Book Proposal for Indiana 

Basic Information

What is your first name?
Marcia Catherine
What is your last name? 
Schenck
What is your e-mail address?
mMarcia.schenck@uni-potsdam.de
What is the proposed title of your publication?
Displaced in Decoloniziation: The Organization of African Unity and the Creation of an African Refugee Regime in global Global Pperspectiveerspective
What area of study does your manuscript pertain to?
· Refugee Studies
Please include five to ten keywords that summarize the central ideas of your work
· Refugees
· Refugee regime
· 1969 Refugee Convention
· Decolonization
· Development
· Humanitarianism
· International Organizations
· Organization of African Unity
· refugee regime
· refugees
· 1969 refugee convention
· Africa
· Pan-Africanism

What makes your book unique? Please list up to five points on what the reader will learn from your work.

- This book distinctively combinebrings togethers analysis synthesizing insights from the the disciplines of rRefugee studiesStudies, African History, and History of Global International Relations history in a distinctive combinationdisciplines that and sheds light ondraws out the African contribution to the creation of the contemporary global refugee regimes which we presently inhabit. 
- Its bird’s eye view of the creation of the African refugee regime focus trascends accounts of single countries and camps, giving a long-neglected perspective on African and global history its proper weight and expanding our understanding of the role the OAU and other international organizations played in the African refugee regime’s creation.
- It is the first book to characterize in history historical context book to detail the supranational creation of the African refugee regime during the decolonization era, shifting out attention a in a way from that transcends the prevalent, narrowly Eurocentric focus. It rectifies the picture by restoring due weight to factors in refugee history arising out of the decolonization process, rather than viewing issues merely through on refugee histories highlighting the Second World WarWWII and the Cold War , without accordingprisms the era of decolonization its import.
- Zooming in on the 1960s, this book brings together aIt uniquepresents set of threea triptych of case studies,  on the OAU Convention, refugee students, and rural refugee settlements,, with a focus on the 1960s, that provides for innovative insights. which Considered together, shed light on different aspects ofthey provide a unique perspective on the emerging Africa refugee regime to that helps us understand the role of African politicians, intellectuals, and refugees in the its creation of an African refugee regime. 
- It contributes to the new wave of literature focusing on the role of the Global South in the making of the international refugee regime through its innovative thematics and clear temporal focus.With its thematic and temporal focus, this book contributes to a new wave of literature, which focuses on the role of the Global South in the making of the international refugee regime. 
- Examining not just a country or camp context, but taking a bird’s eye view on the creation of the African refugee regime, it adds a heretofore neglected perspective to African and global history and expands our present understanding of the role the OAU and other international organizations played in the creation of an African refugee regime

Please identify up to three books published in the past three years that are written on similar subjects.

The most recently published book most relevant to my research context is Toyin Falola,  and Olajumoke Yacob-Haliso’s, African Refugees, (Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 2023.) is the most recent work in a similar area.

For further books, one has to look a bit outside the geographic frame: Concerning the Indian context, see Ria Kapoor, Making Refugees in India (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2022). Lucy Mayblin and Joe Turner’s Migration Studies and Colonialism (Polity, 2021) reflects on the links between migration studies and colonialism.	Comment by John Peate: You describe this work as an edited volume, but it seems to be rather a co-authored work.

Rebecca Hamlin’s Crossing: How We Label and React to People on the Move (Stanford University Press, 2021) For a book reflectings on thow the refugee label, see is used Hamlin, Rebecca. Crossing: How we Label and React to People on the Move. Stanford: Stanford University Press, 2021.	Comment by John Peate: The question asks for “up to three” books, so one of these has to be deleted. I would suggest deleting the Kapoor book as it doesn’t focus on Africa and you elsewhere rightly highlight the specificities in relation to Africa.

 Ria Kapoor’s Making Refugees in India (Oxford University Press, 2022) examines similar issues in relation to that country. 
For an edited volume reflecting on the links between migration studies and colonialism, please see Mayblin, Lucy, and J. Turner. Migration Studies and Colonialism. Cambridge: Polity, 2021.

Are you submitting your proposal to be included in an IU Press book series?

YES
· Worlds in Crisis: Refugee, Asylum, and Forced Migration

Proposal Materials

Please provide a 450 to 500-word description of the book project, including its purpose, audience, scope, contribution to scholarship, and relationship to the existing literature on the topic

Sitting at the intersection between refugee history, African history, and global history, this book redresses the focus from the overdue weight ascribed to still prevalent narratives preoccupied with European dynamics in relation to WWII and the Cold War with regard to decolonization and, instead, emphasizes the importance of Global South refugees in the making of the present-day international refugee regime. Offering a corrective historical perspective on refugee management in the Global South, it spotlights the neglected role of African agency in all its potentialities and limitations in cross-national refugee protection and management. The book contextualizes the emergence of the African refugee regime within the complexities of decolonization, post-colonial development, and state-making. Its unique characterization of how forced migration, state formation, development, and humanitarianism are interlinked will provide a wide range of academic readers and interested observers alike with new insights on migration, including historians, refugee and migration studies scholars, anthropologists, sociologists, political scientists, policy makers, as well as cultural scholars. It will be a lively and innovative set text for a wide range of undergraduate and postgraduate reading lists on forced migration, humanitarianism, human rights, development, decolonization, African history and its role in international relations. 

Its focus on tThe early 1960s were heady days forin Africa, as sub-Saharan nations gained independence from colonial rule and the future of the continent appeared to beseemed wide open, enhances the analytical productivity of the insights the book’s combined focuses provides. The Organization of African Unity (OAU) had refugees high on its agenda right was founded in 1963 and from its 1963 inception refugees were on its agenda. This The book will traces the political and intellectual history behind the creation of the concept of “refugee” on the African continent itself. It uncovers the role of African politicians, intellectuals, and refugees in the creation of an African refugee regime during the decolonization era in a way that directly challenges pWhile previous studies’ overreliance of on European political and legal structures to characterize the international refugee regime.	Comment by John Peate: Much of the suggested editing in this section is to more directly and boldly address the question posed in this section - purpose, audience, scope etc. - rather than describing what your book does/is. It seems that the answer needs to be more focussed around telling IU Press why this book will sell and what impact it will make on the disciplines you span and their contributors/readerships.

If you can identify other ways to emphasise the distinctiveness and marketability of your obviously significant book, without adding much to the overall word count or delving into too much detail, I would recommend doing so. You might usefully mention where you depart from other scholars/the prevalent narrative if you can do so briefly.

 have emphasized European political and legal structures, my work will uncover the role of African politicians, intellectuals, and refugees in the creation of an African refugee regime during the era of decolonization. EchoDrawing on James Scott’s now-classic “seeing like a state” approach, it asks: Who was awere the refugees and how did the OAU see them? That is, hHow did the OAU various bodies within the OAU render refugees legiblevisible, accountable, - in short,and governable? What kind of programs and conferences did the OAU facilitate and for what purposewhy? In answering these questions, my study The book draws addresses these questions by drawing on twelve 12 different archives on three continents, including but not limited to the OAU archives in Addis Ababa, the UNHCR and ILO archives in Geneva, and the UN archives in New York, and international NGO archives of international nongovernmental institutions. Its, to focus is on three areas of refugee management: first, it examines Tthe creation and adoption of the OAU’s own seminal Refugee Convention; , the backbone of Africa’s refugee regime. Second, it explores the envisioned roles envisaged of for “elite refugees” pursuing or possessingin higher education, for in African the development; and  of the African continent. Lastly, it studies settlement programs put in place for those refugees known as “rural refugees,” who comprised the vast majority of the refugeesthose on the African continentin Africa, to facilitate their integration into and developmental contribution to their host country’s integration into their host country by contributing their labor power to its developmentforces. In These investigating investigations these different aspects of refugee management in theof key aspects of 1960s refugee management, the study reveals reveal the importance of seminal ideas and approaches to refugee management pioneered on theissues in African continent.

Sitting at the intersection between refugee history, African history, and global history this book shifts our focus away from the conventional narrative that traces the European context of the Second World War to the area of decolonization, emphasizing the importance of global South refugees in the making of the present-day international refugee regime. Offering a historical perspective on refugee management within the Global South, where most of the world’s refugees were and continue to be hosted, reveals the limits and opportunities of African agency, and the challenges regarding the transfer and adaptation of refugee protection knowledge across national and continental boundaries. The story of the emergence of the African refugee regime is set amidst the complexities of decolonization, development, and state-making in which the post-colonial world was forged. In thinking about how forced migrations, state formations, development, and humanitarianism are interlinked, this project is of interest to historians, refugee studies and migration scholars, anthropologists, sociologists, political scientists, and policy makers as well as artists, and literature scholars interested in (forced) migration. This book can be used in the context of both undergraduate and graduate courses focusing on forced migration, the history of humanitarianism, human rights, development and decolonization, African and global history. 
Words: 526471 (a little too long)

Please upload a 200-word statement on why Indiana University Press is an appropriate publisher for your manuscript.

HavingI had the pleasure of slearning frompeaking to Bethany Mowry at the African Studies Association Conference in Philadelphia in November 2022 about Indiana UniversityIU Press at the African Studies Association Conference in Philadelphia in November 2022., I subsequently became convinced of itsit would be the ideal fit publisher for my book due to its strengths in the three subject areas that pertain to my bookit and my research profile more generally, namelygenerally addresses:, Refugee Studies, African Studies, and Global Studies. As Being a global historian with an Africa focus on Africa, IU Press 	Comment by John Peate: The original draft was also slightly too long (suggested edits bring it to 198). It’s also best not to inadvertently suggest you hadn’t come across/considered IU Press before :)
 would be delighted to have my workis best placed published at a press thatto provide a platform for my work that can will interest myattract colleagues in African history, global, and forced migration history, and the history of forced migration, but that can also reach out to an the interdisciplinary audiences it in these areaswill appeal to. Looking through Indiana’s collection has convinced me that this is the case. Books Existing IU Press publications like Hosting States and Unsettled Guests (Feb. 2024) speak both to an audiences interested in both African and Refugee Studies. Frontiers of Belonging, (July 2022) deals withintersects on refugee education, something with some of my book’s key concerns also touches upon, . and The Politics of Crisis-Making (July 2023) focuses shares a preoccupation with on the politics of humanitarianism with my book, mine an argument that my book seekings to elaborate on it for in the African context. As demonstrated, mMy book is clearly, in a broad way, is in conversation with recent and forthcoming books in Indiana’s Worlds in Crisis Series, which itand would expand its scope and ambitions by introducing aits historical focus on refugees of Africa’s decolonization refugees. 

Please upload a table of contents, with paragraph-length descriptions of each chapter.

Introduction

Refugees Beyond beyond Humanitarianismhumanitarianism: African Unityunity, Decolonizationdecolonization, and Developmentdevelopment

Argument: 
The characterization of the 1960–s and 70s are often referred to as a “golden age” for refugees on thein African continent. In this context, where “African hospitality,” Pan-Africanism and a an so-called “open-door policy” towards refugees feature prominently. However, thisare foregrounded, is only a partial description characterization for of the creation of anthe African refugee regime’s not-always-smooth creation. : the road was not always so smooth. Thise book critically examines the “golden age” perception by investigating three different aspects of refugee management: the legal realm; education and job placementemployment initiatives for those dubbed those who were known as “urban/” or “elite” “refugee students”refugees or simply as “refugee students”; and zonal development plans and resettlement initiatives for those referred to as the “rural masses.” In so doing, tThe book reveals the centrality of African initiatives in the creation of the twentieth- century international refugee regime. Focusing on African states’ the novel ideas and approaches utilized by African states in the face of decolonization and resultant refugee challenges, I it uncovers how political discussions among African politicians and diplomats, and the legal, humanitarian, and political concerns of experts at international agencies and non-governmental organizationsNGOs combined to produce new ideas forperspectives on African refugee management. Some of these ideas succeeded in practice, others some faded into oblivion only be to rediscovered revived later on, and some simply failed in practice. By unearthing the less-studiedneglected history of refugees on thein African continent with an emphasis on the tumultuous 1960s, this book brings to the fore the unique complexities of refugee management during a time when an entire continent seemed able to reinvent itself and to dream of a better future. 
Displaced in Decolonization is organized around themesatically, rather than chronologically or geographically, groupings to emphasize bring transnational and transregional connectionsaspects to the fore.  The book will first discusses the workings of the OAU’s vis-à-vis refugee managements, drawing primarily on the its archives of the organization, and then moves turns into three different case studies which traceing the drafting history of the OAU’s 1969 refugee Refugee Cconvention, the history of refugee student scholarship policies, and the history of zonal development plans, drawing on records of major conferences gatherings like the 1967 Conference on the Legal, Economic and Social Aspects of African Refugee Problems held in Africa Hall, on meeting notes of OAU and UNHCR assemblies, on background papers, annual reports, resolutions, budgets, expert and decision maker correspondence, and between experts and decision makers and by refugees’ own words, all resolutions, and budgets collected across twelve differentfrom 12 discrete archives. 


	Comment by John Peate: The suggested edits of the chapter summaries mainly aim for the “one-paragraph” concision requested. They also seek to foreground the distinctiveness of your take and anything else which can economically and in a balanced way enhance that would probably help.
Chapter 1
Unpacking the “African Refugee refugee Problemproblem:” Seeing refugees like the Organization of African Unity 	Comment by John Peate: I suggest “How the OAU saw refugees”
Argument: 
Seeing the refugee as a problem is not an invention of the 21st century. The OAU conceptualized the African refugee as a “problem to be solved” right from its inception.  During the first years of its operation, the organizationIt planned to resolve the issues arising out of the existence of roughly around 400,000 refugees by addressing political conflict. Refugee populations were the result outcome of both independence struggles and power struggles in the newly independent African countries. Both refugee producing contexts were to be addressed by tThe OAU , so that Africa could be asought to create a continent in which citizens of prosperous, independent nations had no reasons to flee. I argue that the OAU’s framing of refugee displacement as a temporary occurrence allowedfostered for a utopian imagination vista of a united continent. This The chapter lays the groundwork for understanding the OAU’s complex relationship to with the refugee issue. It starts with afirst briefly description describes of the OAU in relation to African refugees, including a description of the progress of the various relevant important bodies, committees, bureaus, and conferences of importance to the unfolding story. It then zooms in on the “Commission of Ten” that worked on the drafting of the 1969 Convention and the Bureau for the Placement and Education of African Refugees, as two important key bodies for the inmanagement African refugee managementof African refugees. Lastly, it discusses the varied conceptions of who could be labeled as refugees, thereby directly tackling the issue of how the OAU’s various bodies refugees were seen across the different bodies of thesaw them OAU.  In practice, the African refugee was a nebulous category encompassing those fleeing anti-colonial wars, freedom fighters, students, economic migrants, political emigres, and farmers seeking sanctuary for a variety of reasons. This chapter discusses the institutional foundation of the OAU’s refugee management and in so doing reveals the workings of a linchpin in the creation of an African refugee regime. It maintains that by coordinating refugee work and spearheading the formulation of an African refugee convention, the OAU, despite often being seen as ineffectual organization, was an important mediator for ideas that influenced the lives of many African refugees and fed back into international thinking about refugee management.
 
Sources: 
This The chapter principally draws on the OAU archives, to establish the way that refugees were “seen” i.e., rendered legible, accountable, and countable by the administration of the OAU. The OAU archives are supplemented with the UNHCR, archives and the Dag Hammarskjöld Foundation archives, each of which contain documents that shed light on the OAU representatives’ views on the refugee issue.

Chapter 2: 
Negotiating Refugerefuge: The making of the 1969 Convention and the politics of protection
Argument: 
 Thise chapter traces the 1964–69 making ofpromulgation of the OAU Refugee Cconvention from 1964-69, placing the legal making of the African refugee regime into historical context. It argues that the unique historical constellation synergies of the 1960s allowed for the creation of a regional refugee law that , among other innovations, enshrined a broader refugee definition into regionally binding law. This definition was discussed reverberated around the world, discussed, and sometimes taken up verbatim, from Cartagena to Cairo to Bangkok, . and eventuallyIt even eventually found its way into the UNHCR’s expanded definition of a refugee. It argues that the 1969 convention Convention was only possible at this distinct historical juncture of state-making, decolonization struggles, ideas about African unity, and Panpan-African solidarity. The chapter reveals the extent degree of political concerns around refugee issues that motivated African statesmen to draw up their own legal framework; it also and foregrounds maps the shifting ground on which these discussions took place in the 1960s, as given that international refugee law based in the 1951 Refugee Convention, which had excluded non-European refugees up until the formulation of the 1967 Protocol. Even after 1967, African statesmen continued to believe it necessary to draw up their own regional continent-wide instruments of refugee management. The resulting 1969 OAU “Convention--the Convention Governing the Specific Aspects of Refugee Problems in Africa” --became the backbone of an African refugee regime which, when combined with the 1951 Refugee Convention and the 1967 Protocol, created formed the new foundations of international refugee law. The chapter concludes by discussing the 1969 Convention’s global reverberations as parts of it found their way into other national and regional refugee frameworks from South America to the Middle East and Asia. 	Comment by John Peate: Which?

Sources: 
For this The chapter I draws on both a mix of primary and secondary sources, . These include including the work of legal scholars examining on the 1969 convention Convention and its legacy in (inter)national refugee law. , In tracing the evolution of the 1969 convention, I use both the OAU archives records and the UNHCR’s archives notes of draft meetingsand minutes. , and Because the UNHCR participated in the later draft sessions, it can function as a shadow archive to fill in the gaps left by the OAU archive. In addition, I will utilize newspaper articles from across newspapers across on differentvarious continents (Daily News -Tanzania; Egyptian Gazette; Ghanaian times; Ugandan Argus; La Nacion – Argentina; El Informador – Mexico; New Yorkt Times, The Guardian, among others) to examine the contemporary international reception of the 1969 convention.

Chapter 3:
 Investing in Africa’s Refugee refugee Workforceworkforce: Meeting Development development Needs needs through Manpower labor Planning planning 

Argument: The chapter examines those 
Rrefugees students seekingwho sought secondary and higher education are the subject of this chapter. The OAU, along with a host ofmany other international organizations and non-governmental institutions torganizations, took it upon themselves itself to coordinate and provide academic scholarships for African refugees students on the grounds that their skills would be needed upon their return , both to build up their ownto their independent nations, and where that was not yet possible yet, to support already independent African states with their expert knowledge and labor. It shows stipulate thathow refugee secondary and higher education needs to be understood within the development framework of human capital theory’s context, . The intent which was meantwas to support political pPan-Africanist concerns hopes for a decolonized continent and merged with humanitarian arguments to create a hybrid form of humanitarian developmentalism. I illustrate tThis argument is evidenced bywith reference to documents prepared in the context offor the Conference on the Legal, Economic and Social Aspects of African Refugee Problems, the OAU’s Bureau for the Placement and Education of Refugees (BPEAR), students’ own letters, and sources published by refugee experts from various intergovernmental and nongovernmental organizations, among them the African American Institute and the International University Exchange Fund, all of which supported higher education scholarships in the name of African refugee human capital development. Other sources are documentation from 

Sources: This chapter draws on primary sources from the OAU’s BPEAR boxes, the UN’s Scholarship Programs for Southern African Refugees, The Dag Hammarskjöld Foundation’s 1967 conference material, the George Padmore Research Library’s African Affairs Centre scholarship application material, the Howard Pim Library’s ANC archives refugee student material, and the British Libraries Library’s UNIP material discussing refugee students in the endangered archives collection. It further engages the secondary literature on African refugee and general education and development issue in Africa and on the higher education of African refugees specifically. 	Comment by John Peate: This needs spelling out in full.

Chapter 4
: Transforming Landscapeslandscapes: The pPotential of Zonal zonal Development development in Resettling resettling Refugees refugees and Investing investing in Rural rural Communitiescommunities	Comment by John Peate: Do you need “the potential of,” especially since you are focussing on the past?
Argument: 
Thise chapter discusses views the idea of zonal development as a way of seeingto use rural refugees as agents of development for their host governments.  It contends that the OAU perceievedperceived planned land settlement as a pioneering and “durable solution” to the refugee question pioneered in Africa. Designed to deal with the rural mass migration of mostly farming populations across state borders, land settlement policies in the 1960s distinguished between two types —: spontaneous and planned —. and the OAU Planned settlement was of concern to the OAU and a host of other international organizations, among them the United Nations Development Program (UNDP) and the International Labor Organization (ILO) sought to encourage the latter. International eExperts from abroad like Tristam Frederick Betts promoted zonal development plans for refugee settlements. This The model was meant to encourage refugees to settle and become productive farmers who would eventually made an incomeearn by selling cash crops on the market. The pPlanners envisioned had a three-stage model, from emergency helpaid, to subsistence farming, to income generation. In this way, , turning refugees were to be transformed from being a burden into an asset as they worked in the context of the development ofto their host countries’ development. Consequently, rRefugee development policy was to be thought alongsideseen as concomitant with the development of the host community;  and, in this utilitarian view refugee settlements were to contribute to the overall economic and social development of the country of asylum. This The chapter critically examines the planning frenzy of the 1960s and scrutinizes development paradigms discussed by policymakers, development experts, and representatives of international organizations, together with the assumptions these discoursesthey made with regard to the behavior of refugees, local populations, and host governments alike. It first discusses the recommendations of the groundbreaking 1967 Conference on the Legal, Economic and Social Aspects of African Refugee Problems, then discusses examples of the integrated zonal development approach, and concludes by reflecting on the planning and development paradigms that policy-makers and practitioners alike saw as panacea. 

Sources: 
This chapterIt draws on the archives of the International Labor Organization’s archives(the material concerning zonal development projects in Africa), the Dag Hammaerskjöld Foundation’s 1967 conference material, the Lutheran World Federation’s country studies material, the OAU’s BPEAR boxesarchives, and published primary source material on refugee management and rural development in Africa in the 1960s. 

Epilogue
Argument: 
Africa’s refugee regime crystallized in the 1960s. During this tumultuous decade, the OAU and its many partners pioneered new refugee management approaches, some of which still guide the work with displaced communities on the continent today. I The epilogue reiterates that the picture of refugee management in the 1960s is much more complex than simplistic notions of a “golden age” allow for. While “African hospitality” did indeed play a role in the open -door policies of countries like Tanzania, their decision to welcome collective refugee groups was not a purely humanitarian decision one. but oneRather, it was one interwoven with political and economic motives ranging from pan-Africanist convictions to the need to develop remote regions of their countries. The OAU saw refugees as a prime concern for the continent in light of the demands requirements of decolonization, development, and African unity and sought to design a unified refugee regime for the continent both to address the humanitarian challenges but also to avoidand eschew political discord among its member states. This emerging African refugee regime was influenced, much like the OAU itself more broadly, by the competing values set out in the OAU’s Charter; . Pan-African values of  African solidarity and support forwith territories struggling for political decolonization were uppermost on the agenda, but so were imperatives such as non-interference in internal national matters, and the untouchability of colonial boundaries. African statesmen, therefore, perceived refugees in manifold and often contradictory ways, : as As security threats, as brave freedom fighters against foreign domination, as labor market competition competitorson limited skilled labor markets, or as agents of development. Against this varied context, tThe OAU emphasized some certain refugee management approaches, whithatch it hoped would contribute to “solving” the “refugee problem” during in the 1960s. Instead of “solving” the refugee issue, by means of educating people to serve their home countries after liberation and integrating rural mass migrants into rural production systems, refugee numbers on the continent have grown dramatically, from 400,000 in 1963 to about 6.5 million in 2022. In total tThe UNHCR plans withexpects there to be a staggering 44 million displaced persons in sub-Saharan Africa for in 2023. Given the topical nature of the book project, IThe section ends end with a topical reflection on the lines of continuitiesy and changes from the very beginning ofin African refugee management and discourse through the OAU and its many international and national allies, with with present day refugee management discourses and approaches. Tthe African Union (AU), the successor of the OAU’s successor, Kenya and Uganda feature featuring prominently in this outlook. . Uganda is today widely acknowledged for its progressive refugee policies, including the right to work and significant freedom of movement, whereas Kenya is criticized for its restrictive encampment policies. 

Sources: The epilogue draws on the archival materials already discussed and, in addition, 
engages AU reports on refugees such as AU ECHO 2019, material from the global Global Ccompact on refugeesRefugees, and country reports of Uganda and Kenya, alongside secondary literature like Alexander Betts’s 2021 book, The Wealth of Refugees.

Please upload one or two sample chapters, preferably including an introductory chapter that describes the work as a whole.

Upload an optional second chapter.

Please upload your curriculum vitae or resume.

Please upload a file containing the names and contact information for 5 to 10 appropriate reviewers for your manuscript. Note: these cannot be individuals who served on your dissertation committee or members of the institution where you are currently employed. Please do not contact suggested reviewers yourself to ask if they would be willing to read your manuscript--this compromises the peer review process.

· Eric Allina, University of Ottawa, Canada	Comment by John Peate: Are these in order of aptness as far as you are concerned?
· Brett Shadle, Virginia Tech, USA
· Joanna Tague, Denison University, USA
· Joel Glasman, University of Bayreuth, Germany
· George Njung, Baylor University, USA
· Jill Rosenthal, Hunter College, USA
· Eric Burton, University of Insbruck, Austria
· Christian Williams, University of the Freestate, South Africa
· Christoph Kalter, University of Agder, Norway

What is the estimated or proposed length (in number of words, including notes and bibliography) of the whole manuscript?

110,000 words

Does your manuscript contain illustrations? Please note the number and type (e.g., charts, photographs, black & white, color)

Yes, about ten ten black and white images

Will any parts of your proposed manuscript have been previously published? If so, what parts, and approximately how much of the manuscript do they represent?

Yes, part of Ch.apter 3, about 8% of the book, will have have been publishedappeared before as an article in Africa Today, which represents about 8% of the entire book.

What is your estimated date for completing the entire manuscript? How much of the manuscript is complete now?

I am presently at work across the differentrefining various chapters. I will hand in and will submit a completed a draft of the complete manuscript to my tenure committee at the end of December 2023. It will who will get back to me with their commentsprovide feedback during the sSpring semester Semester 2024..  I will then take the summer 2024 to rework the manuscript accordingly over the Summer to their input and hand in theand submit the completed manuscript to IU Press by at the end of September 2024 to Indiana. 
As discussed with Bethany Mowry at the ASA in Philadelphia, I need an advanced contract for my second book for my tenure file, hence and so I am approaching Indiana at this stage, asIU Press now I need to know early about theto ascertain its interest of this press, which issince, for the reasonsfor the reasons I have outlined above, my top choiceit is my clearly preferred choice for publication.
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