made sense of their homeland, the Empire and the
“unequal social world’.”6 He argues that the British Empire was not exclusively
concerned with the creation of ‘otherness’” on the presumption that the imperial
periphery was different from, and inferior to, the imperial metropolis: it was at least
concerned with the ‘construction of affinities” on the presumption that society on the
periphery was the same as, or even on occasions superior to, society in the

metropolis.””

As evidence, Cannadine points to a system of hierarchy - the order of
precedence - which was exported from Britain to the dominions, the colonies, and
the mandates as a mechanism through which colonial societies operated. However,
whilst precedence was a useful tool of differentiation in segregated societies, it’s
importance should be viewed alongside intersecting features such as race and

gender. Cannadine’s focus is solely on the ruling elites across the Empire rather than

75 David Cannadine, Ornamentalism: How The British Saw Their Empire (London: Penguin Books, 2002;
first published 2001), p. xvii.
76 Ibid. p. xviii.

77 Ibid. p. xix.
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wider society and he does not explore intersectionality. Nevertheless, class and

status are important components of a social hierarchy.

Bodies on the battlefield

Even new approaches to the study of bodies remain focused on the Western
Front and on the bodies of the white allies. Few historians of the British Empire, or
battlefield archaeologists, have studied corpses on battlefields, graves registration,
temporary burial, exhumation, or inhumation. American historians have led on this,
due to such a large loss of life during the Civil War. The focus of these books is
primarily policy.” Ross Wilson has investigated policy regarding the burial of

bodies on the Western Front.” A number of contributors to the Journal of War &

78 Edward Steere, ‘Genesis of American Graves Registration’, Military Affairs, vol. 12, No. 3 (Autumn,
1948), pp. 149-161; Michelle A. Krowl, ”In the Spirit of Fraternity”: The United States Government
and the Burial of Confederate Dead at Arlington National Cemetery, 1861-1914’, The Virginia Magazine
of History and Biography, Vol. 111, No. 2 (2003), pp. 151-186; lan Michael Spurgeon, ‘The Fallen of
Operation Iceberg: U.S. Graves Registration Efforts and the Battle of Okinawa’, Army History, No. 102
(Winter, 2017), pp. 6-21; Judith Keene, ‘Bodily Matters Above and Below Ground: The treatment of
American Remains from the Korean War’, The Public Historian, Vol. 32, No. 1, Where Are the Bodies?
A Transnational Examination of State Violence and its Consequences (Winter 2010), pp. 59-78; Jack
Leemon, War Graves Digger: Service with an Australian Graves Registration Unit (Sydney: Australian
Military History Publications, 2010).

7 Ross Wilson, “The Burial of the Dead: the British Army on the Western Front, 1914-1918’, War and

Society, Volume 31, Issue 1 (2013), pp. 22-41.
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Culture Studies have considered the recovery of bodies and commemoration after the
First World War in a post-colonial context. Within the journal, Vron Ware has
written about the Muslim burial ground in Britain and its role in present-day
multiculture, whilst other articles relate to the commemoration of white servicemen
from Europe, Australia, Canada, and the United States.80 There are no contributions

on colonial Africans and Caribbeans.

The IWGC and agency

The agency of individuals in deciding who should be remembered or not, in
this case, in the immediate aftermath of the First World War, is at the heart of this
study. It is one of the aims of this thesis to investigate the official post-war graves
policy of the British government, colonial authorities, and the newly formed
Imperial War Graves Commission (IWGC). The INGC was the brainchild of a Red

Cross Officer, Sir Fabian Ware, and was established by the British government

80 Layla Renshaw, “The Recovery and Commemoration of War Dead from Post-Colonial Contexts’,
Journal of War & Culture Studies (2017), pp. 267-271; Lizzie Oliver, “Like Pebbles Stuck in a Sieve”:
Reading Romushas in the Second Generation Photography of Southeast Asian Captivity’, Journal of
War & Culture Studies (2017), pp. 272-286; Vron Ware, ‘From War Grave to Peace Garden: Muslim
Soldiers, Militarized Multiculture and Cultural Heritage’, Journal of War & Culture Studies (2017), pp.
287-304; Derek Congram, ‘Grave Influence; The Impact of Britain and the U. S. on Canada’s War Dead
Policy’, Journal of War & Culture Studies (2017), pp. 305-323; Layla Renshaw, “Anzac Anxieties:
Rupture, Continuity, and Authenticity in the Commemoration of Australian War Dead at Fromelles’,

Journal of War & Culture Studies (2017), pp. 324-339.
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during the war to oversee the location and burial of bodies. After the war, their job
became to exhume the bodies of servicemen from battlefields across the various
theatres and bury them in military cemeteries regardless of race, rank, or creed; and
to inscribe the names on Memorials to the Missing, those whose bodies could not be
traced.8! Historians, who have written about the IWGC or the Commonwealth War
Graves Commission (CWGC) as it became known in 1960, have foregrounded the
extraordinary feat of recovering so many bodies of service personnel across many
theatres, the provision of headstones to individual soldiers, the inscription of names
on Memorials to the Missing, and the maintenance of cemeteries as tranquil places to
visit and mourn the dead. They also draw attention to the Commission principle of
egalitarian commemoration. It was this radical proposal of equality in death which
enabled the Commission to win widespread support for its establishment.®? In this
thesis, I will investigate their reluctance to bury African soldiers and carriers in
military cemeteries alongside white British, Dominion, Indian, and “coloured’
colonial service personnel as I had witnessed in Blantyre, Malawi. Why did the

Commission make a distinction between the bodies of servicemen in death?

81 David Crane, Empires of the Dead: How One Man's Vision Led to the Creation of WWI's War Graves
(London: William Collins, 2013).

82 Philip Longworth, The Unending Vigil: a history of the Commonuwealth War Graves Commission
(Barnsley: Pen & Sword Books, 2010; first published 1967), p. 28; T. A. Edwin Gibson and G. Kingsley
Ward, Courage Remembered: The story behind the construction and maintenance of the
Commonwealth’s Military Cemeteries and Memorials of the Wars of 1914-1918 and 1939-1945
(London: HMSO, 1989), pp. 51-52; Julie Summers, Remembered: the history of the Commonwealth War

Graves Commission (London: Merrell, 2007), p. 16.
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The political importance of memory

Ludmilla Jordanova has described the multifaceted nature of war memorials
and cemeteries: their primary purpose is to “pay respect to those who lost their lives
in the process [of war]. They provide a location and object for mourning for those
left behind’.8 In the case, of the war cemetery in Blantyre, after the war, it served a
purpose for one demographic but not for another. In the present, it serves a different
purpose: as a space to educate future generations about key events of the past. I wish
to interrogate such sites as spaces for the construction of a usable past where a
collective sense of the past can be nourished.?* The one-hundredth anniversary of the
First World War in August 2014 highlighted how governments use war cultural
commemoration for political purposes.8> Politicians seek to control and manipulate
such events to reiterate national narratives or to serve a political purpose. Karine
Varley has charted how since the nineteenth century governments have sought to

represent the deaths of soldiers as heroic self-sacrifice in a noble cause to counter

83 Ludmilla Jordanova, History in Practice (London: Arnold, 2000), p. 149.

8 Ibid, p. 147

8 The cultural aspects of the one hundredth anniversary of the Great War events was spearheaded
the Department of Culture, Media and Sport, who established an interdepartmental umbrella

organisation called First World War Centenary: https:/ /www.gov.uk/government/topical-

events/first-world-war-centenary However, in the months leading towards 4 August 2014, there had

been arguments amongst Eurosceptic MPs who felt that the commemorations were designed not to
offend Germany. See Daniel Boffey, ‘Eurosceptics go on the offensive in new row over war

centenary’, The Observer, 23 March 2014, p. 19.
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narratives by those who believed the war and subsequent deaths to be futile. The
deaths of thousands of soldiers were legitimised through the trope of sacrifice and so
enabling the deaths to be portrayed as the ultimate act of devotion to their country.
The dead were heroic martyrs, and the living had a duty to honour their sacrifice
through acts of remembrance. In France, after the Franco-Prussian War, the
government withdrew from directing war commemoration and, from 1878, French
war memorials were funded by public subscription, with local communities and
political and religious groups organising their own commemorations. Each group
constructed their own understanding of what the soldiers had been fighting for,
linked to their own identities. Such contestation kept memory of war alive and had
meaning for different groups. In this way, free of government intervention, there
wasn’t a singular narrative of glory or tragedy.8¢ In Britain, successive post-war
governments have led on commemoration and created official rituals based on the
‘sacrifice’ made by the armed forces. Yet for much of recent British history, nation
was not the only imperative. The British Empire also required soldiers to fight their
wars and undertake vital support roles. Large numbers volunteered or were
conscripted, and many died in the service of an empire they could never hope to see

or an ideal they did not understand. Deconstructing the popular memory of African

86 Karine Varley, “War commemorations and politics: Lessons from the nineteenth century’, 20

January 2014 http:/ /www.historyandpolicy.org/opinion-articles/articles / war-commemorations-

and-politics-lessons-from-the-nineteenth-century
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and Caribbean war service framed in the aftermath of the war is the purpose of the

thesis.

Identity construction and the importance of memory

Dan Todman, a historian specialising in memory studies, has proposed that
some of the commemorative responses to the First World War were extremely
modern in form, whilst others reached back to more traditional representations of
war, sacrifice and heroism in a search for comfort and understanding.
Remembrance practice differed from country to country. Forms of remembrance
were conditioned by practical issues but determined by factors which were political
and cultural. In Britain, the large scale of casualties meant that war commemoration,
in which almost a million British and Imperial troops died and over two million
were wounded, had to be managed by state officials so as not to appear
triumphalist.8” The erection of a permanent Cenotaph; the burial of Unknown
Warrior in Westminster Abbey; the construction of war cemeteries and memorials he
argues ‘were able to legitimise wartime death in terms of a crusade to defend
civilisation.” National remembrance, however, can be ‘bottom up” as well as “top
down’. Todman describes how the construction of a permanent cenotaph in

Whitehall originated from the strength of feeling over the temporary structure built

87 Statistics of the Military Effort of the British Empire during the Great War, 1914-1920 (HMSO, 1922) p.

237.
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for the July 1919 Peace Parade.®¥ Government officials felt compelled to
accommodate the public demand for a memorial where they could mourn the loss of
loved ones. Todman argues that it is the nature of war commemoration to privilege
some versions of the war whilst discounting others: memorials were a means of
forgetting as well as remembering. For example, remembrance reflected a world in
which some empires had survived the war and others not. He acknowledges that
beyond the Western Front, after the First World War, neither Britain nor France
memorialised Asian and Black African service personnel in the same way as their
white counterparts. Todman is representative of a historiography which privileges
nation over empire when it comes to discourse on the collective memory of the war.
It is the intention of this thesis to investigate reasons for this omission by comparing

commemoration practice in both metropole and colony in the aftermath of the war.

As remembrance is a major theme of my study it seems sensible to set the
research within the framework of recent scholarship on the dialectical relationship
between memory and remembrance and to link it to cultural remembrance of
colonial war service. Interdisciplinary historians of remembrance such as Todman,
Jay Winter and Emmanuel Sivan have emphasised the importance of human agency
in the construction of modern memory. They argue that what is termed as memory

is first and foremost a human function; a cognitive psychological process which

8 Dan Todman, ‘Remembrance and Memorials’, British Library Website: http:/ /www.bl.uk/world-

war-one/articles/remembrance-and-memorials, accessed 8 September 2014.
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primarily serves to store and retrieve information and images.8° Daily experience
provides the raw material for remembering. Each experience leaves a trace in the
brain as episodic memory. The density and longevity of the memory depends on the
nature of the experience and how much importance is attributed to the experience by
the individual. Emotions weigh heavily in the creation of autobiographic memory
which is a form of long-term memory.?° Enduring memory traces are subject to
retroactive and proactive interference or the ‘layering’ of one memory atop another.
The psychological process of individual memory-creation does not exist outside of

individual experience.

Winter and Sivan argue that individual memories are socially framed when
people come together in any social group to remember ‘they enter a domain beyond
that of the individual memory.”! This collective process, outside of the private
sphere, has been termed collective memory. Maurice Halbwachs, the sociologist,
explained this phenomenon: ‘a person remembers only by situating himself (sic)
with the viewpoint of one or several groups and one or several currents of collective

thought.”? In this way, what an individual recalls is affected by the culture and

8 Jay Winter and Emmanuel Sivan (eds.), War and Remembrance in the Twentieth Century (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2000; first published 1999), p. 1

% Dan Todman, The Great War: Myth and Memory (London: Hambledon Continuum, 2005), p. 10.

91 Jay Winter and Emmanuel Sivan (eds.), War and Remembrance, p. 6.

92 Maurice Halbwachs, The Collective Memory, translated by F. I. and V. Y. Ditter (New York: Harper

and Row, 1980), p. 24.

a7



viewpoint of the social group amongst which remembering has taken place. Scholars
in the field of memory work, describe the process of the transformation of private
memory to collective memory as rehearsal: the constant retelling of their narratives,
created through memory traces and interference. It is through rehearsal that both

remembering and forgetting take place. Todman explained rehearsal:

Rehearsal highlights certain aspects of the story; necessarily so, because
this learning of the key signposts is one of the factors that enables easier
future recollection. Yet this highlighting also leads to the emphasis of
these aspects, adding a further level of potential distortion. Some
elements of the story will fit the myths prevalent in the social group... and
hence become more likely to be repeated and remembered. Others will

not and are more likely to be unrehearsed and forgotten.”

Todman underscores how in the process of public rehearsal myths are both
created and sustained. The place of myth, or beliefs held by individuals and social
groups, in the construction of historical narratives and what is considered as the past
has been investigated by cultural historians such as Raphael Samuel and Paul
Thompson in their studies of the uses of oral history and subjectivities. They

underline the importance of myth as a fundamental component of human thought

% Dan Todman, The Great War: Myth and Memory, p. 11.
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and demonstrate how myth is linked to processes of construction and transmission

vital for individuals to make sense of the past.**

Roland Barthes, in Mythologies, undertook a study of the relationship between
myth and its transmission into the everyday sphere as a set of symbols which can be
easily understood.” One of its symbolic forms Barth analysed was the purpose and
effect of what he termed the spectacle. The main purpose of state-organised
spectacles at the peak of imperial expansion and consolidation was to project
imperial power to its subject peoples and the rest of the world. Such connections
between culture and imperialism have been studied since the 1980s as part of the
postcolonial turn. Cultural historians have analysed ‘imperial” processes at work in
both metropole and colony.? More recently, historians have investigated the role of
space, place, spectacle, and pageant in cementing citizens to the nation state or the

‘imperial” concept. John Mackenzie, among others, has argued that such state-

% Raphael Samuel and Paul Thompson (eds.), The Myths We Live By, first published, 1990 (London:
Routledge, 1993), p. 4.

% Roland Barthes, Mythologies (St. Albans: Granada Publishing Ltd, 1979); first published in Paris in
Paris in 1957 and in London in 1972).

% John M. MacKenzie, Propaganda and Empire: The manipulation of British public opinion 1880-1960
(Manchester: Manchester University Press, 1984); John MacKenzie (ed.), Imperialism and Popular
Culture (Manchester: Manchester University Press, 1986); Edward Said, Culture and Imperialism
(London: Chatto & Windus, 1993); David Cannadine, Ornamentalism: How the British saw their Empire,

(London: Allen Lane, 2001).
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sponsored activities were an important medium in transmitting the idea of an
‘imperial” identity amongst the British people.”” Eric Hobsbawm pointed out that
such activities were part of what he termed an ‘invented tradition’, which grew to
prominence in the late nineteenth and early twentieth century. These ‘traditions’
were a set of practices, usually of a ritualistic or symbolic nature, which by their
repetition both inculcated norms and values to the population and established
continuity with a suitable historic past.? I wish to contribute to this dialectic
between culture and memory by investigating whether state officials used
ceremonial and “imperial” spaces such as in the metropole and colonies for political

purposes, the invention of tradition, or cultural amnesia.

An often neglected but important component of memory studies is forgetting.
A significant part of my investigations will be how agents ‘forgot” to include Black
Africans and Caribbeans, not just in the narrative of the war, but also in post-war
commemoration which informed their treatment of the bodies of African service

personnel. Both Paul Connerton and Aleida Assmann have drawn attention to the

9 John M. MacKenzie, Propaganda and Empire (1984), p. 7.
98 Eric Hobsbawm, Inventing Traditions in Eric Hobsbawm and Terence Ranger (eds.), The Invention of

Tradition (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1997; first published 1983), p. 1.
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different ways that people forget and the different types of forgetting, and I will

draw upon their works extensively when explaining absence from sites of memory.»

Methodology

I will undertake my investigation using a transnational approach to avoid a
narrow, national or Eurocentric focus. Any investigation of Black African and
Caribbean service in the war would not be served by a limiting framework, which
focuses on discourse emanating from the metropole alone. Such an approach would
involve acceptance that the nation was not an ‘imagined community’ but an
“unchanging social entity’.1% It was not until relatively recently that scholarship
moved away from such approaches. Yet, ironically, there is a real danger that, the
‘global turn’ notwithstanding, popular memory of the wars will remain rooted
within a hermetically-sealed national framework due to attempts to forge a new,
multicultural British identity out of the remains of the former British Empire.

Historians of identity have cautioned against treating identity as fixed. I believe it is

9 Paul Connerton, The Spirit of Mourning: History, Memory and the Body (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2011); Aleida Assmann, Forms of Forgetting, Public lecture at Castrum Peregrini, 1

October 2014.

100 Benedict Anderson, Imagined Communities: Reflections on the Origin and Spread of Nationalism
(London: Verso, 1983), p. 15; Eric J. Hobsbawn, Nations and Nationalism since 1780: Programme, Myth,

Reality (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1990), p. 9.

51



important to keep relations between the former metropole and colony within critical
reach of each other as the actions of one had direct consequences on the other which
is why I situate my investigation within a single analytical framework.191 African
and Caribbean perspectives on the memorialisation of their service will be as crucial
to the investigation as “Western’ perspectives. African troops are present in the
archive only when discussed in dispatches by white colonial officials or officers and

so it becomes imperative to ‘read against the grain’.

The memory of service of African and Caribbean forces will be compared to
British, Indian, and dominion troops within the British Empire to examine the extent
of the racialisation of their service. Was racial classification and the construction of
hierarchies an intrinsic constituent of British imperial rule or were extrinsic forces at
work? In trying to investigate any construction of a collective memory of Black
colonial military service I believe it is important to adopt an approach which does
not just theorise structures but also recognises the centrality of human agency.
Winter has previously argued that “states do not remember; individuals do, in
association with other people.”192 Such an approach would allow me to explore the
agents responsible for the remembering and forgetting of African and Caribbean

colonial service.

101 Catherine Hall, Civilising Subjects: Metropole and Colony in the English Imagination, 1830-1867
(Oxford: Polity, 2002), p. 8.
102 Jay Winter, Remembering War: The Great War between Memory and History in the Twentieth Century

(New Haven: Yale University Press, 2006), p. 4.
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Sources

I will mostly use official government and military archives for my thesis. The
intention is not to produce another survey of political attitudes but to attempt to
understand the psychological imperatives behind decisions which may have led to
remembering and forgetting, privileging, and displacement. The main source of
material will be the National Archives at Kew. In particular, the archives used will
be those of the War Office, Colonial Office, Dominion Office, Cabinet Office and the
Works Department. Officials from these offices of state as well as colonial governors
were crucially involved in decisions which affected the recruitment and deployment
of African and Caribbean servicemen, and their decisions were informed not just by
precedent but also by a multiplicity of contemporary attitudes regarding race, class
and gender. The service records for the BWIR are believed to have been destroyed in
a bombing raid in 1940 so the remaining official documents attain greater
significance.1® I will also use archives in the former colonies of Jamaica and Kenya to
investigate the mentalities of officials from both the former metropole and colonies.
The former colonial archives in both Kenya and Tanzania have been subject to a
purge by the British government of those documents deemed to be embarrassing or

problematic to Britain as it tried to hide its excesses and abuses in its the former

18 Guy Grannum, Tracing Your West Indian Ancestors (Richmond: Public Record Office, 1995), pp. 63-

64.
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Empire.1% Such episodic purges, have not just occurred in former colonies. Closer to
home sensitive files have gone missing limiting the ability of historians to investigate
past actions to a fuller extent.10 It is with these restrictions in mind that the available

archives in Jamaica and Kenya will be utilized.

The archives of the Commonwealth War Graves Commission relating to the
treatment of African and Caribbean war dead will also be explored. The Commission
was charged with the crucial decision of how to commemorate the war dead from
the entire empire. However, there are some omissions which need to be taken into
account to ensure a balanced thesis. There is no equivalent volume of Soldiers died in
the Great War, 1914-19, for African and Caribbean troops in the archive; so exact
figures of Black colonial dead and missing is hard to establish. Local archives will
also be used, especially the London Metropolitan Archives which holds material on
ceremonies in the ‘imperial centre” and Brent Archives. Lastly, the military archives
of the Imperial War Museum, the National Army Museum, the Commonwealth War
Graves Commission, and the Liddell Hart Centre will be explored for any voices of
Africans and Caribbeans as a counterpoint to government and military officials in

this study.

104 Leander Schneider, “The Tanzania National Archives’, History in Africa, Vol. 30 (2003), p. 448.

105 BBC News, “‘More than 400 government files missing from National Archives’, 3 August 2016.
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I will focus on spaces and places where there are prominent sites of memory.
By space I mean non-specific areas where people are free to imagine and construct
meaning while places are fixed locations but also contain meaning for those who
inhabit or visit those locations. My employment of the spatial terms, metropole and
colony, is in no way intended to represent a binary where the former represents
Britain’s “national’ community or to signify the hegemony of one space over another
but rather to signify different but interconnected, conceptual ‘imperial spaces” where
the commemorative rituals of empire were performed and overlapped. In
investigating the importance of space and place in the siting of post-war
monuments, I will aim to move beyond an imperial geography approach where
cities with connections to ‘far flung territories of Empire” are explored in ways which
privilege the metropole.1% The aim is to situate the places and spaces where
monuments were erected within a conceptual transnational framework. Doreen
Massey has argued that places “are always constructed out of articulations of social
relations... which are not only internal to that locale, but which link them
elsewhere.”17 Places, therefore, have pasts that are not merely local or national but
have global interconnections. Monuments erected in Lagos in the colonial era were
created by decision-makers in London and monuments in London were constructed

with colonial considerations in mind. Massey also argued that people gaze upon

106 Felix Driver and David Gilbert, ‘Imperial cities: overlapping territories, intertwined histories in F.
Driver and D. Gilbert (eds.), Imperial Cities: Landscape, Display and Identity (Manchester: Manchester
University Press, 1999), p. 1.

107 Doreen Massey, ‘Places and Their Pasts’, History Workshop Journal, No. 39 (Spring, 1995), p.183.
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places temporally as well as spatially and imagine the pasts of a place within a time
frame linked by tradition: “The identity of places is very much bound up with the
histories which are told of them, how these histories are told, and which history
turns out to be dominant.”1% In this way, some places are defined as imperial or not.

Their identities are contested.

Within these spaces and places I will investigate whether the belief in the
imperial project was a factor in the symbolism of permanent monuments at a time
when colonialism and imperialism were supported by scientists as an evolutionary
and civilizing project.1%? I will compare statuary and other monuments of British,
Dominion, Indian, African, and Caribbean servicemen for symbolism and any signs
of an imperial racial hierarchy in their design.1? Were such monuments shaped by
processes in ‘engagement, attraction and opposition” - the tensions of empire - as
phrased by Frederick Cooper and Ann Laura Stoler?!! The aim is to investigate as

much incongruence and dislocation as commonalities in commemoration practice.

108 Ibid. p. 186.

109 Laura Rice, “African Conscripts/ European Conflicts; Race, Memory, and the Lessons of War’,
Cultural Critique, No.45 (Spring, 2000), pp. 116-7.

110 For a plea on the need to write transnational histories of the First World War see: Jay Winter (ed.),
The Cambridge History Of The First World War: Volume I: Global War (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2014), pp. 1-12.

11 Frederick Cooper and Ann Laura Stoler, Tensions of Empire: Colonial Cultures in a Bourgeois World

(Los Angeles: University of California Press, 1997), p. viii.
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Chapter Outline

The first chapter of this thesis is an attempt to explain the imperial military
framework which operated in Britain and the colonies. The racialized policies of the
British imperial army were determined by the Committee for Imperial Defence in the
First World War and the War Cabinet. The members of the bodies aimed to balance
the needs for military victory against the maintenance of an imperial racial hierarchy
within the British Empire. When Africans and Caribbeans were recruited into the
imperial army, both the War Office and Colonial Office ensured that, as best as
possible, their service conformed to the guidelines of the Manual of Military Law,
which determined the conditions of service for all troops. The military service of
Africans and Caribbeans was regulated under an ideology which aimed to keep
future wars as ‘white men’s war’. However, during the war, the need for more
soldiers and war-related labour meant that colonial units were expanded. The
chapter provides a context for postwar representation by investigating how imperial
authorities had to balance the deployment of African and Caribbean units to theatres
where they would serve among a white population whilst aiming to maintain a strict
race, rank, and gender hierarchy. Resistance to such restrictions will also be

explored.
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The second chapter is the first of five whose purpose is to explore
remembrance and commemoration of African and Caribbean servicemen in the
interwar period. It is customary after the defeat of an enemy in war to organise a
victory parade in the imperial centre. Using mostly government documents, I will
investigate official attitudes to the involvement of Black colonial troops in the
London Peace Parade in 1919. Within the chapter, I will also explore military
representation of the African and Caribbean colonies at the Wembley Exhibitions of
1924 and 1925. 1 will consider attempts by individuals and groups in the colonies to
mediate their inclusion and exclusion in cultural commemorations through a

reading of colonial-era newspapers and official documents.

In the third and fourth chapters, I will begin my investigation into the official
representation of colonial servicemen in the metropole. In particular, I will
investigate the role of the IWGC, using their archives, in commemorating Black
African and Caribbean troops. The stated principle of the Commission was to ensure
that all subjects of the British Empire killed in the war would be treated equally in
death, promoting an equality that did not exist in life. However, despite the
pronouncement, I contend that this principle was not adhered to and that a
hierarchy was built into the design of memorial and within Commission-designed

war cemeteries.
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In the fifth chapter, I will investigate the commemoration of Black and
‘coloured” South African units and Caribbean units in the metropole and in the
colonies. As their treatment by officials was different to east and west Africans, I will
explore how racial codification worked in the post-war memorial landscape in

Europe, Africa, and the Caribbean.

In the sixth chapter, I will investigate the treatment of the corpses of African
soldiers, carriers, porters, guides, and followers in the former theatres of war on the
African continent. I will attempt to answer the question I asked in the introduction.
What happened to the bodies of African service personnel during and after the war?
Why were they subject to different burial and commemoration policy compared to

those from Britain, the dominions, India and even the Caribbean?

In concluding, I will aim to prove my contention that the service of Africans
and Caribbeans, whose deployment had been racially codified, were included in
commemorations in former theatres in the years after the First World War but in
ways which represented their perceived differences. In the colonies, where wars
were seen as “white men’s wars’, it was imperative for the British colonial regimes
that they exclude Africans from the commemorative landscape and the memory of

the war.
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Chapter One - The Imperial Framework

In this chapter, I will conduct a study of the service of African and Caribbean
men in the British Army before and during the First World War. I aim to establish
whether Black men were racially codified in the military, whether they were treated
differently compared to all other units in the army, and their status in an intersecting
hierarchy. An exploration of the imperial framework is a vital part of my argument
that the negotiation and representation of ethnic ranking had a profound effect on

the popular memory of the war.

During the 1914-18 war, Africans and Caribbeans were a significant presence
on land and sea. They served as soldiers and non-combatants in Africa, Europe,
Palestine, and Mesopotamia and as sailors in the navy and merchant fleets. Once
enlisted or conscripted, their bodies were effectively owned by the colonial
authorities who thrust them into an armed conflict despite few of the men
understanding its cause. The African colonial regiments and corps who will be
considered in this study are: the King’s African Rifles (KAR), the West African
Frontier Force (WAFF), the West African Regiment, the Carrier Corps, African
porters, scouts, and followers, the South African Native Labour Corps (SANLC), the
Cape Corps (CC), the Cape Auxiliary Horse Transport Company (CAHTC), the
Nigerian Marine (NM), the Coloured Section of the Inland Water Transport Corps

(IWTC), the Camel Corps, the Egyptian, Mauritius, and Seychelles Labour Corps. In
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the Mercantile Marine, the service of west African Krumen and east African Sidis

will also be examined.

The Caribbean units studied are the West India Regiment (WIR); The British
West Indies Regiment (BWIR); the Trinidad Merchants” and Planters” Contingent
(TMPC); the Bermuda Volunteer Rifle Corps (BVRC), the Bermuda Contingent of the
Royal Garrison Artillery (BCRGA) and Caribbean sailors and merchant seamen.
African and Caribbean units were treated differently, not just in comparison to
British, dominion, and Indian ones, but also to each other. They also viewed each
other differently. Black colonial servicemen held the lowest status in military
hierarchies, which were arranged in an ‘order of precedence’, which ranked colonial
units on their importance to the armed services.! I argue that the lowly position of
Africans and Caribbeans was also determined not just by their military value but
also by their perceived relation to conceptual whiteness which was a factor in racial
taxonomies.?2 Contemporary views on race science informed the classification of
Black bodies. Their perceived status, whether still in service or deceased had direct

consequences on the memory of their war service.

I Major T. J. Edwards, ‘Precedence of Regiments and Corps’, Royal United Services Institute Journal,
Vol. 101, Issue 601, (1956), pp. 66-75; A. S. White, “The Order of Precedence of Regiments’, Journal of
the Society for Army Historical Research, Vol. 5, No. 19 (January-March, 1926), pp. 17-23.

2 Christine Bolt, Victorian Attitudes to Race (London: Routledge & Kegan Paul Limited, 1971), p. 17.
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Black men from Africa and the Caribbean had been a presence in the British
Army, from the seventeenth century onwards. Captured Africans were acquired by
British regiments to serve as bandsmen, primarily, trumpeters or drummers rather
than for combat. They fulfilled this role both in Britain and in the colonies. Unfree
Black musicians became a ‘tradition” in British army.3 In the eighteenth-century,
there was a craze for Turkish music and instrumentation in military bands with an
emphasis on drums and trumpets.# This new fashion led to more Black musicians in
military bands, often dressed flamboyantly in the “Turkish’ fashion to signify their
non-combatant status. A consequence of this development was the creation of a
stereotype of Black servicemen as only being fit to play music. However, the reality
was that Black bandsmen did not just add exoticism to regiments, they often took
part in fighting too, serving as stretcher-bearers or in the ranks, even though this was

not their primary role.>

3 Revd Percy Sumner, ‘Army Inspection Returns - 1753-1804’, Journal of the Society of Army Historical
Research, Vol. 111 (1924), p. 244. See also ]. Paine, “The Negro Drummers of the British Army’, Royal
Military College Magazine & Record, XXXIII (1928), p. 22.

4 Henry George Farmer, “Turkish Influence in Military Music’, Journal of the Society of Army Historical
Research, Vol. XXIV (1946), p. 181.

5John D. Ellis, ‘Drummers for The Devil? The Black Soldiers of the 29th (Worcestershire) Regiment of
Foot, 1759-1843’, Journal of the Society for Army Historical Research, Vol. 80, No. 323 (Autumn 2002), pp.

195-196; John D. Ellis, “They were there too - Black soldiers at the Battle of Waterloo’, unpublished

paper.
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During the American War of Independence, 1775-1782, the British appealed to
enslaved Africans to run away from their plantations and enlist in the British Army
with the promise of freedom. Failing that, they used force to coerce enslaved
Africans to join their regiments. Such actions led to the formation of Black military
units such as ‘Dunmore’s Ethiopian Regiment’.® Other Black units such as the
Carolina Corps were posted to Jamaica to serve as artificers and pioneers. When the
occasion arose, they were used to quell local disturbances among the enslaved
population.” A pattern was established that Black units were non-combatant
auxiliaries who were occasionally authorized for combat against enslaved
insurrectionists or African units of enemy forces. In the late eighteenth century,
Black men were sought as soldiers in Africa and the Caribbean due to the extremely
high rates of mortality among white British soldiers and the belief that Africans were
inured to the worst aspects of the climate there. In a memorandum addressed to the
Duke of York, Brigadier-General Thomas Hislop, who pioneered the use of African
troops in the Caribbean, complained about ‘How dreadfully fatal the Climate has ...

proved to our European Regiments.”® British soldiers, unaccustomed to the tropical

¢ Benjamin Quarles, The Negro in the American Revolution (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina
Press, 1996), pp. 111-133; Maya Jasanoff, Liberty’s Exiles; The Loss of America and the Remaking of the
British Empire (London: Harper Press, 2012; first published 2011), pp. 48-49.

7 René Chartrand, ‘The British Army’s Unknown, Regular, African-West Indian Engineer and Service
Corps, 1783-1840°s’, Journal of the Society for Army Historical Research, No. 89 (2011), pp. 118-121.

8 Roger N. Buckley, ‘Brigadier-General Thomas Hislop”'s Remarks on the Establishment of The West
India Regiments — 1801, Journal of the Society for Army Historical Research, Vol. 58, No. 236 (Winter,

1980), p. 212.
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climate in the Caribbean, succumbed in large numbers to diseases such as yellow
fever or malaria. The high mortality from these diseases was compounded by a
vitamin-deficient diet, unsuitable clothing, and insanitary camps. The figures for
non-combat deaths soared and were deemed unsustainable. British Commanders
believed the solution lay in the purchase of enslaved Africans at £75 each to serve in
a Caribbean unit called the West India Regiment (WIR), and so preserve the lives of
white British soldiers.? Although, these men were no longer considered slaves under
the Mutiny Act of 1807 their conditions of service were different to all troops. They
had to serve for life and were placed under the command of white officers and
NCOs, signifying their place in a racialized military hierarchy as subservient to

whites.10

The WIR could only serve in British colonies in the Caribbean and Africa, even

though they were part of the British army.! Some of the men - such as ‘Coromantees’,

9 Roger N. Buckley, ‘Brigadier-General Thomas Hislop’s Remarks on the Establishment of The West
India Regiments — 1801’, p. 214.

10 Brian Dyde, The Empty Sleeve: The story of the West India Regiments of the British Army (Antigua:
Hansib Caribbean, 1997), p.20; a BBC documentary suggests the 1807 Mutiny Act created the first
“‘Black Britons” but does not explain that they were never likely to see Britain or be considered as
British. See: BBC History DVD, The First Black Britons (2005).

11 The Mutiny Act meant that any military unit came under the King’s jurisdiction and the Articles of
War governed the conduct of that force. See E. Samuel, An Historical Account of the British Army: and of

the law military (London, 1812).
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‘Fantees’, and ‘Angpolas’ - were favoured as ‘intrepid” and “hardy’ by the British.1? This
perception by military commanders that certain African ‘races” possessed biological
immunity to disease and a ‘martial’ disposition to warfare in tropical climates
predates the ‘martial race’ theory which came to the fore after the rebellion in India in
1857.13 By 1800, there were twelve West India Regiments. Black soldiers were still
viewed by whites in the Caribbean as barbarous and uncivilised and they continued
to be treated as inferior. In an effort to placate hostile white settlers into accepting the
existence of these regiments, the British government made allowances which
institutionalised inferior treatment of Black soldiers. These concessions, which lasted
beyond the ending of the slave trade and slavery, included periodic relocation of black
regiments away from the islands, the confinement of Black soldiers away from
populous centres, no promotion beyond NCO, and limiting the number of Black

soldiers in garrisons.14

After the abolition of slavery in 1833, military authorities ensured that the

supply of African recruits to the WIR did not diminish. Instead, a ‘recaptives’ policy

12 Roger N. Buckley, ‘Brigadier-General Thomas Hislop’'s Remarks on the Establishment of The West
India Regiments — 1801, p. 213. Despite the wish for specific “tribes” most of the WIR were Ibos who
were the largest enslaved group.

13 This is argued for in the case of Senegalese by the French. See: Sarah D. Westwood, ‘Ceddo, Sofa,
Tirailleur: slave status and military identity in nineteenth-century Senegambia’, Slavery & Abolition,
Vol. 39. No.3 (2018), pp. 518-539.

14 Roger N. Buckley,” Slave or Freedman: The Question of the Legal Status of the British West India

Soldier, 1795-1807" in Caribbean Studies, Vol. 17, No. 3/4 (Oct., 1977 - Jan., 1978), p. 102.
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was introduced where enslaved Africans were taken off vessels which had been
illegally trading in slaves and forcibly enlisted into the British Army or Navy. A clause
in the 1807 Abolition Act had permitted such involuntary enlistment.!®> The colonial
body dealing with the ‘recaptives’, the Courts of Mixed Commissions, released the
formerly enslaved men into the British possession of Sierra Leone and so provided a

regular source of Africans for the British armed services.

At the conclusion of the Napoleonic Wars, most of the West India Regiments
were wound down. By 1819, only two remained. Many of the former WIR soldiers
were settled in Sierra Leone, whilst the remaining regiments were officered by white
French prisoners-of-war or deserters, allowing white British troops to be posted away
from the tropics.’® David Lambert, a specialist in colonial military history, has
described the experience of Black colonial troops before emancipation as examples of

‘martial liminality”: as existing against the logic of slave societies. He contends that

15“An Act for the Abolition of the Slave Trade’, 1807, p. 7 states: ‘such officers, Civil or Military, as
shall, by any General or Special Order of the King in Council, be from Time to Time appointed and
empowered to receive, protect and provide for such Natives of Africa as shall be so condemned,
either to enter and enlist the same, or any of them, into his Majesty’s Land or Sea Service, as soldiers,
Seamen or Marines, or to bind the same, or any of them, whether of full Age or not, as Apprentices,
for any Term not exceeding Fourteen Years .... and every such Native of Africa who shall be so
enlisted or entered as aforesaid into any of His Majesty’s Land or Sea forces as a Soldier, Seaman or
Marine, shall be considered, treated, and dealt with in all respects as if he had voluntarily so enlisted
or entered himself.

16 Roger N. Buckley, ‘Slave of Freedman’, p. 113.
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once external threats to Britain’s colonies receded, Black colonial soldiers came to be
considered as lower status and reliable only under the command and discipline of
white officers and NCOs.” Rene Chartrand has recently discovered the existence of
other discrete Black units in the Caribbean which did not even appear on the Army
Lists or in any record of expenditure. This suggests that the British Army wanted to
continue to use Black men as non-combatant auxiliaries but that they did not want
their presence to be made public. These units were the Jamaica Pioneers (1799-1838)
and the Corps of Military Labourers (1802-1888). Chartrand has also found evidence
of a short-lived unit, The York Rangers (1803-5), which was based in Britain, and
raised 300 “‘men of colour’. He suggests that, because the unit was reserved for service
in the colonies, it was unsuccessful due to the men’s fear that they would be returned
to enslaved status.!8 The consequence of the non-recording of former enslaved status
was to create an ‘invisibility” of the presence of Black soldiers, sailors, and labourers

in the colonial armed forces.

John D. Ellis, who has researched individual black soldiers in British

regiments using attestation and pension records, contends that, by the 1840s, the

17 David Lambert, *”[A] Mere Cloak for their Proud Contempt and Antipathy towards the African
Race”: Imagining Britain's West India Regiments in the Caribbean, 1795-1838’, The Journal of Imperial
and Commonwealth History, Vol. 46:4 (2018), p. 643.

18 Rene Chartrand, “The York Rangers of 1803-5’, Journal of the Society for Army Historical Research, Vol.

80, No. 322 (2002), pp. 162-163
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British Army stopped recruiting Black men in Britain and Ireland.?® His research
suggests that there does not appear to be single, concerted decision to discharge
these men in British units, but rather existing numbers were allowed to decline
before dying out altogether in the 1840s.20 This period of non-recruitment led to the
operation of an unofficial ‘colour bar’ in the British Army on British soil which
remained up until 1914 and was a signal that, in the eyes of the military, Black men
were only fit to serve in the colonies in low-status regiments such as the RAC and
WIR. They were used primarily to crush uprisings and punitive expeditions in
Africa and the Caribbean to spare the lives of white soldiers. The victims of their

violence would be Black not white and so racial hierarchy would not be disrupted.

Having established a clear demarcation between the status of white and Black
soldiers by the mid-nineteenth century, a debate emerged in the military
establishment over whether Africans or Caribbeans were the better auxiliaries. The
primary motive for the recruitment and deployment of Black garrisons in the

Caribbean remained the high mortality rates for white Europeans soldiers in the

19 John D. Ellis, ‘Nineteenth Century Culture and Society: The Virtual Representation, Role and Origin
of Black Soldiers in British Army Regiments During the early Nineteenth Century’, Black and Asian
Studies Association Newsletter, No. 30, (April 2001), pp. 16-20

20 Ibid, p. 20. The ‘colour bar” in the British Army in this period was not total. See: Jeffrey Green, Black
Edwardians: Black People in Britain 1901-1914 (London, Frank Cass, 1998), pp. 68-70 for the case of

James Durham, employed as a “mascot’ for the Durham Light Infantry.
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colonies and in the expanding areas of British control in West Africa.?! The military
had no answer to the endemic malaria and yellow fever epidemics that ravaged their
colonial possessions alongside sleeping sickness, Guinea worm, bilharzias, yaws,
and dysentery. Scientific explanations for the pattern of epidemics were
undeveloped, which upheld the belief in Europe that Africans were immune to such
diseases.?? Sir Charles Adderley, M.P., even called for British withdrawal from the
continent on health and racial grounds. He argued to a Select Committee that west

Africa was ‘notoriously unfit for occupation by the Anglo-Saxon race’.?3

Whilst such thinking prevailed, the WIR played a vital role in garrisoning
forts across west Africa. The regiments were also seen at that time as a more cost-
effective form of security than local levies who military officials viewed as unreliable
and difficult to train. In 1853, Captain S. J. Hill, the governor of the Gold Coast
settlement, maintained in a letter to the Duke of Newcastle, Commander of the Cape
Coast Castle, that ‘1,000 men from the West India Regiments, with their bayonets,
would do more than ten times that number of natives’.?* At the same time as Hill

composed this letter the WIR’s request to fight in the Crimean War was refused by

21 Philip D. Curtin, Migration and Mortality in Africa and the Atlantic World, 1700-1900 (Aldershot:
Ashgate, 2001), p. 103.

22 Philip D. Curtin, Migration and Mortality in Africa and the Atlantic World, p. 97.

2 Timothy H. Parsons, The Rule Of Empires: Those Who Built Them, Those Who Endured Them And Why
They Always Fall, (Oxford University Press, 2010), p. 293.

24 Sam C. Ukpabi, “West Indian Troops and the Defence of British West Africa in the Nineteenth

Century’, African Studies Review, vol. 17, No. 1 (1974), p. 138.
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the W