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ABSTRACT

This dissertation critically examines how U.S. print media sought to represent the
realities of decolonizing and newly independent countries in West Africa by focusing on pivotal
events and charismatic leaders from the “non” vote in Guinea in 1958 to the radical appeal of
Amilcar Cabral in Guinea-Bissau in 1973. The framing and agenda setting of mainstream media
coverage turned leaders and events into metonyms not only for peoples and nations but also for
Africa and Africans as a whole. However, the complexities of West Africa, such as political
rivalry in the Congo or civil war in Nigeria, troubled such representations. Thus this dissertation
tracks the widening of coverage and opening up of representations in African American and New

Left print media in a time of global unrest as well as Cold War.
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1 INTRODUCTION

In October 1958, the influential American magazine Foreign Affairs featured an essay by
the leader of a newly independent West African nation in which he graciously and humbly asked
the United States for financial support in the form of investment. President Kwame Nkrumah of
Ghana, which had achieved independence the previous year, explained that African nations’
desire for non-alignment was simply a matter of not getting involved in a conflict that was
beyond their ability to affect militarily.

But this attitude of non-alignment does not imply indifference to the great issues of our

day. It does not imply isolationism. It is in no way anti-Western; nor is it anti-Eastern ...

On this great issue of war and peace, therefore, the people and government of Ghana put

all their weight behind the peaceful settlement of disputes and seek conditions in which
disputes do not become embittered to the point of violence.'

After several pages of friendly words, though taking care to hint that Ghana did have the
ability to affect the balance of power through its alliances, Nkrumah closed with the bold
statement, “Africa has no choice. We have to modernize. Either we shall do so in the interest and
support of the West or we shall be compelled to turn elsewhere. This is not a warning or a threat,
but a straight statement of political reality.””

A decade later in the same publication, journalist Russell Warren Howe lamented the
independence-era rewriting of African history that attempted to give black Africa a pre-colonial
value.

Indeed, before the pan-Africanizing experience of colonialism, each tribe was ignorant of

almost all African lands except its own, and those of its neighbors and present or past

enemies. A female continent, Black Africa was to be "discovered," penetrated and
dominated by others. There were few exceptions to this image of passivity.

Howe described the cultural and political awakening of Africa of 1968, not as a
“Renaissance but an Enlightenment."* Having determined that any sort of glorious African past

was mere myth, Howe turned to reviewing several of the continent’s national leaders, beginning



with Nkrumah. “Some men have carved their own mythology. Probably none has been so adept
at this as Kwame Nkrumah" who “built an image of himself as a left-wing leader dedicated to a
large African union and opposed to all that regionalized or balkanized the continent.”” However,
according to Howe, Nkrumah "opposed all movements which he could not hope to lead,” and
“he inevitably opposed every union in Africa of any size, and even many small ones."® The pre-
independence image of Nkrumah lingered even as he changed, and his admirers refused to
acknowledge actions that contradicted that image, but “little if anything in Nkrumah's post-
independence policy suggests that he had any ideology except the desire to retain both his wealth
and power ... The battle against colonialism was the only battle Nkrumah honorably won.”’
Between Nkrumah's own 1958 description of newly independent Ghana full of promise
and exercising some degree of power and Howe's demeaning and disappointed image of black
Africa in 1968, U.S. media coverage of African events and leaders varied as greatly as these two
pictures. While Nkrumah had access to the international discursive space at the dawn of Ghana’s
independence, by 1968, he had lost the privilege to speak for himself in Foreign Affairs.

Deposed, Nkrumah could only be defined by the Western journalist.
The Problem of Covering Africa

Myths about leaders are certainly one way that media stereotypes have been applied to
Africa. During the independence era, which coincided with the first decades of the Cold War,
African leaders were often viewed in relation to the binary conflict, something Nkrumah, who
favored non-alignment in his Foreign Affairs essay, claimed was not appropriate in his case.
Other times, African leaders were depicted in the U.S. press as strongmen, liars, primitive and
traditional, or out of control, characteristics that could too easily be equated with partiality for

the East, as they were clearly undemocratic and unreasonable. Further, African leaders often



served as metonyms for their countries and even Africa as a whole, presenting a continent that
was chaotic, not modern, and probably incapable of self-government. In addition to Cold War
stereotypes, U.S. media coverage leaned on readily understood colonial tropes to explain African
news to American readers. Stories about death, war, and famine earned headlines, often with no
other news about Africa to provide a balance of coverage. While many Americans stood
ideologically against formal colonialism, ideas about Africans would intersect with continuing
racism in the United States as the independence era coincided with the Civil Rights Movement.
In these ways, U.S. print media coverage during the long global Sixties served more often than

not to replicate existing pre-colonial and colonial representations of Africa and Africans.

At the same time, within stories of death, some writers incorporated messages of hope.
African leaders might be “tyrants” in many publications, but in others, they were instead called
“capable.” While African masses were often faceless within U.S. news, feature stories allowed
names and personalities to appear. The continent and its newly independent nations were not
always important only in relation to the Cold War. Less likely to circulate within mainstream
print media, these more positive or complex representations appeared in a variety of outlets
being published: African American newspapers, socialist and communist publications, writer-
driven essays in liberal magazines, and radical local and national media. Recovering these stories
has important implications for how we study U.S. media coverage of Africa today, particularly in
an age when availability of media sources has not just expanded but exploded thanks to online
and social media. How the media described newly independent Africa also matters because
“news shapes our assumptions about one another, prescribes the symbols with which we analyse
events, informs international investment, and guides policy discussion.”® In other words, media

discourses about Africa created real world consequences. Negative content and imagery have



“important implications for global flows of finance, trade, tourism,” inform intercultural

relations, and generate Afro-pessimism, which encourages outside intervention.’

For many Americans during the era of African independence, print media defined
independent Africa. While the discursive space of books and films certainly worked to form
images in American minds, news reporting holds a special space of authority because news
stories have the benefit of being considered accurate, objective, and true. News is believed in a
way that fiction and other forms of narrative are not. “By the 1950s, leaders of American
journalism had become committed to objectivity. The American Society of Newspaper Editors in
1923 had adopted the first national code of ethics; objectivity and impartiality had become part
of the profession.”'® During the time of African independence, roughly 1957 to 1975, Africa held
a significant place in American consciousness, and it was through news reporting that Americans
learned about African nations and their leaders. The importance of the messaging cannot be
overstated. These representations have political consequences, and the discourse surrounding the
situations “shapes the possibility of action” and legitimizes “certain political actions.”""

Several scholars have previously researched Africa’s image in Western popular media,
imagination, and literature. Mistaking Africa: Curiosities and Inventions of the American Mind
by historian and political scientist Curtis Keim points out the many inaccurate portrayals,
stereotypes, and myths about Africa and Africans. Literature scholar Daniel M. Mengara’s
Images of Africa: Stereotypes and Realities describes the replacement of African identities with a
monolithic African identity created by Europeans. Similarly, Paul Landau and Deborah Kaspin’s
Images and Empires. Visuality in Colonial and Postcolonial Africa includes studies that

exemplify how “images have both underwritten and undermined the hierarchies that governed

colonial Africa.”'* A volume edited by Jan Nederveen Pieterse takes the broader topic of race to



explore stereotypes of diasporic Africans by the West based on oversimplification and
generalization and determines that stereotypes make a significant impact. “Obviously, what is at
stake in these representations is not just the images themselves but also their social
ramifications.”"”

Additionally, several scholars have already shown that U.S. media coverage of Africa
tends to narrowly highlight death, disease, and destruction. In a 1976 article, Aaron Segal stated,
“Africa and Africans do not get along well within the United States press, radio and television —
and vice versa.”'* He reviewed the context that leads to detrimental coverage of Africa, including
a lack of local and long-term correspondents; economic constraints, both the expense of sending
reporters to Africa and the perceived lack of audience interest in most African stories; narrow
considerations of what is newsworthy; logistical issues; censorship and lack of welcome from
some African governments; oversimplification; and lack of context. However, apart from more
academic and policy journals about Africa, which would typically only attract a readership
already interested in Africa, Segal limits his discussion to mainstream and business media. He
makes only a nod to African American press by mentioning Ebony magazine.

Until recently, the only available edited volume dedicated to the topic of U.S. media
coverage of Africa has been Africa’s Media Image, which was published in 1992. Editor Beverly
G. Hawk sought to pull together Africanists of various disciplines as well as journalists to show
how the colonial image has remained the media image. This imagery relies on metaphors rather
than providing the necessary context, which has had ramifications for public opinion and foreign
policy. “The metaphors justify intervention, and they legitimate certain leaders and modes of

change while delegitimating others. Taken together, the metaphors condemn armed resistance as



dysfunctional and primitive.”"® The discussion in Africa’s Media Image reflects the concerns and
issues of the 1980s.

In a new book considering sub-Saharan Africa’s media image in the twenty-first century,
scholars follow Hawk’s work and respond to the question of how international media coverage
of Africa has changed in the twenty years since it was last examined in her pioneering book even
though

[h]istorically much of the international reporting of Africa has been through the focus of

aid and development. Just as the tropes for framing Africa have frequently been through

disaster coverage — stories of war, famine, and crisis — so what has followed from that is
the emphasis in reporting upon how Western actors are responding and reacting, usually
through some kind of aid or related intervention.'®
The essays in Afiica’s Media Image in the 21°" Century strive to move beyond traditional
critiques of media coverage to look at the scope of representations existing in an age of digital
media and African correspondents. They also consider the response of the media to decades of
critique while still problematizing what is reported and the new messages conveyed in this
coverage.

I argue that prefigurations of some of the non-colonialist representations available today
were already present in certain U.S. print media sources during the Sixties, precisely the period
scholars have determined provided mostly negative coverage of Africa. While many mainstream
outlets offered only narrow images of Africa, broadening the scope of publications under review
paints a much more nuanced picture. Despite the Cold War, some writers and editors were able
to imagine African struggles outside the East-West conflict, and others at times threw off
colonial imagery and racism to depict Africans as intellectuals and advocates who offered

models of hope rather than despair. As the New Left expanded and liberalism dominated, images

of non-aligned African leaders could sometimes break out of the limited Cold War framework.



Likewise, as the war in Vietnam unfolded, colonialism and interventionism earned increasing
contempt. In some cases, Africans — leaders and occasionally ordinary people — gained the
opportunity for self-representation within U.S. media outlets. Even if this type of Africa
reporting was not the most prevalent, it is important to remember that these stories were

published, working against the grain of Cold War dichotomies and colonial stereotypes.

Theoretical Framework: Agenda Setting, Framing, and Discourse Analysis

The 1978 edited volume Women and the News stemmed from a conference based on the
“general, and presumably unarguable, premise that there is a relationship between what is
reported as news and what individuals and groups think of as socially and politically
important.”'” The essays examine the concepts of agenda setting, in which media establish what
are matters of concern, and audiences make the items covered in the news part of their personal
agendas; access to the media, which determines whose voices are heard; and definitions of the
news, which determine what is important enough to cover. Agenda setting gained prominence
with Bernard Cohen’s Press and Foreign Policy, which made the claim in 1963, that while the
media cannot tell people what to think, it can tell people what to think about. Women and the
News editor Laurily Keir Epstein reinforced this point by citing a 1976 study that determined
newspapers were the media type with the largest agenda-setting impact.'® Thus, media decide
what we think about, and during the long global Sixties, print media still held sway. What
constitutes “news” can be determined by something as unrelated to newsworthiness as the
organizational structure of the outlet. In other words, what fits where; for example, “the quality

of the picture is far more important to a television news story than is the actual content of the



story.”!” Events are sometimes considered “news” only when they have been carried on AP or
UPI or covered in the New York Times or Washington Post.

What follows agenda setting, which can be thought of as choosing the story that will earn
coverage, is framing. Framing determines how that story will be told and explained to the
audience. Attention to framing “shares with agenda-setting research a focus on the public policy
issues in the news ... However, it expands beyond what people talk or think about by examining
how they think and talk.”*® Or more simply, "News frames are the windows in which the news
is presented ... In considering the framing of a story, scholars analyze the cultural and social
norms that are embedded and communicated within a specific news item."*' To tell a story,
journalists rely on symbols they expect will be understood by their readers so that “framing is a
social process, conditioned by the personal beliefs of the journalists and the organizational and
professional constraints imposed upon them.”* Moreover, initial frames can often be replicated
as journalists rely on previously published material when researching their stories and might
even interview the same sources. We will see this happen with coverage in Nigeria, when writer
Renata Adler describes gleaning background information from journalist Frederick Forsyth’s
book, The Biafra Story.

Hand-in-hand with framing, discourse analysis can illuminate the powerful structural
meanings contained in news coverage. Cultural studies scholar Sara Mills explained that,
according to post-colonial discourse theory, the struggle over representation has had “had far-
reaching effects, in that it informed racist knowledge and practices, constructing the grounds
within which debates about race were largely conducted and the typologies within which
indigenous people and their descendants were forced to be categorised and to categorise

themselves.” Not simply ideological in nature, it had material consequences.*® Discourse can be



defined as “the way a subject is talked about,” including the way nations are talked about,
according to Giovanna Dell’Orto.** “In international mass communication, the media are a part
of the negotiation of power across national and cultural borders because they serve to integrate
discourses that convey and help fix identities of other nations, thereby delimiting policy
options.”*

According to Dell’Orto, the first goal of discourse analysis is to identify the major themes
and prevalent linguistic choices in the texts.”® To identify themes in a diverse range of media that
does not necessarily rely on a common set of social and political beliefs, I will borrow from the
constant comparative method as described by Marian Meyers as a way to look for “patterns and
themes” of representation.”’ This is a deductive approach through which texts are compared, and
as categories emerge, they are compared with additional texts. In this way, the categories are
defined “by the texts rather than being predetermined, as is generally the case in quantitative
content analysis.”*® Due to the fact that my research covers a range of states and leaders, over a
fifteen-year time period, not beginning with predetermined categories will allow for the texts to
speak for themselves.

While media play an agenda-setting role, influencing what the public thinks about, and
through framing and discourse can guide audiences in how to think, the debate over media’s
ability to cause or affect political action continues. Journalist Asgede Hagos examined the
relationship between media and foreign policy and found neglect in coverage was coupled with
neglect in foreign interest. When such events were covered by the U.S. press, abundant distortion
existed. Hagos argues that the press coverage follows the government foreign policy line unless a

foreign issue becomes domestic.*’
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In the 2010 edited volume Public Policy and Mass Media: The Interplay of Mass
Communication and Political Decision Making, Katrin Voltmer and Sigrid Koch-Baumgarten
turned from examining mass media’s role in shaping public opinion to its potential for affecting
political decision making. While it seems that the media should not have a significant effect on
policy making, many studies have shown an important link. “The most obvious link between
mass communication and policy making is public opinion ... Adapting to the priorities of the
media is therefore a strategy to respond to what are believed to be the demands and preferences
of the electorate.”® According to the authors, public policy makers use the media to monitor
public opinion. However, rather than media shaping policy, news is more often a “joint product”
created through interactions between media and politicians. "Hence, policymakers and
journalists, especially at the top level of each elite group, can be seen as interpretive
communities with each part having an impact in the formation of policy."*' At other times, media
can be found to have no noticeable impact on policy makers or their decisions. Despite being
only sometimes effective at affecting policy outcomes, the media do have an important role in
determining what the public pays attention to — agenda setting. "This body of research has shown
that the salience of issues on the media agenda not only affects which problem citizens consider
most important, but also their policy preferences and how they evaluate political officials.”** A
study with a long timeframe showed that “most of the time the media follow the cues provided
by political elites, [but] they also play an important role in detecting new problems and elevating
them to the attention of the policymakers.* In the end, the question is not whether the media are
powerful, but which conditions allow the media to sway policy. By controlling the discourse,
media constitute rather than reflect reality by ignoring topics deemed un-newsworthy. "Finally,

access to discursive power can affect the ability of political actors to assert their interests. At the
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same time, the public perspective on the content of a topic may shift, as has been seen in many

policy fields, including economic policy, the environment, foreign-policy and immigration."**

Scholarship: The Global Sixties and the Cold War

The age of African independence was concurrent with the era of unrest and upheaval
across the globe known as “the Sixties.” Historians increasingly favor the notion of a “long
global Sixties” from the 1950s to the 1970s. In the 2013 edited volume New World Coming, the
contributors call for a shift of scholarship “away from the main centres and major events that
have thus far dominated representations of the period.”” This means both shifting the gaze away
from the United States as well as widening the timeframe. While Jeremi Suri’s The Global
Revolutions of 1968 temporally expands by beginning with events leading up to 1968 (“the
origins of the global revolutions”), he limits the players to the West, including Europe, and the
East, comprising the Soviet Union and China. Although he mentions that protestors in Latin
American and Africa overthrew leaders and challenged foreign sponsors, there is slight
recognition, apart from Vietnam, that the Third World existed as a site of conflict for the
superpowers. It served as a peripheral place where superpowers could use force if necessary “in
pursuit of global order and an image of strength at home.”*® Nevertheless, Suri draws from
thinkers like Frantz Fanon and shows that First World and Second World leaders reacted by
trying to promote a Cold War détente that enabled “cooperative arrangements among former
adversaries to counteract common disorders at home.™’ Suri argues for the global nature of the
1960s, yet he fails to truly draw the non-aligned Third World into the narrative when he claims
that the “Cold War, more than anything else, created a remarkable conjuncture among societies

in the 1960s.73®
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In Mark Kurlansky’s 1968: The Year that Rocked the World, “people were rebelling over
disparate issues and had in common only that desire to rebel, ideas about how to do it, a sense of
alienation from the established order, and a profound distaste for authoritarianism in any form.”
One common issue was the Vietnam War.*® U.S. intervention in Vietnam earned animosity at a
moment when “colonies were struggling to re-create themselves as nations, when the
‘anticolonial struggle’ had touched the idealism of people all over the world.”*® Dubinsky and
her fellow contributors to New World Coming recommend moving away from using categories
like “youth revolt” and “middle-class alienation” to study the Sixties because they refer narrowly
to unrest in the United States. Africa, too, was rocked by 1968; for example, a state of
emergency was declared in Senegal when the Association of Senegalese Students and the Dakar
Association of Students called for a strike on May 27, 1968, and the trade unions joined them.
Andy Stafford is one of only a few scholars to write about May ’68 in Senegal, finding that it
was both linked to struggles in France and based on “domestic” tensions reaching back to the
early 1960s. “Despite the internal causes of Senegal’s revolt, we can now see that the links with
France and its own uprising were undeniable.”*!

Given that the Sixties have been studied in Westerncentric ways, we need instead to look
at “how transnational ideas and culture interacted with particular local conditions, generating
diverse meanings.”* In this way, many more voices can be inserted into the narrative, allowing it
to become truly global. In fact, the Sixties were a time when a “nascent global consciousness
emerged.”* As people around the world challenged dominant power structures, they did so with
a feeling that they were acting concurrently with others in a global sphere. “The local and the
everyday were read through a larger transnational lens, and resistance was forged at least in part

through the interaction of daily experience with an understanding of global developments.”**
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With this scope in mind, the editors of New World Coming include studies of protest and
politics in Palestine, music in Tanzania, and Canadian media coverage of the Congo. This
approach allows the experience of the Sixties in the Third World to become central to the
explanation of the Zeitgeist of a period that could be extended from Bandung in 1955 to the
independence of Angola in 1975.

How can political upheaval in Africa be seen in a global context, rather than simply
constructed as indicative of modernity instead of backwardness? West African politics can be
inserted into the long global Sixties and connected with the rest of the world by resituating
independence as part of a global and transnational phenomenon or process. In this way, West
Africans, too, can be imagined as part of the movement fueled by a desire to challenge
authority.*

One of the obstacles in the way of including African political projects in the the global
Sixties is that they are usually considered only in light of the Cold War. In The Global Cold
War: Third World Interventions and the Making of Our Times, Odd Arne Westad brings to the
fore the importance of the Third World and describes decolonization and superpower
confrontation as linked, yet he envisions the Third World as a geopolitical space acted upon by
the United States and the Soviet Union. He does not raise the voices from within the Third
World. In contrast to Westad’s First- and Second-World focus, Vijay Prashad takes the Third
World as his stage in The Darker Nations: A People’s History of the Third World. Prashad
begins by explaining that the Third World was a “project,” one intended to create a new world,
without colonial powers, where the nations of Asia, Africa, Latin America, and the Caribbean
could unite around an agenda and wield influence in forums like the United Nations: “[T]he

Third World project included a demand for the redistribution of the world’s resources, a more
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dignified rate of return for the labor power of their people, and a shared acknowledgement of the
heritage of science, technology, and culture.”*® Prashad explores a variety of sites and moments
when various actors — mostly Third World leaders, but occasionally the doubly disenfranchised,
like women — met, debated, and planned. For all its diversity, the Third World maintained an
overarching interest in anti-colonialism, peaceful coexistence, and non-alignment. In 1958, the
Indian leader Jawaharlal Nehru explained the main points of the Third World platform: “political
independence, nonviolent international relations, and the cultivation of the United Nations as the
principle institution for planetary justice.”*’ As such, according to Prashad, the Third World held
a political agenda.

Prashad’s Third World project spanned the long global Sixties and can be seen as
indicative of the initiatives of the decolonizing peoples in that historical context. Thus Third
World actors were agents of change who saw the United Nations as a crucial arena and strove to
democratize the organization. In 1961, leaders met in Belgrade to form the Non-Aligned
Movement (NAM). Although they opposed the violence of the arms race (wars of the powerful),
violence to throw off colonialism (wars of the weak) was acceptable. As a result, they backed the
liberation organizations leading the struggles in the Portuguese colonies as well as apartheid
South Africa.

By recognizing Third World agency, we can reimagine regions like West Africa as
integral participants in the global Sixties rather than a side story to the Cold War. This takes the
Third World from an object of policy to a subject of history:

Between the 1950s and 1970s, the Third World formed a unique political force outside

the atomic face-off between the United States-United Kingdom-France and the USSR.

Filled with tactical and strategic disagreements on how to deal with colonialism and

imperialism, the Third World nonetheless had a core political program around the value
of disarmament, national sovereignty, economic integrity, and cultural diversity.**
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Scholarship: U.S.-Africa Relations

As African nations gained independence, American scholars quickly developed interest
in analyzing U.S. foreign relations with Africa. The trajectory typically starts with the Atlantic
slave trade and moves on to the work of missionaries and the Africa Colonization Society in the
early nineteenth century. U.S. relations were mediated by European empires during colonial rule,
but independence brought new opportunities for American involvement in Africa. Of course, this
new phase of U.S.-Africa relations opened during the Cold War. The continent had to fit into this
binary strategic framework, and specific countries received priority depending on their value in
the “great game” between the United States and the Soviet Union.

Although many scholars of U.S.—Africa foreign relations would agree with political
scientist Edmond J. Keller that “Africa has never been central to US foreign policy,” an
increased interest in Africa characterized President John F. Kennedy’s administration.* Philip E.
Muehlenbeck’s Betting on the Africans: John F. Kennedy’s Courting of African Nationalist
Leaders argues that while Kennedy was an “ardent Cold Warrior” in his policies toward Europe,
Latin America, and Asia, he saw the “courting of Third World nationalism — and African
nationalism in particular — as a policy that transcended the Cold War.”*® Muehlenbeck contends
that Kennedy realized there was an economic divide between the global North and South and did
not want the new states of the South to turn against their trading partners in the North. Kennedy
relied on personal diplomacy with African leaders. In fact, he probably developed relationships
with even “radical” African leaders like Guinea’s Ahmed Sékou Touré because there was more
ground to be gained with them than with already pro-Western African heads of state. Historian
Robert B. Rakove agrees with Muehlenbeck’s argument that Kennedy developed important new

connections with Third World leaders, who appreciated his efforts. “Kennedy’s policies, as
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understood by the peoples of the developing world, made them receptive to his image.™"

Receptivity proved short-lived, however. Following Kennedy’s death, President Lyndon Johnson
declined to continue his policies. The Johnson administration was uninterested in aid to nations
that criticized his policies or chose non-alignment.

Turning from viewing U.S.-Africa relations principally in relation to the Cold War,
George White Jr. has highlighted the racist underpinnings of U.S. foreign policy toward Africa
and argued that racism rather than East-West rivalry drove policy decisions and discouraged
American investment in the development of Africa. “The Cold War provided the perfect
environment for the preservation of whiteness. The Eisenhower administration’s objective was to
‘hold the line’ during the tumultuous transformation of the 1950s so that the global stream of
benefits and burdens would not change.”** Racism in foreign relations was linked to the Civil
Rights upheaval at home. In The Cold War and the Color Line: American Race Relations in the
Global Arena, Thomas Borstelmann has shown how U.S. foreign policy decisions were made
within a balancing act of welcoming African dignitaries and pleasing Dixiecrats in the South.>
However, for White, the decision about whose interests mattered most in the balance of power
was clear: the normalcy and superiority of whiteness was upheld unilaterally. The “only
plausible explanations for African radicalism were Black incompetence, insatiability, and blind
hatred of Whites, fed by Communist propaganda.”*

Widening the scope of foreign affairs studies, Brenda Gayle Plummer examines the
involvement of African American leaders and activists in the issue of independence struggles in
Africa. As “partially successful modifications” were achieved for blacks in the United States, the
link between civil rights and global radicalism was broken, and the movement for racial justice

was subordinated to the moderate liberal establishment in the United States. Plummer follows the
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work of Penny Von Eschen and Carol Anderson, but what is new here is that she aims to
resituate the civil rights and black power movements as terms of global decolonization rather
than American desegregation. This means that the struggles of black peoples around the world
spoke to, answered, and affected each other, and that these multiple struggles had consequences
for the avenues opened and closed to black Americans. Rather than simply demanding the
recognition of interchanges between African American and African freedom fighters, Plummer
pushes for the inclusion of a multiplicity of black and other voices from the United States,
Africa, and the wider diaspora. She explains that historians of Black Power have made
“sweeping assertions for the sameness of black activism,” but “nuanced views of black political
and cultural activity in the 1960s and 1970s are moving to the fore.”>> Plummer includes an
exceptionally broad range of activists from conservative to radical and accommodationist to
separatist. Their voices as well as the voices of mainstream journalists will be part of this

dissertation.

Sources

In order to move beyond historical and media studies that consider only mainstream or
elite media representations of newly independent Africa for American consumers of news during
the Cold War and the global Sixties, this study engages with publications with large and small
audiences; liberal as well as radical perspectives; and experts on Africa and journalists without a
background in the continent. Through the inclusion of publications of the African American
press, my dissertation seeks to add to the conversation begun by Plummer, James Meriwether,
Von Eschen, and other scholars who examine the stake African American print media claimed in

the discourse about Africa.’® Likewise, the inclusion of New Left and other radical publications
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points not only to the broadening of Africa coverage but also to the emergence of critical stances

toward U.S. Africa policy in the turbulent Sixties.

Argument

Through news reporting and human-interest stories, popular media, images, and
literature, the American public, including those who would seek to influence U.S. foreign policy,
came to know independent Africa. Depictions, particularly in print news media, have been
shown to have social and political consequences.’’ For Africa, from the time of the Atlantic slave
trade through the twentieth century, these depictions have most often come from Western
journalists, expats, advocates, and writers rather than from African sources. This lack of access
to global discursive space has enabled American interventions in Africa to be more palatable and
even seemingly necessary. For example, following his June 30, 1960 independence speech, no
international publication printed an interview with Patrice Lumumba, Congo’s first Prime
Minister. He was silenced outside his country, which limited the range of possibilities for U.S.
policy toward the Congo.”® As has been established by several media scholars, the relationship
between the media and public policy as well foreign affairs can have profound effects on the
course of history.”

Although several scholars have explored U.S. foreign reporting, coverage of Africa is
almost completely omitted from the story. Additionally, media studies have tended to rely on a
narrow range of sources. The large volume Journalism’s Roving Eye: A History of American
Foreign Reporting by John Maxwell Hamilton criticizes previous studies of foreign
correspondence for their reliance on elite media. “Scholarly article after scholarly article carries a

title along the lines of ‘New York Times and Network TV News Coverage of Foreign Disasters’
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and ‘Foreign News in Four U.S. Elite Dailies: Some Comparisons.””®® He admits that while elite
media typically have the best foreign news coverage, the approach has limitations if we are
interested in learning what the broad public could ascertain from the press about the wider world.
After all, few Americans read The New York Times.

Previous Africa-centered analyses of U.S. media coverage, such as Hawk’s Africa’s
Media Image, display an overwhelming interest in South Africa, or confine themselves to elite
media sources. While the new volume Afiica’s Media Image in the 21°" Century examines
contemporary coverage, it does not recover voices from the historical past. Nevertheless,
American writers who considered Africa outside of the typical narrative of mainstream and elite
media were active during the independence era, and they broadened the discussion of the
possibilities of policy. It was these reporters and editors who worked to crack open the discursive
space to make new representations imaginable.

A historical project, this study listens to the disparate voices in U.S. print media outlets
during the long global Sixties and reintegrates them into the narrative of independence in West

Africa and the American response to this dramatic change in the global order.

Plan of Dissertation

Chapter One, “Votez ‘Non,’” focuses on the independence of Guinea, which was
achieved when Charles de Gaulle reentered French political life to create a new constitution and
granted territories throughout the French Union the choice of closer association or outright
independence. Otherwise an overwhelming success, de Gaulle’s 1958 constitution and offer of
membership in the new French Community did not pass muster in Guinea, where the nationalist

leader Ahmed Sékou Touré compared the proposed “new” relationship to a horse and rider and
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predicted Guinea would be the horse. In the months leading up to and following the referendum
vote, U.S. media featured coverage of both Touré and de Gaulle, typically depicting these figures
in contrasting ways. The mainstream news magazine 7/ME used Tour¢ to represent independent
Africa’s potential for failure by characterizing him as dictatorial, backward, naive, and prone to
communism. An accusation of communism was a simple and oft-used way to demonize an
African leader during the Cold War. However, the images of Touré in an African American
media outlet such as Chicago Daily Defender reveal hope for Africa’s future that is couched in
civil rights language and ideas of freedom. The French general and war hero de Gaulle might
have been considered a savior of France in the mainstream 7/MFE magazine, but by contrast, he
served as a symbol of colonialism and oppression in the Defender.

In Chapter Two, the “danse macabre” of the Congo crisis is examined through reportage
of the death of the country’s first Prime Minister Patrice Lumumba, which occurred in January
1961, just six months after the Congo’s independence. While U.S. print media coverage of the
crisis often employed a reductionist view of actors and events and viewed this African struggle
through the lens of the Cold War, examining media professing a range political orientations
creates a kaleidoscope of images. Moving politically from right to left, this chapter reviews
articles from Foreign Affairs, The New Republic, Monthly Review, and Political Affairs. Even as
Lumumba’s death was met with relief in coverage that focused on non-aligned nations in the
Cold War battle, the Congo’s struggle against colonialism and neocolonialism came to the fore
when the East-West dichotomy ceased to be the determining factor. In that case, Lumumba’s
death became the assassination of a legitimate leader of a sovereign nation.

Chapter Three’s stories of “African Success, Failure, and Famine” recount the Biafra War

or Nigerian Civil War from 1967 to 1970. Resulting from two coups, pogroms, and the secession
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of the Eastern Region known as Biafra, the war led to a significant humanitarian crisis. As
Biafrans, particularly children, starved from food shortages when the Nigerian federal
government blockaded what its leader Yakubu Gowon saw as rebel territory, U.S. media outlets
conveyed images of malnourished babies, reports of suffering Biafrans, and stories of heroic,
often Catholic, aid workers. While political and military reportage earned column inches, the
Biafran famine secured more. The U.S. government’s refusal to intervene in an “internal crisis,”
in reality a show of support for the British government’s backing of the Nigerian government,
opened a rift between humanitarian and political concerns. Americans could send food and
medical supplies to the starving masses without advocating independence for Biafra. In order to
track the simultaneous circulation of political and the humanitarian coverage about the Nigeria-
Biafra War, I will discuss essays from Foreign Affairs and The New Yorker, a magazine of
“reporting and commentary.”

Chapter Four takes the liberation of Guinea-Bissau as its subject, as told through media
coverage of the “Gentle Rebel,” Amilcar Cabral. He was the founder of the PAIGC, the
organization that fought for the independence of Guinea-Bissau and Cape Verde from Portugal.
From 1963 until 1974, the PAIGC engaged in guerrilla warfare, winning popular support and
taking territory step by step from a colonial army that refused to negotiate a settlement to a war it
could not win. While Guinea-Bissau was poor and underdeveloped, Portugal’s southern African
colonies Angola and Mozambique possessed significant natural resources. Portugal was
unwilling to leave Guinea-Bissau and Cape Verde for fear of the domino effect on its richer
colonies. The PAIGC'’s fight, taking place during the Vietnam War, led the U.S. media to draw
parallels, but the U.S. government refused to abandon its NATO ally. Nevertheless, even

mainstream U.S. media coverage depicted Cabral in a positive manner and conceded the justness
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of his cause. For Cabral, independence was not the final goal; colonial society had to be remade
in a revolution as well. Drawing from Marxist theory, but always insisting on localizing
revolution, he proposed a truly democratic society and equal representation for women. Radical
U.S. media outlets, the number of which had risen considerably by the end of the Sixties, treated
seriously Cabral’s innovative ideas. Assassinated in January 1973, Cabral did not live to see
independence. This final chapter closes my study with a look at Cabral’s character and politics,
which were celebrated in the New Left magazine Ramparts, the African American journal
Freedomways, and the Atlanta underground newspaper The Great Speckled Bird. Even though
U.S. coverage continued to focus on leaders, the attention to Cabral, an intellectual and a
revolutionary of Africa and the Third World, suggests how much America and Africa had

changed over the course of the turbulent Sixties.
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2 “VOTEZ ‘NON’” — HOW THE MEDIA PORTRAYED A FACE OFF BETWEEN
THE GENERAL AND THE ELEPHANT OVER GUINEA’S VOTE IN THE
FRENCH COMMUNITY, 1958
Future texts will hardly be able to ignore the man of whom the jigging, clapping Guineans

sing: Everybody loves Sékou Touré. Independence is sweet; Nothing is more beautiful than
to be independent chez soi. Sékou Touré! Vive Sékou Touré, our clairvoyant chief!®'

The year following Ghana’s independence brought an important vote to the French
Union. In an attempt to resuscitate France’s imperial glory and rescue a country in crisis, Prime
Minister Charles de Gaulle developed a new constitution that would inaugurate France’s Fifth
Republic. Included in this constitution was the stipulation that overseas territories could become
members in the new French Community of free states, or by voting against the September
Referendum, would gain immediate independence. When voters went to the polls on September
28, 1958, Guinea stood alone throughout the Union with a “No” vote. The drama that unfolded
leading up to the vote as well as the clash between de Gaulle and Guinean leader Ahmed Sékou
Touré provided fascinating copy for American readers. With de Gaulle earning TIME
magazine’s cover as “Man of the Year” on January 5, 1959, and Sékou Touré taking the cover
just one month later, impressions of these leaders reached into the homes and minds of American
readers.®® This chapter will illustrate how the US print media used dichotomous reportage of
these leaders to show the divergences between the two countries, as each leader’s personality
became a stand-in for the spirit of his people and nation, and in Touré’s case, for Africa in
general. This chapter will provide an in-depth comparison of coverage of Sékou Touré and de
Gaulle in TIME and the Chicago Defender during 1958 and 1959. Examining inclusions from

both a mainstream and an African-American publication offers an impression of the competing
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narratives surrounding the character of Sékou Touré, which elucidates ideas about independent
Africa’s potential for success and failure.
2.1 Dueling Myths

Maverick, dictator, hero, tyrant, Guinea’s first leader after independence, Sékou Touré
has often been characterized as having made in isolation Guinea’s decision to reject the French
Community. Guinea’s popular decision has been depicted as Sékou Touré’s “no” vote. However,
more recent scholarship has shown that Sékou Touré¢ followed the will of the Guinean people,
who through mass mobilization, convinced him to stand firmly against Charles de Gaulle’s offer
of association and choose complete independence.®® In order to accurately examine the media
coverage of Sékou Tour¢ at the time of Guinea’s independence, it is necessary to forget the 26
years that followed that led Charles Sorry to compare him to Hitler and compare his pretended
love for the people was like that of a paranoid tyrant for his prisoner.®* As Moustapha Diop
advises, “il importe de distinguer deux périodes principales: I’avant et I’aprés 1958.”%

Born in 1922 in Faranah in central Guinea to a butcher father and a mother whose lineage
connected to Samori Touré, the 19th-century leader of resistance to French colonialism, Sékou
Tour¢ attended koranic and primary school there. Following the regional school in nearby
Kissidougou, he earned a primary certificate in Conakry. He was later expelled from the Georges
Poiret technical school, but completed correspondence courses to finally become an accountant.
By 1945, Sékou Touré began to emerge politically when he created the first union in Guinea; he
later became the secretary general of I’Union des syndicats confédérés. In 1946, Sékou Touré
participated in the Congres Constitutif du RDA (Rassemblement Démocratique Africain, the
founding event of the inter-territorial alliance of political parties, which had been organized by

Félix Houphouét-Boigny of Cote d’Ivoire and Modibo Keita of Mali) in Bamako. The early
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RDA had links to the French Communist Party, which was the only political party present in
Bamako during the conference, but it broke those ties five years later. In 1950, the Guinean RDA
took the name Parti Démocratique de Guinée (PDG), and Sékou Touré became its second
secretary general.

Even before his appointment to the PDG, Sékou Touré organized strikes in Guinea, one
of which landed him in prison. In 1953, he spearheaded a two-month general strike to enact a
labor code for the French territories. The mounting importance of the PDG led to Sékou Touré’s
election as territorial advisor in 1953 and mayor of Conakry in 1955, titles he held concurrently
with several others.®® Within the Afrique-Occidentale Francaise, he continued to grow in fame.
In 1956, on his third attempt, Sékou Touré was elected a deputy to the National Assembly. As a
deputy, he pushed for equality within the French Union, for example, on March 22, 1956 he
proposed equal pay for functionaries in the territories and those in the metropole. He took part in
the debates over the loi-cadre colonial reform in 1957, which he condemned for attempting to
prevent African unity through the breakup of the federations and reorganization of the French
West Africa and French Equatorial Africa. However, it was the passing of the loi-cadre, which
necessitated new elections and saw Sékou Touré secure the position of vice-president of the
government council of Guinea; at this time, the PDG, Sékou Touré’s party, earned the clear
majority of seats.®’

Interestingly, Sékou Touré voted in favor of the proposition to revise the French
Constitution on May 27, 1958 but abstained from the June 1 vote to approve Charles de Gaulle
and his new cabinet.®® Nevertheless, de Gaulle won the election of June 1 with 329 votes in favor

and 224 against.*’
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Concerning the future of French West Africa’s status and relationship with France, Sékou
Tour¢ clashed with Houphouét-Boigny, leader of the RDA, who favored federation. On the other
side were proponents of confederation including Senegal’s Léopold Senghor. According to
Saloum Dakté, Sékou Touré was so sure of his national popularity in Guinea that he was willing
to oppose someone as powerful as Houphouét-Boigny.”’ However, according to Elizabeth
Schmidet, in addition to conflict between Sékou Touré and Houphouét-Boigny, there was internal
conflict between Guinean party leaders and the Guinean people leading to “fissures in the
nationalist movement.””' Thus, despite his post-independence myth, in early 1958, Sékou Touré
was not yet the all-powerful leader he would become. Furthermore, Sékou Touré came late to the
push for independence (and the “no” vote, as we will see), focusing instead on the idea of
compromise with the colonial government. Abdoulaye Diallo has attempted to deconstruct the
myth of Sékou Touré and found that in a January 5, 1956 speech congratulating his party
followers on the recent successful elections, he spoke to an audience of 15,000 about his desire
to collaborate sincerely with the French whom he stated loved Africans and understood the
interests of Africa.”

Sékou Touré catapulted to international fame during de Gaulle’s visit to Guinea. As part
of his Africa campaign to promote his new Constitution on which the full electorate could vote in
the form of a referendum, de Gaulle visited Conakry on August 25, which proved to be a
defining moment for Sékou Touré. The two speeches by two charismatic figures presented two
different conceptions of nationalism and history. While dialogue could have been possible, the
character of each man came into play to prevent agreement on either side. The myth of Sékou
Touré as the champion of the African cause was born on that day.” “Depuis le 25 aofit

I’ Assemblée territoriale des Conakry, 1’animosité entre ces deux fortes personnalités déteint sur
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les relations franco-guinéennes.””* Although de Gaulle made overtures to the Guinean people,
Sékou Touré spoke strongly against joining a French Community where Guinea would be the
horse and France the rider. On this day, Sékou Touré made his famous statement: Nous préférons
la liberté dans la pauvreté a la richesse dans [’esclavage (We prefer poverty in freedom to riches
in slavery).

The general against whom Sékou Touré railed boasted a much greater international status
than did the Guinean leader. Timelines of Charles de Gaulle, tend to highlight specific, pivotal
events, only strengthening his mythological stature. De Gaulle’s image in the public mind has
been defined by his war heroism as a captain in World War I; his June 18, 1940 radio broadcast
urging French resistance to Germany; the triumphal re-entering of Paris in 1944; abdication in
1946 when the Fourth Republic constitution would not be written according to his design;
another re-entry, this time to politics when France-in-crisis begged him to assume the helm in
1958; and finally, the massive strike of May 1968, which led to his eventual second abdication
the following year. His policy of grandeur and belief in French importance and singularity is
well known. Thus, by the time of the 1958 referendum vote, de Gaulle would have been
recognized among U.S. print media audiences, and most readers would have already formed
some type of opinion about him, particularly in regard to his World War II leadership and
frequent contention with American leaders. De Gaulle was a “providential figure” who would
appear and reappear “at moments of despair in national history.””

Born in Paris in 1890 to a family of six children, de Gaulle demanded to act as King of
France during play even as a child.”® With a lineage that included royalty by way of noblesse de
robe, by de Gaulle’s generation, the family had fallen on harder financial times. His

schoolteacher father taught him history, and even in early writings, the future general showed a
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penchant for military strategy, leadership, and fervent ambition. As did Napoléon, de Gaulle
“undertook to transcend his own origins ... he sought to create his own elite.”’” Embarking on
this path wholeheartedly, de Gaulle attended St. Cyr, a French military academy, and later began
World War I as a captain. His capture during combat earned him the Legion of Honor, and he
published his first book in 1924, La discorde chez [’ennemi (The Enemy’s Dissensions).
Marrying a traditional French wife in 1922, de Gaulle presided over a family of three children.
He served under Marshal Philippe Pétain, who then held the highest position in the French
military.” Under the direction of Pétain, de Gaulle began the book that became France and Its
Army, and although Pétain aspired to take credit for the book, de Gaulle opposed him, later
publishing the book with a reference to Pétain’s assistance in the forward. “The affair of the
book foreshadowed the cataclysmic dispute that was to erupt between the two in June 1940.””
Throughout the 1930s, de Gaulle proposed military strategy, advising that France develop a
professional army and mechanized force. Although French military leaders lacked interest in his
ideas — even finding them anti-republican — he saw that precisely these strategies were being
implemented by Germany.

During the interwar period and World War II, de Gaulle strove to make his ideas heard
and accepted. He had “earned a reputation in military circles as a maverick with a tinge of
insubordination ... If de Gaulle did not see himself as the key player, he saw himself as one of
the key players in the momentous events to come.”* Following the German invasion of France
and the institution of the Vichy government led by Pétain, de Gaulle established the Free France
movement from London, gained the trust of Winston Churchill and led the Resistance, altering
his status from maverick to France’s savior, a position he had seen himself occupying all along.

Although little known outside military circles before 1940, de Gaulle became recognized by the
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Allies as the “legitimate representative of the French people” as his “Free French movement
gradually established its leadership over the French Resistance.”' At this time, De Gaulle
identified himself with France itself “as a way of constituting a new legitimacy for his weakened
and demoralized people. This legitimacy, which de Gaulle claimed to represent, was based on
honor, duty, and a greatness (grandeur), and not on legal norms, which at the time were deficient
and had to be changed.”® From London, he claimed leadership of France beginning June 18,
1940 when he made his celebrated radio announcement urging France not to capitulate. In
retaliation, the Vichy government found his claim illegitimate, and he was ordered to return to
France, which he did not, leading him to be sentenced in absentia to prison and later death.

Returning to France in August 1944, after liberation, de Gaulle, and therefore France,
was triumphant. “[On] August 26, 1944, in another symbolic gesture of great meaning at the
time and in the future, de Gaulle was able to create an ‘irresistible national movement’ in his
favor, symbolized by a procession down the avenue des Champs-Elysées with himself at the
head.”™ Staying a short time at the helm of the provisional post-war regime, de Gaulle resigned
on January 20, 1946 due to the move of the nation toward a government with a Parliament
stronger than the executive branch. “It was only in May 1958, in the wake of the crisis provoked
by the brutal and fratricidal colonial war in Algeria, that the General was able to return to power
to implement his vision of a presidential republic.”®

De Gaulle had retired to Colombey-les-Deux-Eglises to work on his three-volume War
Memoirs when he was called back into service as the Algerian War of Independence threatened
to tear France apart. The National Assembly elected him 329-224, and in addition to gaining full
head of state power for six months, de Gaulle was authorized to draft a new constitution that

would be ratified by referendum. In order for this power to be put in de Gaulle’s hands, Article
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90 of the Constitution of the Fourth Republic had to be amended. De Gaulle’s drafted
constitution “was presented to and approved by the voters in a referendum on September 28,
1958, without having been discussed and voted by the National Assembly.*

Historian Sudhir Hazareesingh seeks to analyze the legend of de Gaulle, who in one
person became “liberator, founding father, educator, protector and martyr.”*® Although de Gaulle
was unquestionably “one of the towering figures of twentieth-century world politics,” he “did not
have many admirers in the United States.”®’ In fact, according to Hazareesingh, FDR accused de
Gaulle of having a Joan of Arc complex. Certainly, he had imagined himself as the savior of
France from his early days.

“During the first quarter of a century after World War II, no West European political
leader — not even Konrad Adenauer — could rival the international stature of Charles de
Gaulle.”® Upon returning to power in 1958, the General’s main aim was to return France to a
position of importance on the world stage through a policy of grandeur. Mark Kramer explains
that de Gaulle was “synonymous not only with the policy of grandeur but with the French state

itself.”®

His desire for French “power status” notwithstanding, de Gaulle secured the presidency
at a moment of crisis in France, indeed that was the reason the French coaxed him back. One of
the issues facing de Gaulle, according to Kramer was “the debilitating impact of World War II
on European colonial empires and the growing pressure for decolonization.”® In the same way
that the Algerian War had been raging for several years when de Gaulle took office in 1958, the
wave of decolonization had begun in Sub-Saharan Africa, and he would be forced to work
through the movement.

Guia Migani explains, “When Charles de Gaulle returned to power in June 1958, French

authority in the colonies was in crisis.”’' By that time, France had withdrawn from Indochina,
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the Algerian War had begun, Tunisia and Morocco had become independent, and the former
British colony Gold Coast had gained independence in 1957. Although Migani, like Frederick
Cooper, notes that many Sub-Saharan African leaders were interested in equal status more than
independence during the 1950s, it had become obvious that Paris needed to “take initiatives in
order to increase the power of the African leaders.”” Nevertheless, maintaining the hope of
preserving 1’ Algérie Frangaise, “the French government could not negotiate independence with
the African territories and, in the same, fight to preserve Algeria as a French department.” This
situation affected how de Gaulle would deal with the overseas territories in the new constitution,
as the French Community enabled Paris to reaffirm its authority, while preparing the African
territories to run their own territory in the future.”*® In the end, the potential for future
independence did not prove sufficient for Guinea, the only territory to reject de Gaulle’s
constitution.

Though history witnessed Sékou Touré’s reign lasting for nearly 30 years, in 1958, he was
something of an upstart. American readers of TIME or even the Chicago Defender would likely
have been unfamiliar with the Guinean leader, and the coverage at that time served in part to
introduce him to the American public.”* By contrast, Charles de Gaulle would have been well
known or recognized by most readers. His World War Il fame, America’s friendship with and
interest in France, and de Gaulle’s exciting return to power in May 1958 to solve the Algerian
crisis would have made him a household name.” It is vital to review U.S. print media coverage
of these two figures through the lens of 1958: de Gaulle’s myth had already been established,

while Sékou Touré’s lay in the future.
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2.2 The Politics of French West Africa

When the Fourth French Republic came to power in 1946, it revised the status of the
French colonies, creating the Union Frangaise and setting up Federations of Territoires
d’outremer (TOM). The two Federations comprised Mauritania, Senegal, Sudan, Guinea, Ivory
Coast, Upper Volta and Dahomey as the West African Federation and Congo, Gabon, Chad, and
Central African Republic as the Equatorial Federation. While Madagascar did not belong to
either Federation, Togo and Cameroon were U.N. mandated territories.”® Additional power was
given to the territorial governments with the passing of the Loi-cadre Deffere in 1956, which
implemented universal suffrage in the territories and transferred certain capacities to the
territorial governments. Saloum Dakté describes the loi-cadre as working as a “political bunker”
that responded imperfectly to the desire for independence and equality in the overseas
territories.”” At the time, most French West African leaders opposed the law, and Senegal’s
Senghor claimed it Balkanized the territories because it restructured the previously larger
territorial regions into smaller units.

With de Gaulle’s return to power in June 1958 and his National Assembly-given ability
to draft a new constitution for France, events moved quickly throughout the summer. While it
did not demand immediate independence, the RDA presented to de Gaulle a document seeking
the ability of territories to choose independence by electoral vote in the future.”® Although this
document was presented by Sékou Touré on behalf of the RDA on August 5, it showed the
incontestable political supremacy of Cote d’Ivoire’s Houphouét-Boigny. On August 19, de
Gaulle added an amendment to the Constitution to give the territories the possibility of reaching
independent State status in the future. Nevertheless, he warned committee ““Mais on ne peut

concevoir une territoire indépendant et une France qui continuerait de 1’aider. Le Gouvernement
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tirera les conséquences, économiques ou autres, qui comporterait la manifestation, d’une telle
volonté.”” By August 20, de Gaulle embarked on a tour of the African territories in order to
rally support for his constitution and the French Community, arriving in Guinea on August 25.'

De Gaulle intended the French Community to serve as a solution to the Algerian
problem, as he promoted the concept of “association,” according to Michel Winock.'"! In a
footnote, Winock mentions that de Gaulle’s August 25 speech at Conakry showed that inclusion
in the in the French Community would be voluntary, in part because this was how he already
imagined the future relationship between France and Algeria.'”* The new constitution was
presented to the French people, including those in the territories, on September 4. Although it
would be rejected by Guinea, the Constitution earned nearly 80 percent approval from the French
electorate and led to de Gaulle’s election as president on December 21, 1958.'%

During the first half of September, Sékou Touré¢, as a leader in Guinea, had not yet come
out with a definitive answer for France, however, pressure from grassroots organizations in
Guinea fully leaned toward rejecting de Gaulle’s offer of Community. At this time, Sé¢kou Touré
met with university students in Paris who were critical of de Gaulle’s constitution, and the
student organization FEANF sent representatives to sway Sékou Touré toward the “no” vote. In
early September, the Guinean PRA (Parti de Regroupement Africain) and women and youth
wings of the RDA asked for Sékou Touré to oppose the constitution. In fact, the UGTAN (Union
Générale des Travailleurs d’ Afrique Noire) board of directors had advocated a “no” vote on
August 27.

By mid-month, all RDA branches other than Guinea and Senegal had sanctioned the

constitution. Sékou Touré had awaited the final version of the constitution before deciding. On

September 14, 680 Guinean RDA delegates met to determine through a vote, the party’s final
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decision. According to Schmidt, Sékou Touré had not yet taken a final stance, but he worried
that if he voted in favor of the constitution, his party would remove him and replace him with
Koumandian Kéita. “Thus, it was not until September 14, two weeks before the referendum, that
Sékou Touré came out definitively for a “No’ vote.”'*

During a speech that day covered by Agence France-Presse, Sékou Touré publicly and
emphatically stated that he would not join a community that would be French instead of
multinational. The Guinean RDA officially broke from the larger organization, and by
September 16, the Guinean RDA and PRA united behind the “no” vote, however, expecting
collaboration with France as an independent country.

In response to the September 14 announcement, France almost immediately began
treating Guinea “like a hostile territory.”'®> Vacationing teachers were not allowed to return to
Guinea and the governor planned for evacuation. The referendum vote on September 28 heavily
favored independence with 1,136,324 votes (95.22%) against the Constitution and only 56,981
votes (4.78%) in favor. With the referendum results in on September 29, Guinea stood alone
among French territories in its refusal of de Gaulle’s offer of community, and de Gaulle made
good on his August 25 threat of consequences should Guinea choose independence. French
technical and administrative personnel were commanded to destroy archival material and leave
the country. France suspended aid to Guinea and canceled the Konkouré River dam project.
France pulled out its infrastructure so completely that phone lines, medicines, and even plates
were destroyed or removed. The actions of France stimulated “chaos in the economic and
administrative sectors of Guinea.”'*®

On October 2, 1958, Guinea held its official independence day ceremony. Not a single

representative of France attended. Although Sékou Touré continued to make overtures toward de
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Gaulle and the French government, he remained unsuccessful in brokering friendship. While
Ghana and Liberia quickly recognized Guinea, the United States hesitated, instead following
France’s lead. Then de Gualle’s government went further than rejection. As Schmidt asserted,
“Determined to destroy the man he could not seduce, de Gaulle ordered the French secret
services to bring down Sékou Touré’s government,” and thus began twenty years of plots to
overthrow it.'"’

Sékou Touré did not falter and looked elsewhere for support. With a November visit to
Ghana, he and Nkrumah formed the Union of Guinea-Ghana. By December 9, Iraq and Japan
presented Guinea’s candidacy for the United Nations, to which it was admitted on December 13.
It was not until January 2, 1960 that France finally conferred diplomatic recognition on Guinea,
and by that time, it had become apparent that the remainder of former French West Africa would
soon follow in Guinea’s independence footsteps.

Although the story of Guinea’s “No” vote has often been told as one of a faceoff between
Charles de Gaulle and Sékou Touré, the situation was more complex, and followed many years
of events leading up to the Sept. 28 referendum vote. Scholars fall into three camps from which
to view the political situation in Guinea in 1958. Some, particularly those writing from Guinea
during Sékou Touré’s rule, tout him as the “Man of 1958” who it might seem was the only
Guinean voting on September 28. Much U.S. media coverage follows this pattern, focusing
solely on Touré. Another line of scholarship from historians including work from Sikhe Camara
and El Hadj Saloum Diakite, assert that Sékou Tour¢ led his people toward the “no” vote, but the
masses did follow him on the journey toward independence. More recent studies, such as those
by Elizabeth Schmidt and Abdoulaye Diallo, put forth the idea that the desire to break from

France spouted from the people of Guinea who moved a hesitant, undecided, and sometimes
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accommodationist Sékou Tour¢ to take up their cause. According to Abdoulaye Diallo, the first
historigraphic work of 1958 was Sidiki Kob¢lé Keita’s Ahmed Sékou Touré: L’ homme du 28
septembre 1958. This exculpatory work was published in 1977, while Sékou Tour¢ held office,
by a professor at the Institut Polytechnique de Conakry. This work poses Sékou Touré and the
PDG as the only authors of the “No” vote. Admirers Lasiné Kabe and Sylvain Soriba Camara
offer the same interpretation. These African scholars who clearly disapprove of Sékou Touré
nonetheless cite him as the driving factor of the “no” vote and Guinean independence. Likewise,
many Western scholars have followed the same pattern.'®®

Charles Sorry’s work from 2000 details the evolution of Sékou Touré from a hero of his
people — an angel — to a demon. Despite his acrimony towards the leader, Sorry does not hesitate
to view him as all-powerful, even stating, Sékou Touré “s’¢élevait aussi au pouvoir, tel ce soleil-
1a, avec toute las force de la confiance du people investie en sa personne.”'* Rather than noting
the cohesion between Sékou Touré and the people’s movements, Sorry traces the disappearance
of the JRDA, CNTG, and URFG (youth, workers and women’s movements), which were
subsumed by the larger political organization, the PDG. Even while claiming for Sé¢kou Touré
such intense authority, Sorry diminishes his value at independence by stating that Sékou Touré
was able to unify diverging trends, although those trends only differed in their claims, but not in
their opposition to colonialism. In fact, the people of Guinea had already felt the injustice of
colonialism by the time Sékou Touré rose to notoriety. Nevertheless, he holds the honor of
bringing the naturally revolutionary people to independence. For Sorry, Sékou Touré’s success
stemmed from his charm, elegance, and abilities as an orator. Propelled by events, he became a
celebrated man and a model of the African political man. “En Afrique et ailleurs, Sékou Touré

était un symbole de la lutte anticolonialiste.”' '



37

While Ibrahima Baba Kaké’s Sékou Touré: le héros et le tyran was published a few years
after Touré’s death and seeks to offer a complete biography of the leader, for better or worse, the
author nonetheless states grandly, “Sékou Tour¢ ayant fait voter ‘non’ au référendum du 28
spetembre, il ne reste plus qu’a proclamer la République. »''! In this statement, we see Sékou
Tour¢ acting alone, first voting against de Gaulle’s constitution, then proclaiming the nation. He
i1s George Washington, both freedom fighter and father of the country.

Maurice Jeanjean’s Sékou Touré: un totalitarisme africain places full authority with the
figure of Sékou Touré, beginning as early as August 29 when Jeanjean states the leader felt it
necessary to justify his choice to vote against the referendum to the PDG activists, Guinean
citizens, and the French economic leaders. Thus, Sékou Touré developed language delineating
France and de Gaulle’s government. Sékou Touré explained that Guinea would always say “yes”
to France, but would have to say “no” to a constitution that made slaves of the people.''?
Jeanjean seems to blame Sékou Tour¢ for losing the friendship of France, and states that even
before August 25, the Guinean leader had already decided to vote “no,” but he wanted to shift
the responsibility to de Gaulle for provoking him.

Even Guia Migani simplifies Guinea’s no vote thus:
Apart from Guinea, all the African territories voted for the new Constitution. For reasons
of political prestige, Sekou Tour¢, the leader of Guinea, chose independence. As a member
of the Rassemblement Démocratique Africain, an African party, he wanted to assert
himself as the advocate of independence against the party chairman, Felix Houphouét-
Boigny, the leader of Ivory Coast, who supported the Community. Furthermore, Touré
thought that de Gaulle’s threat to cut aid was a bluff.'"?
In Migani’s account, Sékou Tour¢ stands up not to de Gaulle, but to Houphouét-Boigny, and was
prompted by his ego rather than the will of the people.

For El Hadji Saloum Diakité, the story of the September 28 vote began on June 3 when

de Gaulle presented the first iteration of the new constitution. What followed was a period of
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negotiation during which Sékou Touré opposed the constitution as written and saw the shift as
leading to eventual independence, but was not forcefully declining participation or campaigning
in Guinea for his people to vote against it. There was a period of diplomacy during which
leaders, mostly led by either Senghor or Houphouét-Boigny sought adjustments to the
constitution inline with their overarching goals. De Gaulle engineered to keep the territories
happy by allowing for various types of alliances in the new constitution. Thus, most leaders,
other than Sékou Touré¢ and Bakary Djibo of Niger worked to bring their citizens to a positive
vote. Disappointed by the provisions of the constitution, Sékou Touré did not support it, stating,
“‘Une communauté qui n’est que I’Union frangaise rebaptisée, c¢’est a dire las vielle marchandise
dont on a changg 1’étiquette. Nous voterons « non » a 1’inégalité, nous voterons « non » a
I’irresponsabilité.””!"* During de Gaulle’s August 25 visit, just a month prior to the referendum
vote, Sékou Touré continued trying to convince France to modify the proposed constitution;
otherwise Guinea would vote “no.”" ">

Diakité, too describes the August through September situation in Guinea as one in which
Sékou Tour¢ influenced the people, not the other way around. He asserts that during the August
25 visit, de Gaulle underestimated the situation in Guinea, and his words proved too mild to
ameliorate the public opinion, and it seemed that de Gaulle’s advisors expected the population to
vote in favor of the referendum despite the strong words presented by Sékou Touré, demanding
adjustments. Thus, de Gaulle understood too late, the political influence of the Guinean leader.'"®
Diakité describes the PDG and Guineans as being “married” to Sékou Touré. The “no” vote was
a political victory that was the result of both a long-term policy that strengthened the unity of
action and the cohesion of Guineans. Diakité does mention that outside the PDG, other political

organizations including the Bloc africain de guinée (BAG) and the Démocratie socialiste de
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guinée (DSG) also favored the “no” vote, but their audience was limited. Despite the fact that
some moderate RDA members tried to convince Sékou Touré¢ against the “no” vote, with
“discipline” and “fervor,” 95% of the population of Guinea rejected the submitted constitution,
and with their massive “no,” ended 60 years of colonialism.'"” Through the inclusion of the word
“discipline,” Diakité shows that the people followed the authority of Sékou Touré, who led them
to reject the constitution. At the same time, by explaining that they voted against the constitution
that was submitted to them (“le projet constitutionnel qui leur est soumis”), Diakité puts the fault
squarely on de Gaulle who refused to amend the constitution in the manner demanded by Sékou
Touré.

The citizenry of Guinea figure into the Guinean independence retelling in teleological
works written during the years of S€kou Touré’s administration, but they are simply the
background to the march led by the Guinean RDA. In Alpha Diawara’s Guinée. la marche du
people, the RDA’s purpose since its formation was to form a unified front. In Guinea, the PDG
took up this cause, and included active participation from trade unions, youth, and grassroots
activists. If Sékou Touré does not receive all of the credit, the party does. When France presented
the referendum, only Guinea escaped this latest colonial plot, and it was thanks to the PDG,
which had a genuine influence over the population.''®

Likewise, Sikhe Camara’s La Guinée vers le socialisme details the straight path Guinea
toward socialism, here more directly under the guidance of Sékou Touré. According to Camara,
the separation from France was actually definite as early as June 1, 1958, and it was the leader of
the RDA, Sékou Touré, who would be the bearer for not only the activists of the RDA, but for
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the masses of Guinea who were all onboard for the journey with the PDG. "~ Once the

referendum had been presented,
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le Camarade Ahmed Sékou Tour¢, avait tout naturellement et bien vite compris que la
meilleure méthode était en fait de conditionner et mobiliser ses populations déja
conscientes ... Dé¢s lors, il anima intensément toutes plateforms politiques des
organisations de travailleurs, des femmes et des jeunes sur les plans africain, francais et
international, car sa force maitresse véritable était celle de son Peuple déja unanime
derriére lui.'*
When Guineans voted on September 28, they were carried by Sékou Touré’s influence, and he
had spared no effort in working to convince his peers to vote “no” as well.

More recently, scholars including Elizabeth Schmidt have taken a holistic approach to the
independence of Guinea. In Cold War and Decolonization in Guinea, Schmidt introduces the
topic of Guinea’s independence coming “through popular referendum” and does not mention
Sékou Touré until page three.'*! For Schmidt, the real story is the years of political mobilization
by grassroots militants.'*? She explains that rather than asserting his will on the people to whom
he was charismatic and all-powerful, “Sékou Touré was pushed to the Left by grassroots
militants, particularly trade unionists, students, women, and youth — not the other way
around.”'* Throughout September 1958, university students in Paris, women and youth, the
Guinean PRA and UGTAN came out in favor of a “no” vote and put pressure on Sékou Touré
and the Guinean RDA to do the same. Meanwhile, the Guinean RDA waited for the final
version of the constitution before passing judgment, and on September 14, Sékou Touré publicly
stated he would reject de Gaulle’s offer. For the next two weeks, Sékou Touré threw his
influence behind the no vote. For Sékou Touré as well as the various Guinean associations, at no
point, did the break from the community mean a break from relations with France, and both
looked forward to “frank and loyal collaboration between the two countries.”'**

Abdoulaye Diallo has also focused on deconstructing the aura surrounding Sékou Touré’s

role in the “no” vote. In his Sékou Touré : 1957-1961 : Mythes et réalités d'un héros, Diallo
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explains that the entire Guinean population played a vital role in Guinea’s rebuff of France’s
offer, particularly the students and teachers.'”> While Sékou Touré and the PDG maintained
ambiguous positions, only coming late to espousing the rejection of the constitution, it was the
participation of students and teachers, coupled with socio-economic factors that led Guinea to
independence. Previous scholarship has created a myth around the personality of Sékou Touré as
the sole or at least main cause of Guinea’s independence vote, but Diallo strives to highlight a
different image of Sékou Touré, that of a man who collaborated with the colonial administration,
thinking that it was too soon to question their domination, and of a leader hesitant to assert the
“no” vote even after students, teachers, and other political actors had done so without hesitation
long before.'* In fact, Sékou Touré’s turn to the “no” vote had much to do with de Gaulle’s
stubbornness and the gaullien and sékoutouréen egos.'*’

L ambiguité de son discours appelant a améliorer ce qui existe et non a I’indépendance

immédiate et sa prise de position tardive alors que la campagne estudiantine et de ses

adversaires politiques pour le ‘non’ battait son plein ne concourent pas a valider la thése
selon laquelle Sékou Touré est ’homme du 28 septembre. Par contre, la portée mondiale

de certains passages de son discours prononcé lors du passage improvisé de De Gaulle a

Conakry laisse plutdt penser qu’il est ¢ I’homme du 25 aott 1958.”'*

An earlier work by Lasiné Kaba, which was part of a contemporary African history
collection aimed toward a general audience, depicts the September 28 vote as the culmination of
“diverse aspirations and thoughts, the result of a profound realization to which social, religious
and cultural forces largely contributed.”'?’ For Kaba it is vital that the opposition to the PDG not
be omitted from the story. “Le succes du référendum n’incombe pas seulement au PDG-RDA
dont le role est incontestable, mais aussi, dans une grande mesure, aux organisations syndicales

et estudiantines et aux autres formations politiques. Les dirigeants de I’opposition et du BAG en

particulier ont su se comporter en opposants loyaux. »'*° In fact, the honor of independence
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belongs to all of the people of Guinea, not just /’homme de 28 septembre. It was the unity of the
parties and the social forces that obliged the PDG to adopt a more radical attitude."*' Despite the
reference to opposition and the role of unions and students, Kaba turns to focus on “le grandeur
de ces personnages tient a leur capacité d’exprimer les aspirations profondes de leurs peuples, de
s’identifier avec eux et de s’en faire la conscience vivant.” Thus, Sékou Touré and Charles de
Gaulle, whom Kaba calls a larger than life figure, the man of June 18 and « le symbole vivant de
I’espérance de la France,» became the emphasis of the Guinean independence story as told by the
U.S. press. 132
2.3 Coverage in TIME

Founded Founded by Henry R. Luce in 1923, TIME is a weekly news magazine with a
significant mainstream readership, and during the early years of decolonization remained under
the watchful eye of Luce. Known as the originator of the term the “American Century” for his
1941 article in Life, another of his publications, Luce encouraged the United States to forgo
isolationism and exert its political and economic influence globally.

Consider the 20™ Century. It is not only in the sense that we happen to live in it but ours

also because it is America’s first century as a dominant power in the world ... No narrow

definition can be given to American internationalism of the 20™ Century... As America

enters dynamically upon the world scene, we need most of all to seek and to bring forth a

vision of America as a world power which is authentically American and which can

inspire us to live and work and fight with vigor and enthusiasm.'*

Each week, TIME offered its readers a quick summary of news events at home and
around the world, but without the “myth” of objectivity, as mandated by Luce. “Asked once
why TIME did not present ‘two sides to a story,” Luce replied: ‘Are there not more likely to be

. . 134
three sides or 30 sides?’”!?

The week before Luce’s death in 1967, Time, Inc.’s four major
publications — TIME, Life, Fortune, and Sports lllustrated — including international editions,

boasted a combined total of 14,331,458 copies.'*” Luce’s obituary in TIME quoted Lyndon



43

Johnson who stated that Luce’s magazines ““are an authentic part of life in America.””"*® Led
during Luce’s lifetime by his personal zealous political agenda defined in the American Century,
and questions about how well TIMFE represented the whole of America notwithstanding, the
magazine’s circulation alone allows it to be considered as a paradigm of mainstream U.S. print
media in the mid-twentieth century.

With the ascent of Charles de Gaulle to the office of Prime Minister on June 1, 1958,
TIME provided almost weekly coverage of France and its foreign affairs, giving particular
attention to the Algerian War of Independence. In the August 11 “New Look for Government?,”
TIME announced that de Gaulle had given his drafted constitution to “a 39-man Constitutional
Consultative Committee'*’, and, in a characteristic touch, gave them precisely 20 days to consider
it.”'*® The article concentrates on the changes to government structure provided by the new
constitution, which showed “a profound determination to clip the wings of the negative and
vacillating National Assembly” and a double-headed executive featuring a “President elected for
seven years, and with powers greater in some respects than those of the President of the U.S.”'*
Alluding to de Gaulle’s arrogance again in the next issue, “Take it or Leave It describes de
Gaulle’s presentation of the constitution “with his customary lofty dignity,” but in this case
explains that with the constitution, de Gaulle needed to solve two problems — “the chaos of a
supreme but irresponsible Parliament, and the long struggle to find some permanent policy for
France’s colonies.”'** De Gaulle confidently assumed the overseas territories would approve his
plan, otherwise, “they must secede and suffer all the ‘risks and perils.””'*!
Following the discussion, “the Premier strode out of the Palais Royal, announced that he

would visit French West Africa and Madagascar to sell his program in person before the people

troop to the polls to vote yes or no next month.”'** The image of de Gaulle presented in the two
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articles is one of a kingly, arrogant leader, but also of a disciplining father figure who will make
the nation and territories swallow what is good for them.

As likely ratification of de Gaulle’s new constitution approached, 7IME turned from
coverage of France’s conflict with Algeria and the proposed layout of the Fifth Republic
government to focus on the future of French West Africa. With the referendum vote just over a
month away, the August 18, 1958 article “French West Africa” offered a preview of the tour de
Gaulle would embark on two days later. Attention turned to de Gaulle’s constitution and the
question of the successes, failures, modifications, and continuation of colonialism arose. Guinea
and Sékou Touré¢ figured highly in the article, Sékou Touré’s voice representing the danger of
France’s secession offer as opposed to the sensible Houphouét-Boigny of Ivory Coast who was
quoted stating, “We don’t want independence. My neighbor Nkrumah in Ghana is independent,
and as a result must support an army which is very expensive. Who is really independent,
anyway?”143

In this article’s appraisal of French colonial efforts, the white man’s burden has been
more successful in some regards than others — healthcare has improved, while illiteracy was “still
enormous.” Infrastructure could be called spotty, for example the Office du Niger constructed a
$21 million dam across the Niger River, but tracks from a still nonexistent railroad sit atop it. And
the article reminds that a lot of French money has been spent on development since 1948.

It is important to situate Sékou Touré and Guinea within this larger context of West
Africa and U.S. portrayal of colonialism. One main point made by the TIME coverage is that
despite colonial efforts, Africa remains a land where tradition has not been fully eradicated by
modernity. An opening vignette describes a ceremony in the capital of Upper Volta that “has

changed not one jot in centuries” and is “in a way symbolic of the whole region’s inheritance of
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paradox and anachronism.”"** Africa is portrayed as: illiterate (Africans voting on the
constitutional referendum will simply choose a white or green card to signify their vote), barbaric
(“Just outside the teeming modern city of Abidjan, villagers still slaughter small children and toss
their disemboweled bodies into the river to make sure of a good year’s fishing”), impoverished
(Mauritania “felt itself too poor to have a capital of its own” and Senegal’s economy depends on
peanuts), confused about its gender roles (“among the T