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The Intricacies of Book Publishing 
…with Herman Bennett 

 
 
1/7/14 
Dear Herman: 
 
Thanks again for stopping by the book exhibit. It was great to meet you!  
Your praise for the list and your interest in considering Penn for your  
next book is most gratifying--you made my AHA! I'd consider it a special  
opportunity to work with you, and would love the chance to informally  
read anything from the project that you're comfortable sharing--a  
chapter, a proposal, etc. 
 
Meanwhile, I'll be sure to be at the upcoming Penn event. All the best, 
 
Bob 
--  
Robert Lockhart 
Senior Editor 
University of Pennsylvania Press 
3905 Spruce Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19104 
voice: (215) 898-1677    fax: (215) 898-0404 
www.upenn.edu/pennpress 
 
 
2/7/14	
Dear Herman: 
 
Great to see you again, and thanks for such a stimulating paper and discussion. I loved the big 
historiographic idea you were wrestling with and ended up regaling an author about it whom I 
met in the afternoon. He's revisiting John Henry Russwurm's work at the Liberia Herald to 
challenge some of our comfortable notions about early African American print culture. Anyhow, 
it was inspiring! 
 
I hope you made it back to NYC without incident and in time to redeem yourself on Valentina's 
day. And I hope all went well with your daughter's flight to Spain. I have tentative plans to visit 
New York this spring and will be sure to drop you a line as my plans firm up. In the meanwhile, 
please do send along a copy of your chapter--I'd love to read it and share my impressions. 
 
Warm regards, 
 
Bob 
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1/7/15	
Hi Herman: 
 
Very good to see you again and spend time at AHA. Our conversation was most stimulating, and 
thanks, too, for getting me out of Midtown! It was lovely to see your and Jennifer's home. 
 
As might be evident from my collaborations with Brian Connolly and Marisa Fuentes, I am a 
devotee of critical history and will be reading your introduction with great interest. I'll be sure to 
share my reactions and will look forward to continuing the conversation about  
your exciting project. 
 
All the best to you and your family for the new year, and hope to see  
you again soon. 
 
Bob 
 
 
1/16/15	
Dear Herman: 
 
Thank you again for sharing your introduction with me. I was totally enthralled reading it, and 
love what you're doing! It's exciting and exactly the kind of work that I was hoping to publish 
when I started the Early Modern Americas series with Peter Mancall. 
 
Going back to the earliest encounters between Africans and Europeans and using anthropological 
and theoretical work to draw out their meanings is a brilliant move to explore the diverse 
traditions of sovereignty--both European AND African--that existed in the fifteenth century but 
that have been obscured by the shroud of later perspectives on "the rise of" slavery and racial 
difference. Your notion of the "abolitionist imaginary"  is especially provocative in this regard. 
From my perspective, it seems that what you're doing connects to the work of historians of the 
early modern colonial encounter writ large--including North America. That is, starting your story 
before early modern accepted wisdom about savagery, civilization and racial difference had 
ossified (and critiquing the historiography that is based on it) to illuminate elusive earlier clashes 
of power and statecraft, when Africans and Europeans were on the cusp of encounter and 
possessed robust ideas of both. Framed in this way, I definitely think your project should find a  
readership among historians working on other aspects of the European-indigenous encounter in 
the western hemisphere broadly construed. 
 
As for the introduction itself, I think your big ideas are expressed powerfully, and at this point I'd 
encourage you to perhaps revisit and refine the stories that frame them. Specifically, I see three 
stories that you're juggling--Caramanca, Hawkins, and the one of Soiled Gods mentioned at the 
end. I wonder how it would read if you were start the intro with the story of Soiled Gods? The 
upside is that it explains the title of the book and it evokes the presence of politics, statecraft,  
and power. The downside is that it sounds like the story doesn't take place in Africa. If that's the 
case, then starting with Caramanca would be better, but you might consider going a bit deeper 
into it at the beginning rather than coming back to it at the end, and use Hawkins as the bookend 
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at the end but explain with greater specificity the novelty of his and similar voyages that scholars 
do not sufficiently stress but that you're seeing as inaugurating the emergence of a new era.  
 
Doing so, I think, will make Hawkins work more effectively as a conceptual framing device. 
Putting a slightly expanded version Caramanca at the beginning and Hawkins toward the end 
would also serve to signal the chronological scope of the book. However, this would leave out 
the Soiled Gods story, which I think is important insofar as it explains the title. 
 
I hope these brief and scattered observations are useful. The bottom line is that I'd love the 
chance to work with you and can promise that I'd be a critically engaged and enthusiastic editor. 
 
All the best, 
 
Bob 
 
P.S.  Relatedly, you might check out Michael Guasco's new book, on 15th and 16th century 
English understandings of slavery. I'd be happy to send you a copy. 
	
	
1/21/15	
Dear Herman: 
 
My pleasure! It was really enjoyable to read. As for the tournament, it  
feels like you're giving me a crystal ball into my future. (Our daughter  
Lizzy is 8.) 
 
I'm delighted to hear that you're interested in proceeding. To that end,  
if you feel like the manuscript is ready for readers, I'd invite you to  
send it to me. I'll review it to confirm, and then we can discuss  
potential readers. I'm quite happy to entertain your suggestions on the  
matter. Please feel free to transmit the manuscript electronically or in  
hard copy, as you like. 
 
This is very exciting, and I'm eager to proceed. In the meanwhile,  
please feel free to call on me with questions or considerations. 
 
Warm regards, 
 
Bob 
 
 
12/18/15 
Dear Herman: 
 
I hope all is well and everyone in your house is getting excited about  
the holidays. I see you're on the program for AHA. I'll be there as well  
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and would love to see you again. Perhaps a coffee if you have the time  
or even just a booth visit if you're busy? Let me know! 
 
Meanwhile, there are some new books coming out in the spring that might  
be of interest. Check them out:  
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http-3A__pennpress.typepad.com_files_sp16-
5Fcatalogpdf-5Fweb-
2D1.pdf&d=CwIDaQ&c=8v77JlHZOYsReeOxyYXDU39VUUzHxyfBUh7fw_ZfBDA&r=mUi
3qrRi49fqx1rcEVCPR2r4Hw_RX0B5OTlJvb5q1xw&m=OmAhsbiU2nLb1wx0MPfJrjGJnvNrK
Q3ufllsqcqXV9E&s=MyfHkvLSIdIOfcBWe_pgOzhTrMLb4mmenodMGoELRCs&e= 
 
Hope to see you, and please give my best to Jennifer. 
 
Bob 
 
 
1/12/16	
Hi Herman: 
Great to see you in Atlanta, and thanks again for stopping by to chat. I  
hope you'll send me your manuscript. I'd love to read it and work with  
you. All the best for a peaceful new year. 
Bob 
	
	
2/1/16	
Hi Herman: 
Fantastic! Thanks very much, and delivered on my birthday no less--the  
best gift an aging editor could ask for. I greatly appreciate your  
entrusting me with the manuscript. I will read it this week and send you  
a proposal for next steps. 
All the best, 
Bob 
 
 
2/5/16	
Dear Herman: 
 
Thanks again for sharing your manuscript with me. I spent this week  
reading it and love it! It's very exciting for me to read the manuscript  
at this stage, as I think it represents a major intervention in the  
history of European-African encounter and a provocative example of how  
to write critical history. 
 
I'm especially excited about your argument with the historiography on  
slavery and capitalism by foregrounding politics. I think this posture  
allows you to critique "forward-focused" history without blunting your  
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own interest in / engagement with issues of contemporary significance.  
The thematic organization is, I think, also effective, in that it is  
best-suited for the kind of writing you're doing here. 
 
I'm all in favor of writing history in this register, though I  
appreciate that more traditional historians might kvetch. In this  
regard, I'm happy to follow your advice on readers. I'll lay my cards on  
the table and say that I want to publish this book, and I see the  
reviews, as well as our own collaboration, as a process to help make the  
book the best it can be. Please send me your suggestions, and  we can  
discuss further. 
 
If I had a concern at this point, I suppose it would be chapter 1. To my  
mind, this chapter reads almost like an extended second introduction,  
insofar as you continue to "set up" some of the book's big arguments  
here. Political ceremony or theater does have a presence in the chapter,  
but you also devote as much space to laying out your big ideas about  
politics vs. economics. I don't think this needs to be addressed now,  
but it might be worth discussing down the road, once we hear from  
readers and start planning the final revision. 
 
Thanks again, Herman. As you can tell, I'm super excited that you've  
given me this opportunity and am eager to proceed. In the meantime, I'm  
available by phone anytime if you'd like to discuss my reactions or the  
editorial process further. 
Best, 
Bob 
	
	
2/8/16	
Dear Herman: 
 
Thanks for the suggestions; those are excellent. 
 
As for the contract, we don't have to wait. Given the attractiveness of  
the project and your record of publication, I'd be quite comfortable  
moving ahead sooner rather than later and then using the peer review to  
help you bring the project into final form. I'm happy to be guided by  
your preference on this. As timing would have it, I could make make my  
presentation relatively quickly, since the board is scheduled to meet in  
late February, and have a contract to you by the end of the month. Let  
me know, and I'll proceed on my end. 
 
All the best, 
 
Bob 
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2/24/16	
Dear Herman: 
 
I am delighted to report that, at its meeting this morning, the Press's  
faculty editorial board approved Soiled Gods for a contract. They were  
most enthusiastic, both about the project itself and the opportunity to  
publish you. Congratulations! 
 
Regarding details, perhaps it would be most efficient for me to send you  
a draft contract. To that end, it would be helpful to know when you are  
hoping to be finished with the project lock, stock, and barrel. All  
things considered, what is your expectation? Also, regarding length, the  
current draft is about 80,000 words, including notes. Does that sound  
right to you? And what do you have in mind for images? Once these  
details are settled, I'll send you a PDF of the contract, and you can  
take your time reviewing it. If you're happy with it, I'll then send you  
two original copies for your signature. 
 
Also, please bear in mind that, as with any project to which the Press  
commits early, I am obliged to do a peer review of the manuscript and  
re-present the project to the board prior to publication, in order to  
show them that the manuscript has been properly vetted. Regarding next  
steps, I'm thinking we might want to send it out once we've come to  
terms on the contract, so that we have reports in hand before the  
summer. Or, if you prefer, I'd be happy to let you do more work on it  
now and then send it out. I'm flexible on this, and, as we discussed, am  
happy to guided by your suggestions for readers. 
 
I hope all this seems reasonable and straightforward. Very much looking  
forward to working with you. Best, 
 
Bob 
 
 
2/26/16	
Dear Herman: 
 
Very pleased that you're excited about the prospect of publishing with Penn! 
 
Regarding next steps, first things first let me put together draft  
contract and email it to you early next week. In that regard, September  
1 would be fantastic. As soon as we nail down the contract I'll get  
going on placing the current draft with readers. I feel your list of  
suggestions is eminently appropriate, and I'm happy to be guided by it.  
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The only other name that came to mind is Jim Sweet, who has read for me  
before and is great. In the meanwhile, I think your idea for a more  
substantial intro is good, and it appears you already have some solid  
advice on that score, from your colleague and me. I'd encourage to jump  
into it, time permitting, while the manuscript is with readers. 
 
More soon, and best, 
 
Bob 
 
2/29/16	
Dear Herman: 
 
Thanks for your patience while I put together the draft contract for  
your review. Please find it attached as a PDF. Regarding details, you'll  
see that I have provided full royalties and an advance. I've also  
arranged a Press commitment to handle maps, should we deem them  
desirable. Please take your time, and let me know if you have questions.  
I'm also available to speak by phone if you prefer. 
 
Very much looking forward to our collaboration. Best, 
 
Bob 
 
 
 

University of Pennsylvania Press 

AUTHOR PUBLISHING AGREEMENT 

This Agreement is made this 29th day of February, 2016, by and between the University of 
Pennsylvania Press, Incorporated (hereinafter called the “Press”), of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, and  

                         Herman L. Bennett of New York, NY 
(hereinafter called the “Author,” jointly if more than one) with respect to the publication of a literary work 
(hereinafter called the “Work”) provisionally entitled  

Soiled Gods: Africans and Sovereign Power in the Early 
Atlantic  

The Press and the Author hereby agree as follows:  

1. GRANT  

The Author assigns to the Press all right, title, and interest in and to copyright in the Work. The Author 
acknowledges that this transfer of copyright encompasses the exclusive right to publish and to cause others to 
publish the Work, in whole or in part, in all forms, media, and languages throughout the world, as well as the 
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following exclusive rights among others:  

• To publish and sell and to license publication and sale in hardcover and paperback volume form.   

• To license publication and sale of translations in any or all foreign languages.   

• To license publication and sale of reprint editions.   

• To license publication in newspapers, magazines, and  books of selections, digests, abridgments, 
condensations, serializations, and syndications before book publication (first serial rights) and after 
book publication (second serial rights).   

• To license the use of excerpts.   

• To license sale by book clubs or similar organizations that  promote group or series sales.   

• To sell and license motion picture, dramatic, radio, and  television versions and performances.   

• To produce, publish, and exhibit or publicly to display and  nondramatically to perform the Work and to 
license production, publication, and exhibition or the public display and nondramatic performance of 
the Work in all nonprint forms and media, including mechanical, optical, and electronic, utilizing any 
storage, retrieval, reproduction, or transmission technology now known or hereafter invented.  2. 
COPYRIGHT  The Press, hereby authorized to act as attorney-in-fact for the purpose, undertakes to 
register copyright, in the name of the Press or the Author at its discretion, in the United States of 
America within three months of publication. Both parties agree to execute at any time all such 
documents as may be necessary to protect, assign, or otherwise effectuate the rights herein granted the 
Press or reserved by the Author.   

3. WARRANTY  

The Author warrants that the Author is the sole author of the Work, is the owner exclusively of the rights 
herein conveyed to the Press, has full power to make this Agreement, and has not previously encumbered the 
rights herein conveyed; that the Work is original, not in the public domain, previously unpublished except as 
the Author has advised the Press in writing, and does not infringe any statutory copyright or any common law, 
proprietary, or any other right whatsoever; that the Author has used reasonable care to ensure that all 
statements in the Work purporting to be factual are true; that the Work is not libelous or obscene; that it does 
not violate the privacy of any person; and that the Work contains no injurious instruction, formula, or recipe. 
The Author further agrees that this warranty shall apply to any extract matter, quotation, or illustration 
included in the Work at the Author's direction.  

The Author shall release and hold harmless the Press, the Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania, and their 
respective officers, trustees, agents, assigns, employees, licensees, and distributors from and indemnify them 
against any and all claims, demands, suits, losses, judgments, liabilities, expenses, and costs (including 
attorneys' fees) incurred as a consequence of any claim concerning the subject matter of this Agreement or any 
alleged breach of the foregoing warranties. The Author shall nonetheless not be liable for losses sustained by 
the Press as a result of any material it inserts in the Work, and the Press shall release and hold the Author 
harmless from and indemnify the Author against any claim, loss, or liability arising out of any material so 
inserted.  

This warranty and indemnity provision shall survive termination of this Agreement. Each party shall notify the 
other promptly of allegations or legal actions pertaining to publication of the Work that may come to its 
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attention.  

4. PERMISSIONS  

The Author agrees to obtain, at the Author’s own expense, the permissions necessary for quoting or 
reproducing in the Work material under copyright, including excerpts, unpublished manuscripts, letters 
(published or unpublished), poetry, tables, charts, drawings, photographs, diagrams, or any other textual or 
illustrative material the use of which without permission would exceed the “fair use” provision of current 
copyright law. The Author further agrees to deliver to the Press, at the time of  

Page 1 of 4  

.......... / ..........  

delivery of the final manuscript, written permission from each proprietor or copyright owner for the use of 
such material, to pay all fees required for the use of such material, and to acknowledge each use of such 
material by citation or other appropriate credit in the Work.  

5. MANUSCRIPT DELIVERY  

The Author agrees to deliver the complete manuscript as a set of electronic wordprocessor files satisfactory to 
the Press as to form, style, and content, on or before the deadline specified below, time being of the essence. 
The complete manuscript shall conform to the following specifications:  

• Deadline for delivery: September 1, 2016   

• Approximate overall length of final manuscript:  80,000 words   

• Approximate number and kind of illustrations: none  The manuscript files, including extracts, tables, 
notes, appendices, bibliography, and legend copy, shall be double- spaced throughout. Together with 
the manuscript and permissions, the Author shall deliver all illustrative materials, including drawings, 
photographs, maps, and charts, prepared in a form that is, in the judgment of the Press, suitable for 
reproduction. If the illustrative materials are unsuitable as submitted, the Press shall have the right to 
have satisfactory materials prepared at the Author’s expense.  Should the Author fail to deliver a 
manuscript satisfactory to the Press on or before the delivery date specified above, or by a later date 
expressly agreed to by the Press, the Press may then, or at any subsequent time before delivery of a 
satisfactory manuscript, decline to publish the Work and terminate this Agreement. In such 
circumstance the Author shall promptly return any moneys advanced the Author by the Press.  The 
Press will exercise reasonable care to prevent loss or damage, but it is not an insurer of or otherwise 
responsible for manuscripts, illustrations, or other matter placed in its possession.  6. EDITED 
MANUSCRIPT AND PROOFS  The Author agrees to read, correct, and return promptly all edited 
manuscript and proofs of the Work submitted to the Author by the Press. Should the Author fail to 
return corrected manuscript and proofs within 30 days of their receipt from the Press, the Press shall 
be free to proceed with publication of the Work without further delay and may charge the Author for 
any expense incurred by the Press in correcting such materials.  7. AUTHOR’S ALTERATIONS 
 The Author shall pay the Press, within 30 days after receiving a statement, for all alterations made by 
or caused to be made by the Author in proofs, excluding those made to correct composition errors, 
costing in excess of five percent of the cost to the Press of the original composition of the Work.  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8. INDEX  

The Author agrees to prepare or to have prepared at the Author’s own expense, and to deliver to the Press as 
electronic wordprocessor files within 30 days of receiving complete, final page proofs, a complete index to the 
Work. If the Author fails to submit index copy acceptable to the Press within this specified period, the Press 
may have the index prepared at the Author’s expense. Any index that the Author commissions shall be 
prepared as a work-made-for-hire for the sole use of the Press.  

9. PUBLICATION  

Unless provided otherwise in a rider to this Agreement, the Press shall publish the Work at its own expense 
with reasonable promptness. All details as to the manner of publication, including production, pricing, and 
promotion of sales, will be under the control solely of the Press, which, moreover, shall have the right to 
reprint the Work as often and in such quantities and forms as it shall determine. In no event, however, shall the 
Press be required to publish a manuscript that in its sole opinion violates the right of privacy of any person or 
contains libelous, obscene, or other unlawful matter, or is otherwise unsatisfactory.  

10. ROYALTIES AND OTHER PAYMENTS  

The Press agrees to pay the Author the following royalties on all copies of the Work sold and paid for:  

Page 2 of 4  

.......... / ..........  

(a)  

(b)  

(c)  

(d)  

Of the Press’s hardcover binding, a percentage of the net proceeds from sales (“net proceeds” means list price 
less discounts given in trade as well as adjustments for returns and refunds) as follows:  

   10% on the first 2500 copies; 
   12.5% on the next 2500 copies; 
   15% on all copies thereafter. 
Of the Press’s paperback binding, a percentage of the net proceeds from sales as follows:  

   7% on the first 2500 copies; 
   9% on the next 2500 copies; 
   11% on all copies thereafter. 
On copies sold for export, or through regular trade channels at discounts of 50 percent or more but less than 70 
percent of list price, royalties shall be payable at rates half those specified above.  

On sales or licenses of the Work or derivatives of the Work individually in electronic form: 10 percent of net 
proceeds.  
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The Press agrees to share equally with the Author the net proceeds from the sale or licensing of other rights 
specifically listed in Paragraph 1 (“net proceeds” here means proceeds in excess of direct costs involved, if 
any, in arranging the sale or license, such as commissions paid to agents).  

No royalties shall be paid on copies, whether in hardcover or paperback, in audiovisual or electronic form, 
given away for review, sample, or other purposes; on copies furnished or sold to the Author; on damaged 
copies; on copies sold at a discount of 70 percent or more or below the cost of manufacture; or on  

revenues that cannot reasonably be attributed individually to the Work.  

11. STATEMENTS AND PAYMENTS  

On or before 30 September of each year the Press will mail the Author statements of sales, showing the net 
amount earned by the Author under the provisions of this Agreement, for the 12- month period ending the 
previous 30 June. At that time the Press will transmit payment of royalties and other amounts due the Author 
as set forth in such statements. If, however, the amount earned by the Author in any one accounting period is 
less than $50.00, no payment shall be required of the Press (amounts under $50.00 are not cumulative from the 
preceding royalty year). Payments returned as undeliverable, or that otherwise remain undeposited, will be 
retained by the Press until claimed by the Author.  

The Press may at its discretion during the first two royalty periods following first publication withhold an 
amount, as a reserve against books returned for credit, equal to 15 percent of total royalties payable on 
domestic and foreign sales of its editions. Any sums due and owing the Press from the Author, whether or not 
arising out of this Agreement, may be deducted from any sum due or to become due the Author from the Press. 
In the case of joint authorship, the Press will divide evenly among the individuals who comprise the Author all 
royalties and other payments due the Author unless explicitly instructed otherwise by the Author.  

12. AUTHOR’S COPIES  

The Press will furnish the Author 10 free copies of the first edition of the Work published by the Press and of 
any subsequent release of that edition by the Press in a different print binding or format. The Author shall have 
the right to purchase additional copies for personal use, but not for resale, at a discount of 40 percent from the 
prevailing list price.  

13. REVISED EDITIONS  

Should the Author and the Press agree that a new edition of the Work is desirable, the Author shall prepare it. 
Should the Author decline, neglect, or be unable for any reason to revise the Work as needed to maintain 
currency, the Press may at its discretion engage some other competent person to do so and in such revised 
edition may describe such person as editor or coauthor of the Work. If revisions for a new edition of the Work 
require setting new type equivalent in extent to 25 percent or more of the previous edition, royalties on sales of 
the new edition shall begin at the initial rate specified in Paragraph 10 of this Agreement, with any expenses 
paid by the Press for the purpose of securing the revisions (including any fees or royalties paid to the new 
author or editor) being charged against royalties payable to the Author or the Author’s estate.  

14. COMPETITION  

The Author shall not, as long as this Agreement remains in effect, prepare or cause to be prepared or 
published, in the Author’s name or otherwise, any work on the same subject and of similar extent or character 
that might reasonably be expected to impede or injure sales of the Work.  
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15. OPTION  

The Author shall offer his or her next book-length nonfiction manuscript first to the Press. If the parties do not 
agree on terms of publication within 90 days of submission of the complete manuscript to the Press, the Author 
shall be free to offer the manuscript elsewhere.  

16. TERMINATION  

Unless terminated sooner, as provided for herein, this Agreement shall remain in full force and effect during 
the entire term of copyright in the United States of America and elsewhere. When in the judgment of the Press 
demand for the Work no longer suffices to keep it in print and available for sale, the Press shall so advise the 
Author in writing and may terminate this Agreement by giving the Author 90 days’ written notice of 
termination. Having been advised that the Work is out of print, the Author may request termination of this 
Agreement. Upon receiving the Author’s written request for termination, the Press shall have 120 days in 
which to order a reprinting for its own list or to arrange for reprinting and publication by another publisher, 
failing which this Agreement shall terminate at the end of the 120-day period.  

Upon termination, the obligations of both parties under this Agreement (except for those of Paragraph 3) shall 
cease, and all rights conveyed to the Press by the Author shall revert to the Author. At that time, if requested 
by the Author, the Press shall assign copyright in the Work to the Author. Following termination the Author 
shall have, for a period of 30 days, the option of purchasing at cost any stock belonging to the Press. At the 
expiration of the 30-day period, the Press may dispose of stock free of any claim by the Author. Termination of 
this Agreement and reversion of rights shall not, however, impair any right, license, contract, or option granted 
third parties by the Press prior to termination, and the Press shall continue to be entitled to its share of the 
proceeds from such arrangements after termination.  

17. INFRINGEMENT ACTION  

The Author and the Press shall have the right to participate jointly in legal action against the infringement of 
any right herein granted the Press. If both participate, both shall bear equally the expenses of the action and 
shall share equally any sums recovered in the action, less costs. If either party declines to participate, the other 
may proceed; the party maintaining the action shall bear all costs of the action and shall recover and retain sole 
possession of all sums awarded for costs and damages. Each party shall notify the other promptly in writing of 
potential infringements that come to its attention.  

18. ASSIGNMENT  

This Agreement shall be binding upon the assigns, heirs, executors, or administrators of the Author and upon 
the assigns or successors of the Press, provided, however, that the Author may not assign any right or delegate 
any obligation under this Agreement without the prior written consent of the Press.  

19. NOTIFICATIONS  

Any notice or request that either party is required or desires to give the other shall be deemed to have been 
duly given five days after being mailed by United States Registered Mail and  

Page 3 of 4  

.......... / ..........  
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addressed, in the case of the Press, to the Director, University of Pennsylvania Press, 3905 Spruce Street, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19104-4112, and in the case of the Author, to the address shown below, or in either 
case to such other address as subsequently shall be given in writing to the other party.  

20. EXECUTION AND JURISDICTION  

This Agreement contains the entire agreement between the parties and supersedes all prior agreements and 
understandings with respect to the Work. This Agreement shall not be changed, modified, or discharged, in 
whole or in part, except by written instrument signed by the undersigned parties. Unsigned copies of this 
Agreement shall confer no rights on either party, and the Agreement shall not become effective unless it is 
executed by both parties within 30 days of the date first written above. Once fully executed, this Agreement 
shall be interpreted and enforced in accordance with the laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.  

Addendum  

Paragraph 5. The Press agrees to 
assume responsibility for designing a 
map to be included in the Work. 
Paragraph 10.  It is mutually 
understood and agreed that the Press 
shall pay the Author the sum of $1000 
as an advance against the royalty, 
payable upon signature of the 
contract. No further royalties shall 
be due the Author until the full 
amount of the advance has been 
recovered by the Press from sales of 
the Work, after which time royalties 
shall accrue to the Author as 
specified in Paragraph 10 and be paid 
in accordance with the provisions of 
Paragraph 11. 
It is also understood and agreed that, 
should the Author fail to deliver a 
complete manuscript by the date 
specified in Paragraph 5, or by a 
later date agreed to by the Press, the 
Author shall return the advance money 
paid him by the Press.  In the event 
that the Press deems the final 
manuscript unacceptable, and the 
Author is able to make other 
arrangements for publication of the 
Work, the Author shall so advise the 
Press and, upon written request, 
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return to the Press all amounts 
advanced him against royalties. 
rev'd 09/14  

21. SIGNATURES  

X............................................................................................ Author  

Social Security No.:....................................................................  

..............................................................................................  

..............................................................................................  

.............................................................................................. Home Address  

X............................................................................................ Author  

Social Security No.:....................................................................  

..............................................................................................  

..............................................................................................  

.............................................................................................. Home Address  

UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA PRESS, INCORPORATED  

............................................................................................... Director  
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2/29/16	
Dear Herman: 
 
Thanks for the quick response. I hear you on the marketing and will try  
to give you a clear picture of what you can expect. 
 
Penn is a non-profit academic publisher, and a mid-size one at that. So  
we don't have as much financial firepower as, say, Basic Books, or even  
Harvard. But I think the Press does a good job, that we're  
entrepreneurial and that we fight above our weight. Your book would be a  
big fish here at Penn, which means you can expect more attention from  
our marketing department that you would at, say, Chicago or Oxford. This  
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means a full page in our catalog, advance blurbs and galleys,  
advertising in the NYRB, etc. As a major author on our list, we'll do  
all we can to put your book in a position to succeed. Whether or not the  
NYT or NYRB chooses to review it is beyond our control, but we do have a  
pretty good track record with works of serious academic interest. Below  
is some recent evidence of our efforts: 
 
One of the keys to reaching beyond the academic readership is price. If  
you were willing to forgo royalties on the first printing of your book,  
I could promise that the price would be under $40 and could provide you  
with 25 free copies. 
 
Feb 19: Joseph Rezek’s London and the Making of Provincial Literature  
reviews in the Feb 19 issue of The Times Literary Supplement. 
 
Feb 7: Margaret O'Mara on CSpan for Pivotal Tuesdays: Four Elections  
That Shaped the 20th Century 
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__www.youtube.com_watch-3Fv-
3Dyg2V7DFhX8k-26feature-
3Dyoutu.be&d=CwIDaQ&c=8v77JlHZOYsReeOxyYXDU39VUUzHxyfBUh7fw_ZfBDA&r=
mUi3qrRi49fqx1rcEVCPR2r4Hw_RX0B5OTlJvb5q1xw&m=JS381LZoaQoTX7TB7swH1iKS
OVSOSxLEc-URniQT9Fw&s=gTzIr6rKdrd1HyaPp9tWmwNVAKbcRj3gSIH0V_NrWU4&e= 
 
Feb 1: Timothy Stewart Winter writing in Slate after publication of  
Queer Clout: THe Rise of Gay Politics in Chicago 
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http-
3A__www.slate.com_blogs_outward_2016_02_01_queer-5Fclout-5Fin-5Fchicago-5Ftelling-
5Fgay-5Fhistory-5Fbeyond-5Fstonewall-5Fand-5Fthe-5Fcastro.html-3Fplatform-
3Dhootsuite&d=CwIDaQ&c=8v77JlHZOYsReeOxyYXDU39VUUzHxyfBUh7fw_ZfBDA&r=
mUi3qrRi49fqx1rcEVCPR2r4Hw_RX0B5OTlJvb5q1xw&m=JS381LZoaQoTX7TB7swH1iKS
OVSOSxLEc-URniQT9Fw&s=hU7W8P64GUfTIzEnHrvD3GCg7yfw342eeUhewl7Txm0&e= 
 
Jan 22: Peter Laurence's Becoming Jane Jacobs in the NYT: 
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http-
3A__www.nytimes.com_2016_01_24_nyregion_jane-2Djacobs-2Dand-2Dother-2Dshrewd-
2Dobservers.html-3F-5Fr-
3D1&d=CwIDaQ&c=8v77JlHZOYsReeOxyYXDU39VUUzHxyfBUh7fw_ZfBDA&r=mUi3qr
Ri49fqx1rcEVCPR2r4Hw_RX0B5OTlJvb5q1xw&m=JS381LZoaQoTX7TB7swH1iKSOVSOS
xLEc-URniQT9Fw&s=9e31o1rZKZzByP8yNulZerN3fvOrKpZqQB1cMDf_Igc&e= 
 
Jan 19: Ellie Truitt's Medieval Robots in the LA Review of Books 
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__lareviewofbooks.org_review_mechanical-
2Dspectacles-3Fplatform-
3Dhootsuite&d=CwIDaQ&c=8v77JlHZOYsReeOxyYXDU39VUUzHxyfBUh7fw_ZfBDA&r=
mUi3qrRi49fqx1rcEVCPR2r4Hw_RX0B5OTlJvb5q1xw&m=JS381LZoaQoTX7TB7swH1iKS
OVSOSxLEc-URniQT9Fw&s=pa_9Q8lBmY-7yYJJRZtmODVh7gLhQVNGJamJlaqamkg&e= 
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Bob 
	
3/2/16	
Dear Herman: 
 
Excellent news, and thanks for letting me know. I'd be interested to  
hear more about what sort of tweaking ideas you gleaned from the seminar. 
 
Regarding the contract, I am attaching a revised draft. Please have a  
look and let me know whether or not it's acceptable. I'll then send you  
two original hard copies for your signature. 
 
Best, 
 
Bob 
 
On 3/2/2016 10:16 AM, Bennett, Herman wrote: 
Dear Bob, 
 
Just gave chapter three ‘Authority’ to a seminar that included: Joan 
Scott, Gary Wilder, Julie Skurski, Susan Buck-Morrs, David Joselit, Nadia 
Abu el Haj, Amy Chazel, and Claire Bishop.  In short, it was a thoroughly 
inter-disciplinary setting and it went extremely well.  It was very 
generative and gave me a sense of what I need to do aside from attend to 
your critique and those of the readers.  I say all this to say that I 
think the chapter generated a lot spark and superlatives but needs some 
tweaking—that from my perspective can be reasonably managed in the next 
six months. 
 
Hope all is well. 
 
Best, 
Herman 
 
4/5/16	
Dear Herman: 
 
Very good to see you again last week! Thanks for making time for me, and  
congrats on a compelling talk. 
 
It was good to discuss the project, and I appreciate your openness to  
editorial suggestions. In that regard, a question occurred to me after  
we met: when would you prefer to do the peer review? As I see it, there  
are two options: now, or after you do the revisions you have in mind.  
The benefit of doing it now is that you'll have readers' comments in  
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hand as you do the next round of revisions; the down side is that  
they'll tell us what we already know--i.e. needs a proper intro and  
ending--and, because the manuscript is still drafty, they might ask us  
to do a lot more. If we wait, the benefit is that we'll have more  
polished draft and likely get more modest comments, but the down side is  
that they might ask you to do some additional work, which might add time  
to the six-month time frame we discussed. 
 
Based on my own reading of the manuscript, I suppose my own preference  
would be for you to take an initial swipe at the intro, ch 1, and the  
epilogue, and then send it out. But I am quite happy to defer to your  
wishes. 
 
Best, 
 
Bob 
 
5/3/16	
Dear Herman: 
 
I hope all is well with you and the family. I imagine you're very busy  
these days as the academic year winds down, but I did want to let you  
know that we haven't received your contract. If you returned it already,  
then it might have been lost in the mail. If you have questions or would  
like to discuss further, I'm available. Best, 
 
Bob 
 
On 3/8/2016 6:17 AM, Bennett, Herman wrote: 
Dear Bob, 
 
Finally had a chance to read the contract.  It looks good.  Again, I 
prefer to forgo the honorarium if it like forgoing the royalties on the 
first printing helps further reduce the cost of the book.  If not, I would 
prefer to have the $1000 converted into books and added to my total of 25 
author’s copies. 
 
We are all set.  I will sign and return the contract in its current form. 
Thank you! 
 
Hope all is well on your end.  Spring seems just around the corner. 
 
Best, 
Herman 
	
9/6/16	
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Hi Herman: 
 
I hope all is well with you--getting busy, I imagine. Hey, I read about Emma in today's Inquirer! 
She was featured in a story about Swarthmore, complete with a photo. I have a hard copy and 
would be happy to send it along. Take care, and all the bet, 
 
Bob 
 
On May 6, 2016, at 7:29 AM, Bennett, Herman <HBennett@gc.cuny.edu> wrote: 
Dear Robert, 
I am so sorry for not writing earlier.  I have been and am being slammed. 
Since the Situation Critical Conference.  I have organized two national 
conferences and am in full on conference mode having hosted yesterday ‘The 
Political Biography of the Caribbean & Other Lessons: A Symposium in Honor 
of Colin A. Palmer” plus today is another conference at the GC and then 
have to give a paper at the NYU Atlantic History Conference tomorrow.  On 
top of this, it is the height of graduate admissions and fellowship season 
so, of course, I had to go to Berlin for a series of meeting related to 
the ASWAD conference in Seville in 2017 followed by a two-day visit to UVA 
for an external review.  This is just part of the story of why I didn’t 
put the contract in the mail, respond to your thoughtful email about 
timing and strategizing about the manuscript and to say thank you for a 
truly wonderful conversation over lunch. 
I am completely on board and to be honest ground myself daily by working 
on the project (thinking about and reconfiguring the introduction, etc., 
etc.). 
I am hoping to have something to you in the middle of June that will 
hopefully be satisfying to you, me and the potential reviewers. 
Oh, Emma is going to Swarthmore!  So I will be seeing more of you as well, 
I hope.  Lots to tell about the finale selection but all I will say is 
that she was close to going to Pomona College—still too painful to imagine 
her being so far away. 
Hope you and yours are well.  Enjoy the recitals and concerts.  As you 
noted, they are always aware of us and appreciate our presence in the 
audience. 
Best, 
Herman 
	
10/26/16	
Hi	Herman:	
	
Very	good	to	hear	from	you	and	receive	your	revised	manuscript.	I’m	eager	to	send	it	to	readers	
and	have	your	suggestions	from	our	initial	exchange,	including: 
	 
Antoinette	Burton,	Department	of	History,	University	of	Illinois	at	Champaign-Urbana;	David	
Kazanjian,	Department	of	English,	University	of	Pennsylvania;	Stephan	Palmie,	Department	of	
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Anthropology,	University	of	Chicago,	Jane	Landers,	Department	of	History,	Vanderbilt	
University,	Sherwin	Bryant,	Africana	Studies,	Northwestern	University,	and	two	authors	with	
Penn:	Kathleen	Davis,	Department	of	English,	University	of	Rhode	Island	and	Barbara	Fuchs,	
Department	of	Spanish,	UCLA. 
	 
Please	let	me	know	if	there’s	anyone	else	you’d	like	to	add	to	the	list	at	this	time.	Meanwhile,	
I’ll	spend	a	couple	days	with	the	new	material	before	sending	it	out.	Best, 
	
Bob 
	 
11/8/16	
Hi	Herman:	
	
Thanks	for	giving	me	some	extra	time	with	your	manuscript.	I	gave	the	preface	a	close	reading,	
since	it	was	new,	and	a	health	issue	came	up.	But	I	finished	and	think	it’s	definitely	ready	for	
readers.		
	
I	love	the	preface—it	captured	really	well	the	big	conceptual	and	historiographical	stakes	of	
your	work.	It	connects	well,	too,	with	chapter	1.	I’d	advise	tweaking	the	beginning	of	chapter	1	
to	do	away	with	some	of	the	references	to	“the	book,”	which	runs	the	risk	of	making	it	feel	like	
another	intro,	but	otherwise	the	two	mesh	well	together.	I	also	think	the	preface	might	benefit	
from	some	tightening,	especially	of	a	few	of	the	set	pieces	(Helps,	Herskovits),	but	certainly	not	
before	it	goes	out.	If	you’re	agreeable,	I	suggest	we	place	it	with	a	couple	people,	and	I’ll	send	
you	my	own	detailed	editorial	suggestions	when	the	reports	come	in,	so	that	you	can	consider	
them	all	together.	Make	sense?	
	
Thanks	for	the	fantastic	work	on	this	draft.	It’s	coming	together	nicely.	I’ll	be	at	AHA,	and	it	
would	be	good	to	see	you	again.	Let’s	make	a	plan	for	coffee	or	a	drink,	whatever	you	have	
time	for.	Best, 
	
Bob 
	 
12/20/16	
Dear	Herman:	
	
Here,	in	time	for	Christmas,	is	the	first	report	on	your	manuscript.	I	hope	you	find	it	as	
supportive	and	useful	as	I	do.	We	can	discuss	further	in	Denver.	Best,	
	
	
This	is	an	erudite,	accomplished	study	that	has	two	deceptively	simple	goals:	first,	to	interrupt	the	powerful	
narrative	that	colonial	slavery	has	timelessly	been	about	freedom;	and	second,	to	center	the	histories	of	
people	of	African	descent	in	the	grand	narrative	of	colonial	conquest	and	power.	 
In	the	first	instance,	the	pre-modern	evidence	that	Bennett	adduces	is	key	to	his	argument,	which	turns	on	the	
idea	that	histories	of	slavery-as-freedom	are	presumptively	modern	and	remain	therefore	in	thrall	to	arcs	of	
progress	that,	in	turn,	have	over-determined	the	slave-free	binary	as	a	matter	of	political	economy.	Put	
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another	way,	Bennett	argues	here	that	colonial	slavery	is	about	politics	–	where	politics	is	conceived	of	not	
only	as	sovereignty	or	submission	but	as	the	field	of	power	upon	which	those	vectors	take	shape	in	response	
to	particular	historical	conditions	on	the	ground.	Though	he	does	not	go	so	far	as	to	say	this	expressly,	I	take	
him	to	mean	that	slavery	and	freedom	are	dialectics	always	already	embedded	in	these	historically	specific	
political	fields,	which	may	include	the	domains	of	the	social,	the	judiciary	and	the	cultural.	To	give	politics	
primacy	is	not	to	deny	the	force	of	slavery-freedom	but	to	insist	on	its	materiality	and	to	attend	to	the	specific	
forms	and	manifestations	it	takes.	It	is	also,	interestingly,	to	distinguish	it	from	political	economy	per	se.	Like	
many	scholars	working	before	1800,	Bennett	is	at	pains	to	suggest	that	moving	the	temporal	needle	
backwards	is	a	much-needed	genealogical	move.	It’s	also	an	ethnographic	one,	in	that	it	takes	as	its	object	of	
study	the	peculiar	way	that	the	teleologies	of	modern	slavery-freedom	have	crept	into	histories	where	they	
have,	in	fact,	much	less	historical	purchase	than	has	been	presumed.	Indeed,	that	binary	is	so	highly	
naturalized	that	it	requires	the	kind	of	empirical	and	narrative	work	Bennett	has	done	here	to	make	it	visible,	
dislodge	it	and	put	a	new	story	in	place.	 
The	key	to	this	re-orientation	is	the	kind	of	intentional	focus	on	African	polities	that	is	Bennett’s	other	main	
contribution	to	this	historiography	of	pre-	modern	colonial	slavery.	At	virtually	every	turn	in	the	argument,	
the	fact	of	African	systems	of	authority,	sovereignty,	trade,	law,	and	mythology	is	front	and	center.	These	
categories	(which	are,	in	turn,	chapters	in	the	book)	constitute	Bennett’s	working	definition	of	“politics”	as	a	
field	of	power,	from	which	slavery-freedom	emerges	in	all	its	historical	particularity	and	through	which	
collisions	and	convergences	are	managed	at	many	scales.	There	will	be	readers	who	say,	well,	people	were	
enslaved,	in	the	end,	so	what	is	the	point	of	emphasizing	African	agency?	Of	course,	there	is	no	denying	the	
ultimate	“success”	of	colonial	slavery;	Africans	were	enslaved,	they	were	subject	to	ecclesiastical	imperialism	
and	to	the	other	colonial	forms	it	generated;	they	did	suffer.	Bennett	would	not	deny	any	of	this.	But	he	is	
determined	nonetheless	to	understand	the	specificities	of	how	and	under	what	conditions	imperial	officials	
and	their	agents/agencies	encountered	African	political	systems	in	situ;	the	formidable	tenacity,	even	
obduracy	those	systems	had;	and	how	they	maneuvered	in	the	arena	of	power	precisely	to	make	themselves	
indispensable	as	“regional	sovereigns”	(173)	of	the	kind	European	 
empire	builders	actively	sought	and	relied	on.	This	sounds,	perhaps,	like	an	obvious	point;	nor	it	is	equivalent	
to	the	“hegemony	requires	consensus	argument”	at	the	heart	of	many	studies	of	imperial	power.	But	I	take	it	
from	Bennett’s	manuscript	that	it	is	not	in	fact	any	kind	of	given	in	the	historiography	of	early	modern	
slavery,	where	the	closure	of	systems	of	domination	was	hardly	complete	and	where	the	work	of	“local”	forms	
of	power	was	therefore	readily	able	to	serve	as	a	drag	on	European	incursions	and	encounters.	What	we	have	
here	is	recurrent	patterns	which	challenge	Mudimbe’s	influential	thesis	(see	chapter	3)	that	Europeans,	and	
more	particularly	the	church,	did	not	recognize	African	sovereignty.	Here	Bennett	skillfully	counter-reads	the	
Romanus	pontifex	to	show	the	ways	it	conceded	the	latter	and	also,	significantly,	acknowledged	the	actual	
limits	of	European	conquest	(as	both	reality	and	desire).	Bennett	finds,	rather,	“a	contested	form	of	authority	
enabling	us	to	track	a	genealogy	of	pagan	rights	constitutive	of	African	dominion”	 
(142).	

That	Bennett	can	track	this	kind	of	contestation	across	multiple	domains	suggests	that	this	is	not	(as	he	
points	out)	a	mere	matter	of	semantics.	The	mss	offers	up	consistent	evidence	of	a	combination	of	
European/ecclesiastical	realpolitik	with	an	accumulation	of	both	minor	and	major	acts	of	assertion	(a	term	he	
does	not	use	but	which	David	Hardiman	has	used	to	describe	adavasi	resistance	to	British	imperialism	in	
western	India).	Taken	together,	Bennett	argues	that	these	represent	a	counter-history	of	the	European	
political	imaginary	and	its	allegedly	sovereign	power	that	we	take	for	granted	as	the	basis	of	modern	colonial	
slavery	historiography.	I	recognize	this	kind	of	methodological	move	from	work	other	imperial	
historiographies,	and	especially	from	scholarship	on	first	contact	in	Australia,	where	attempts	have	been	
made	to	recast	the	conquest	narrative	to	account	proactively	for	the	ideological	and	actual	work	of	
aboriginals	in	the	nations	“founding”	encounters.	I	see	that	Bennett	cites	Greg	Dening	and	that	is	apposite;	he	
strikes	me	as	a	fellow	traveler	who	also	links	Bennett	to	people	working	in	different	times	and	places	on	
cognate	questions.	What	I	especially	appreciate	is	Bennett’s	sensitivity	to	the	multi-sited	(as	opposed	to	
binary)	nature	of	the	contests	set	in	motion	by	colonial	encounters	(also	increasingly	a	feature	of	comparative	
colonial	history).	 
A	propos	of	this,	the	narrative	Bennett	produces	in	chapter	5	about	the	role	of	the	Niumi	traders	in	
compelling	Spain	to	defy	papal	decree	and	thereby	to	compromise	the	willful	discourse	it	would	have	
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preferred	in	order	to	contain	the	Portuguese	is	really	quite	brilliant.	It	reveals	the	ways	that	African	assertion	
(here,	the	Niumi	simply	going	about	their	trading	business	as	they	had,	and	would	continue	to	do,	for	
centuries,	pace	Wright’s	study)	foxed	European	claims	to	autonomy	and	sovereignty	and	shaped	European	
rivalries	over	new	world	possessions	in	undeniably	consequential	ways	–	even	if	the	historiography	has	failed	
to	appreciate	that	fully	until	now.	It’s	not	that	historians	have	not	understood	that	international	rivalry.	It's	
that	they	have	never	imagined	that	actors	like	the	Niumi	were	among	the	drivers	of	it.	Bennett	is	careful	not	
to	exaggerate	their	role,	but	he	does	insist	that	they	played	a	subaltern	part	in	what	has	been	dramatized	as	a	 
kind	of	internally	European	story	of	great	power	conflict.	That	in	many	ways	is	characteristic	of	the	book’s	
method,	which	is	to	materialize	instances	where	quite	ordinary	African	assertions	of	agency	turn	out	to	have	
more	historical	consequence	than	has	been	attributed	to	them,	in	ways	that	require	us	to	re-think	the	
assumptions	of	the	standard	western	civ	story.	In	this	sense,	though	differently,	Bennett	shares	some	terrain	
with	Giancarlo	Casale’s	The	Ottoman	Age	of	Exploration,	which	seeks	to	interrupt	the	conventional	“Henry	the	
Navigator”	story	of	early	modern	conquest	by	drafting	Islamic	sovereigns	and	their	ambitions	into	the	
narrative	of	colonial	world-making	(beyond	the	Atlantic	per	se).	 
Each	of	the	chapters	in	Bennett’s	study	looks	tightly	argued	and	well	written	to	me.	Because	I	am	not	an	
expert	in	the	time	and	place	I	cannot	vouch	for	the	accuracy	of	the	empirically	based	claims,	though	Bennett	
has	an	impressive	track	record	in	his	two	other	major	monographs	that	draw	on	related	archival	sources	
from	the	same	general	period.	What	I	do	think	needs	work	is	the	current	“prologue.”	The	mss	needs	a	proper	
introduction,	one	that	performs	an	enunciative	gloss	on	the	whole	of	the	book	to	come.	Right	now,	the	
prologue	seems	a	bit	like	a	stand-alone	essay,	though	what	is	called	chapter	1	does	some	of	that.	The	opening	
anecdote	about	Helps	is	interesting,	for	example,	but	not	for	its	own	sake;	it	should	be	linked	sooner	and	
more	expressly	to	broader	patterns	of	history	writing	that	have	normalized	the	centrality	of	political	
economy	in	the	story	of	colonial	slavery	and	hence	have	obscured	the	patterns	Bennett	counter-poses	here.	I	
would	hold	fast	to	the	idea	of	an	intro	(or	prologue)	that	sets	out	the	big	stakes,	as	much	for	readers	who	have	
a	broad	thematic	interest	in	the	issues	to	hand	as	for	those	familiar	with	the	early	modern	colonial	historians	
and	sources.	I	hasten	to	say	that	this	is	not	a	deal	breaker	for	me;	I	would	leave	it	up	to	Bennett	to	decide	the	
ultimate	architecture	of	the	study.	 
 
	
Bob	
 
	2/22/16 
Dear	Herman:	
	
Thanks	for	your	good	patience	while	I	wrested	the	second	report	from	the	reader.	Sorry	it	took	
a	little	longer	than	I	indicated	in	my	previous	email.	I’m	pleased	to	send	it	to	you,	and	delighted	
to	report	that	this	reader	is	also	quite	enthusiastic	while	offering	some	excellent	suggestions	for	
a	final	revision. 
	 
At	this	point,	as	with	any	project	to	which	the	Press	commits	early,	I	need	to	make	a	final	
presentation	to	the	faculty	editorial	board,	to	show	them	that	the	manuscript	has	been	peer	
reviewed	and	that	it	is	close	to	being	ready	for	publication.	To	that	end,	it	would	help	to	have	
you	response	to	the	reports—it	would	essentially	be	your	plan	for	the	final	revisions,	i.e.	what	
you	intend	to	do,	what	you	don’t	intend	to	do,	etc.	I’m	taking	the	liberty	of	attaching	a	sample	
to	give	you	a	better	sense	of	what	I’m	looking	for. 
	 
In	terms	of	schedule,	I’d	like	to	do	the	presentation	at	the	March	meeting,	in	which	case	I’d	
need	the	final	version	of	your	response	by	Sunday,	March	5.	Is	that	doable?	In	the	meantime,	
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I’m	happy	to	read	a	draft	if	it	would	be	helpful,	and	of	course	am	available	to	discuss	the	
reports	over	the	phone. 
	 
Thanks	again	for	your	patience	and	good	work.	Onward!	All	the	best,	
	
	
Evaluation for University of Pennsylvania Press Manuscript: Soiled Gods by Herman Bennett February 2017  
General Comments  
This manuscript is immensely thought-provoking. In a careful reconsideration of late- medieval European 
characterizations of sub-Saharan Africans, Bennett troubles the traditional narrative of the rise of the West, drawing 
attention to enslaved Africans' roles in the consolidation of Iberian power long before 1492. Bennett's well-written 
and sophisticated study will be of special interest to scholars of colonial Latin America and of African diasporas in 
the early Americas.  
Bennett's central thesis is that "Africa figured in the formation of Iberian colonialism and thus the emergence of 
early modern Portugal and Castile [...] well before the discovery of the Americas" (136): Europeans' quest to 
identify African political authorities ultimately provided justification for the enslavement and trafficking of people 
who could be construed as sovereignless. These observations often hold fascinating implications for African history 
(in the late 20th century there was a great deal of debate over the nature of African state formation, and over what 
constituted a "state"). But this study's main contribution is the articulation a new geneology of European rulers' 
consolidation of power, a process that was predicated on disassociating enslaved Africans from political formations 
in their homelands. The argument presented here is less about "the enactment of power, lordship, and sovereignty in 
Atlantic Africa" than about Iberian and Catholic authorities' use of Atlantic Africa -- and their selective 
conceptualizations of African sovereignty -- to shore up their own power, lordship, and sovereignty in Europe. 
Bennett's latest study provides a fascinating new approach to the "engendering [of] an early modern Africa," or more 
accurately the engendering of an ideation of an early modern Africa, that would prop up Iberian authorities' claims 
to sovereign power and simultaneously establish the legal and theological underpinnings of the nascent transatlantic 
slave trade and subsequent African diasporas in the Americas.  
I highly recommend publication of the manuscript. Below I've suggested some revisions or changes that could be 
incorporated, or not, at the author's discretion. Many of my suggestions are simply references to additional 
secondary or published primary sources that could nuance or provide additional support for the arguments presented 
here. The analysis of Zurara, Cà da Mosto, and other sources in chapters 2 and 4 is fantastic. More in-depth analysis 
and re-framing of some of the narratives presented in other chapters would be wonderful, but the deep 
historiographical critique that is really the heart of this study is very important too.  
Prologue  
Pointing readers to Rodney's classic Upper Guinea Coast -- and its depiction of African politics, rather than 
cultures, as a model -- is really interesting. Toby Green's recent book draws heavily on Rodney, but basically uses 
Rodney to make an argument about culture! The critique of historians' tendency to fixate on a narrative of liberal 
triumph is excellent. I'm not sure it's entirely fair to compare Rodney's most Africanist book with Thorton's least 
Africanist book; I agree Africa and Africans is a good example of the tendency to use early modern Africa as a 
background for the liberal triumphalist narrative, but so many others have done the same. Maybe Thorton's book 
merits being singled out for criticism precisely because it was so influential.  
In terms of historiographies -- the turn away from political (and economic) hsitories that we've seen in the US -- 
there was a trend in Brazil in the 1980s and 1990s to emphasize the formation and relative political / economic 
autonomy of colonial Latin American elites, for example works by João Fragoso and others on late colonial Rio de 
Janeiro. I think this historiography was very influential in Brazil, but is only recently trickling into English-language 
scholarship (often Brazilians publishing in English, or other historians trained in Brazil). I suspect familiarity with 
this historiography might partially explain the huge difference in the way political authorities in Angola are 
portrayed in Ferreira's Cross-Cultural Exchange, as opposed to discussion of Kongolese elites in Heywood and 
Thornton's Central Africans, Atlantic Creoles. In Portuguese, Iva Cabral's recent book on the early formation of a 
slave trading elite in Cabo Verde builds on these studies, in addition to António Carreira's earlier Cabo Verde: 
Formação e extinção de uma sociedade escravocrata.  
Chapter One: Mythology  
Discussion of Caramaça near the beginning of the chapter, and of Hawkins' voyage toward the end of the chapter, 
was very interesting -- perhaps expand analysis of these sources (maybe compare them?) to further illustrate the 



	 23	

chapter's main argument?  
On page 51 -- also p. 241 -- statements on the demographic presence of Africans and people of African descent in 
Iberia: Saunders estimates that black people, both free and enslaved, both African-born and Iberian, consituted about 
10 % of the population of the city of Lisbon and in the Algarve. However Saunders occasionally admits that his 
sources often fail to distinguish between "slaves" of various origins; his estimates might also include North Africans, 
"Turks," Amerindians, South Asians, mouriscos, and others. For Spain, the best figures seem to be for Seville 
though maybe Valencia and there's some recent work on Barcelona by Ivan Armenteros. Looks like "slaves" also 
comprised around 10 % percent of Seville's population -- not Spain's -- in the mid-1500s (earlier, smaller estimates 
were based on a significant mistake by an earlier historian who read 14,000 slaves instead of 44,000 in Seville's 
archbishophric; there's an obscure but important article by Rafael Pérez García and Manuel Fernández Chaves, 
"Sevilla y la trata negrera," that mentions this briefly toward the beginning).  
Chapter Two: Law  
For discussion of medieval Portugal in relation to the so-called "reconquest," Lay's Reconquest Kings is a great 
resource.  
In this chapter Zurara is sometimes depicted as representing broader Portuguese mentalities, but it might he helpful 
to note that his 1453 chronicle differs markedly in some ways from the travel narratives. For example Nuno de 
Tristão doesn't make an appearance here, but earlier studies depict his final voyage in the mid-1440s as a turning 
point (for instance in Brooks' Landlords, we read that Portuguese had briefly captured and enslaved or ransomed 
Berbers along Africa's Atlantic coastline, but when Nuno de Tristão attempted to do this farther south, he and nearly 
20 of his crew were killed). Another big turning point, also in the mid-1440s, was the establishment of a Portuguese 
feitoria on the island of Arguim. In other words, previous historians have showed Portuguese attitudes evolving very 
quickly (perhaps because they've been in a hurry to move on to later centuries) -- one could argue, though, that some 
ideas formulated during the initial encounter phase continued to have valence for Portuguese writers like Zuarara 
long after the shift from raiding to trade.  
Also, I wonder how much the Portuguese knew about Africa at the time Zurara wrote? If forced to speculate, I 
would guess that by 1480 Portuguese mariners were using the term "Guinea" in more specific fashion that Zurara 
did. As noted on pp. 99, 182-183, and elsewhere, early Portuguese attempts to describe "Guiné" or "Africa" were 
indeed fuzzy at best. As a way of pointing out the artificial nature of some of these designations, perhaps it bears 
mentioning that although Muslim writers themselves distinguished their regions from bilal al-Sudan, "land of the 
Blacks" -- a term Zurara may have borrowed -- trans-Saharan routes had existed for ages. Also, Muslim trade 
diasporas in West Africa predated Europeans' arrival and there was probably some diffusion of Islam -- in the early 
1600s, Alonso de Sandoval considered some areas of the Upper Guinea coast to be "infected" by the "sect of 
Mohamet" etc. -- but probably not as much as in the 19th and 20th centuries (I'm thinking of Lydon's On Trans-
Saharan Trails, Curtin's Economic Change, anything by John Hunwick, and closer to the coast, Jean Boulègue's Le 
gran Jolof which deals with the Wolof kingdoms closer to the period discussed here).  
I appreciate how this chapter calls attention to the striking contrast between the unilateral powers granted to Portugal 
or Castile by papal bulls (i.e. to conquer and enslave), and the existence of regular trade relations between Iberians 
and non-Christians outside of Iberia, on more or less equal terms -- clear precedents for Portuguese trade in Upper 
Guinea later on, as depicted by Rodney. Were there any earlier precedents for such trade relations that might help us 
understand the papal bulls as a new attempt to shore up sovereign power during an era of increasing 
commercialization, as discussed in chapter five? During the two centuries after 1250, when Portugal's "reconquest" 
ended, I wonder if there were commercial ties between Portugal and Granada or any of the polities in North Africa. 
Constable's Trade and Traders, Abun-Nasr's History of the Maghrib, or Yahya's Morocco in the 16th century might 
contain some relevant information.  
One last comment about Zurara, regarding the "distinction between Moors and blackamoors" (100): Unlike the term 
"Moor," I can't think of any Portuguese or Spanish equivalent for the word "blackamoor." What term does Zurara 
use in the original? The English translation is much more accessible, but I suspect it might also have the effect of 
distorting the text a little (or the mindset behind it) when analyzed very closely.  
Chapter Three: Authority  
Among the lists of travel narratives cited in the opening lines of chapter three, maybe mention António Brásio's 22-
volume Monumenta Misionaria Africana, which is really a wonderful collection of transcribed sources. It's divided 
into two series, corresponding I think to the dioceses of São Tomé (including Kongo, Elmina, Angola) and Cabo 
Verde (including Upper Guinea and perhaps areas farther north).  
One point sustained throughout this chapter is that previous analyses have uncriticially accepted a framework of 
"simplicity" in which the unilateral power of Europe and Europeans is erroneously taken for granted, and in which 
discourses of race have overshadowed all other considerations. The chapter calls instead for greater degrees of 



	 24	

subtlety or complexity; I think the clearest articulation of an analytical perspective that embraces complexity is 
articulated, brilliantly, on page 136 -- perhaps rephrase these points earlier in the chapter (for example on p.125, in 
lieu of or in addition to "discourses of sovereignty," maybe specifically mention acknowledgment of pagan 
sovereignty)?  
The footnotes on page 128 and analysis on page 130 briefly address some of the issues regarding Christian / Muslim 
relations in Iberia that were raised for me in the previous chapter.  
Chapter Four: Histories  
Reading this chapter made me realize for the first time how closely claims to sovereign power in Iberia could be 
associated with Iberian assertion of trade rights in western Africa. The detailed analysis of Cà da Mosta's voyage, 
and of sources for Elmina listed in the Blake collection Europeans in West Africa (among others), is superb.  
I enthusiastically applaud -- as in standing ovation -- the attention to Castilian-Portuguese rivalry along the African 
coast in the 1470s (pp. 213-219). This topic has barely received any attention at all in English-language scholarship, 
but to me seems extremely significant. In addition to prohibiting then approving of Palos mariners' raiding and 
trading expeditions, as part of her bid for the throne of Castile, Isabela sponsored a fleet that sailed to areas claimed 
by Portugal. My understanding is that the Castilian "flota de Guinea" sailed as far as Elmina ("Mina de Oro"); I 
think John Vogt's book mentions this, but the main secondary source is Rumeu de Armas, España en el África 
Atlántica. Also I'm not sure it was the same fleet, but in Landlords, Brooks mentions that Castilians raided the Cape 
Verde Islands in the same decade, carrying people off as slaves.  
The term "chattel" is used synonymously with "slaves" pretty frequently in this chapter and elsewhere. Are these 
terms interchangeable? I understand this usage as a good rhetorical choice for drawing attention to the de-
personification of people who were enslaved. But to what extent is the term applicable to Iberian contexts in which 
slaves were considered both moveable property and persons with recourse to the law and the church (at least in 
theory)? I'm not suggesting this held true on plantations in 19th-c Cuba, or that it's necessary to paint a rosy picture 
of slavery in any period, and I acknowledge that use of the term may evoke a response in readers -- hopefully not 
liberal triumphalism, ha -- but I don't think there's a Spanish or Portuguese word for "chattel." On p.185, Romanus 
pontifex "constitut[ed] Guinea and its inhabitants as objects," but quotes provided earlier mention "people" who 
were, in the Pope's view, eligible to be forcibly enslaved and dispossessed. Maybe in the early modern Iberian world 
the definition of "person" was more inclusive... while at the same time, some "people" could be treated in ways that 
were reserved for "chattel" in the English context!! In any case I wholeheartedly agree that "the dynamic of making 
a slave in the early modern period demands a distinct history and still requires a theorization" (258).  
Chapter Five: Trade  
It wasn't immediately clear to me at first why the chapter is titled "trade"; it took me several pages to understand the 
argument that the encroachment of a new commercial sensibility involving slave trafficking (trade) was a challenge 
to the old order in which slaves were considered to constitute an extension of the household (236, 239). It might be 
helpful to move the excellent discussion of Pacheco Pereira to the beginning of the chapter -- it clearly illustrates the 
degree to which the perceived importance of trade constituted a means of not only evaluating African peoples, but 
also the very standard by which Pacheco Pereira chose to recognize their existence (or not).  
Another reason to consider moving discussion of Pacheco Pereira closer to the beginning of the chapter is that the 
paragraphs immediately preceding discussion of Pacheco Pereira would make a fantastic conclusion. The analysis 
on pp. 250-253 -- that Mercado's critique of the slave trade was a critique of commercialization and the privatization 
of power in general; and that scholars who have treated Mercado and others as proto-abolitionists have read them 
completely  
out of context -- is superb. Also the charge that by avoiding Iberian thought, scholars have managed to avoid 
addressing the historical relationship between sovereignty and slavery (255- 256)!  
Epilogue  
The visit to Ouidah makes a great conclusion: a ceremony in which "sociological distinctions" and "the poetics of 
power" were clearly evident. Maybe move the long footnote on 269-270 into the text? Also the Ouidah trip could be 
a good framing device for opening the prologue perhaps, then returning to present-day Ouidah again in the 
conclusion? Robin Law's Ouidah: A Social History -- actually a political history -- and Ana Lucia Araujo's book 
Public Memory of Slavery could be of interest.  
 
 
A Sample Response: 
Response to Readers #1 and #2 October 14, 2015  
I greatly appreciate both of these readers’ reports and the chance to offer a revision plan in light of their suggestions. 
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I am especially pleased that the readers identified admirable qualities in the work. Reader #1 (R1) described it as 
“remarkable” and noted the “astonishing amount of research; it’s quite impressive and comprehensive.” Reader #2 
(R2) described the manuscript as “pathbreaking” and predicts it “will stand out” for its “scale and geographic 
reach,” and compliments the ways that I explain how “language calls race and identity into being in this early 
period.”  
Overview of Readers’ Suggestions  
Reader #1’s suggestions seem to be primarily stylistic, rather than related to argument or interpretation. S/he 
appreciates the breadth, originality, and nuance of my arguments, describing them as “creative and innovative”, but 
feels that I could present a more concise, readable narrative with another round of significant editing. I agree, and 
will undertake significant revisions to produce a stronger narrative that highlights and clarifies my original 
arguments about the development of race in the eighteenth century.  
Reader #2 agrees with much of R1’s comments, and provides detailed, generous, and useful comments on each 
chapter. She too believes that the book, while effectively organized, needs to sing its own praises more. R2 also 
suggests content improvements related to clarifying the time period and continuity v. change over time; explanations 
and presentation of methodology; and emphasis on the relation of health to bodily description. I have discussed 
these in relevant sections below.  
Sources  
Both readers express admiration for the breadth and use of sources. While R2 is particularly generous in her praise 
of my research, she seems to misunderstand data mining (which emphasizes her point that I need to spend more time 
in the introduction on methodology). Data mining is not gathering large numbers of sources and personally ‘mining’ 
them for information, even if doing so with the help of descriptive statistics. Data mining uses computers to analyze 
and categorize huge quantities data. Likely because my two previous projects were at the forefront of humanities 
data mining, R2 believes I am using this technology here. I am not – data mining is for the scale of a minimum of 
tens of thousands of sources, not fewer than 5,000. (See, for example my 2006 essay on 80,000 Pennsylvania 
Gazette articles, or the Wikipedia entry on Topic Modeling that cites several of my publications.) So while I 
appreciate the praise, I will clarify that this book was constructed through good old fashioned reading, slogging, and 
human analysis.  

  
I’m open to adding a few charts about my sources to Colonial Complexions, and would work with Penn Press to 
determine the best way to graphically present the information beyond the current narrative discussion (pp. 11-12). 
However, as I did in my first book, I would make clear that the 4000 advertisements are an artificial collection of my 
own research, not a random or necessarily representative one – it purposefully over-represents women, for instance.  
Should Penn Press be interested in following up on R2’s suggestion and exploring a digital companion to the book, I 
would be very happy to discuss that. However, my own experiences suggests that a stand-alone reproduction of 
sources may be difficult, given that other institutions own the copyrights to the digital versions of these 
advertisements. But a companion that highlights the book’s content or makes the research process transparent by 
linking to other digital humanities sites would be something very much in my wheelhouse.  
Style and Language  
As currently constituted, the manuscript is not my best writing. It is a draft, and I will do several rounds of editing to 
create a book that has the same clarity and effective writing as my first monograph. This will include:  
•   ●  highlighting arguments more effectively (un-burying the lede in many paragraphs)   
•   ●  trimming unnecessary quotations/examples   
•   ●  rewriting convoluted sentences   
•   ●  avoiding unproductive and repetitive sentence structure (R1’s negative constructions)   
•   ●  Showing not telling   
•   ●  Claiming expertise and authority more consistently   
•   ●  Rethinking many of the opening anecdotes. Clearly these (other than Ch 4 and the  Conclusion) 

did not resonate with readers as I had hoped.  Finally, I note that R2 was not convinced that my language 
choice of the purposefully-awkward phrasings of “European-descended” or “African-descended” was 
ultimately valuable (p. 16). Unfortunately, I do not think that her replacement of “Euro-American” or 
“African American” fully works – many of these people are Africans and Europeans who have just reached 
North America, so those terms don’t really apply, and specific identifications are impossible for many 
others. Moreover, I am leery to impose seemingly ‘real’ identities onto people who would not have self-
identified in those ways. That said, I am open to suggestions from the series and press editor about what 
identifiers will ultimately work best in the manuscript.  Title  Reader Two suggests tweaking the book’s 
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subtitle. I am not wedded to this specific subtitle. While R2 is correct about the book’s purposeful 
intersectionality, it is also a book that is making a fundamental contribution to the historical meaning of 
race. For that reason, I’m not convinced   

Block Response p. 2  
it is best to delete race from the title. (Full disclosure: I really regret not using “race” in the title of my last 
monograph.) So here, too, I would defer to Penn Press editors and experts who have far more expertise than I.  
Introduction  
R1 and R2 each independently suggested that I shift the first section of the conclusion (where I use novelists’ 
discussion of character descriptions to talk about how images of individuals are textually created) to the book’s 
opening. Given the clear consensus, I will certainly follow this suggestion and greatly condense, if not scrap, pp. 1-
10 of the introduction. This will begin to make it more broadly appealing.  
While the introduction is currently a functional preface to my arguments, it clearly does not do justice to the book 
(R2). I will rewrite the introduction fairly completely, making it less dense and more welcoming to the non-
specialist reader. This includes foregrounding, as R2 suggests, my own arguments over the theoretical survey I 
currently present. Historiography will be moved more to individual chapters, and I will add a discussion of the 
centrality of bodily health to my arguments.  
I will also add several images or transcripts of advertisements for runaways; clarify my methodology more; refer to 
an appendix of charts that will be added to overview my sources; and emphasize the geographic reach and 
originality of the book. (R2)  
I will address the issue of change-over-time and time period choice more effectively here. Runaway ads became 
more formulaic and regularized post-1750, and shifted again (lengthier, different racialized content, decline of 
advertisements for European-descended servants) post- Revolution. I will add several paragraphs explaining why the 
majority of this book focuses on 1750-1775, and why it is important, in R2’s words, to look under this particular 

streetlight. Many people have already expertly traced the 17
th- 

to 18
th

-century shift in racial ideologies (Hodes, K. 
Brown, Fischer, to name a very few). But the explanation of how that 1700 shift became the beginnings of scientific 
racism by 1800 has not been adequately explained. My rewrite of the introduction will do a better job of claiming 
and clarifying my contribution to that historiography.  
Chapter 1: Complicating Humors and Rethinking Complexion  
This is currently the most polished chapter, so will receive the least stylistic revision. I will take R2’s suggestion to 
bring more material reality to the discussion of medical ideologies, and explain why health and reproduction were 
such a concern, particularly in colonial environments (the added emphasis on reproduction will also be picked up in 
the chapter 5 discussion of heterosexual desirability). For instance, I will add several paragraphs about medical 
views on  
Block Response p. 3  
virility being readable in physical appearance, and incorporate some of the historiography on death, reproduction, 
and colonial danger to the body that R2 suggests.  
Chapter 2: Shaping Bodies: Measurement and Form  
As in other chapters, I accept R2’s opening anecdote revision suggestions here.  
Re: adding numbers to footnotes: It was a considered and purposeful decision to not regularly include percentages, 
though I do offer comparative enumerations (ie: twice as many, one-third as often). I have thought deeply about the 
use of statistics about primary sources in both this manuscript and my first book. Ultimately I have decided that 
offering precise numbers gives readers a misguided sense of the historical record. I am happy to discuss this decision 
at length with the editors, but please know it is not one I made without extensive deliberation. That said, I will look 
for opportunities to add numerical qualifiers when I think it appropriate throughout the book, and I hope that the 
added discussion in the introduction and appendix charts will serve to alleviate some of R2’s concerns on this front.  
Chapter 3: Coloring in Bodies: Complexion, Hair, and Eyes  
Again, I take R2’s suggestion of finding a more narrative opening anecdote. I will, as both readers suggest, edit out 
unnecessarily theoretical language and jargon here and elsewhere, including for non-technologically inclined 
scholars. (OCR is optical character recognition - - computers translating documents into machine-encoded, aka 
searchable, text.)  
Chapter 4: Nationality and Categorization: Marking Race through Bodily Description  
I appreciate that R2 likes Ch 4’s opening anecdote. I, too, thought it was my strongest. I agree with R2’s suggestion 
of splitting this chapter into two – she rightly points out that the final section does not belong with the others. 
However, I would not want to split discussion of African American- and European-descended bodies into different 
chapters. Instead, a revised chapter 4 will keep the focus on national/heritage identifications, naming, and 
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categorization. The current final section on bodily experiences will be deleted and instead form the core of a new 
chapter five. This will make this already-strong chapter even more cohesive.  
Chapter 5 (new): Lived Bodies: Reading Character and Behavior  
This chapter will tie descriptors of corporeality to behavior and character. It will begin with the sections on scars, 
health and injuries from Chapter 4 (pp. 196-209). It will then move to sections I had previously drafted but not 
included in the current manuscript, that look at how missing persons’ behaviors and life histories were used to judge 
race-based character features, in effect tying who one was through how they were said to behave. This will include a 
comparison of the raced and gendered ways that the speech patterns and special skills (musical, trade) of runaways  
Block Response p. 4  
were presented, but as importantly, how assertions of character and immorality (drinking, illicit sex, thievery) were 
tied to particular raced and gendered bodies. This chapter will thus provide a scaffold to the discussion of appeal and 
desirability in Chapter Five. NB: Because I will be trimming unnecessary anecdotes, streamlining the entire text, and 
deleting up to 10 pages of the introduction, I do not expect these added sections to cause a problem with the current 
100,000- word limit.  
Chapter 6 (old chapter 5): Bodies in Private and in Print: Health, Evaluation, and Textual Appeal I agree 
with the readers that this chapter is the weakest in the book. Revisions will answer R1’s concern that the gender and 
sexuality arguments need to be more consequential to the project. I will construct a tightened set of arguments 
(rather than what R2 eloquently labels the current hot mess/data dump) about the interrelated constructions of race, 
beauty, and desire. Chapter 5 (now 6) is currently not well integrated into the manuscript; the book shifts from a 
focus on race to sex without clear and necessary connections. This shortcoming seems to be why R1 missed one of 
the chapter’s main arguments: that gender and sexual ideologies only could work through the simultaneous racial 
exclusion of entire swaths of women from the category of womanhood and expressible desirability. The new 
Chapter Six will make these connections more direct and forward more specific arguments about the ways that 
heteronormative desire was built on raced understandings of physicality. This, I will argue, can explain the rise of 
Republican Motherhood as a parallel to the development of scientific racism. These revisions should provide more 
of a “so what” for this chapter, and end the book on a strong note.  
Conclusion  
With the shift of the opening section of the conclusion to the introduction, I have a little more space to elaborate on 
some of the impact and reach of the arguments I make in the book, and I will craft the conclusion to more strongly 
assert the significance of the book’s arguments.  
 
	
Bob 
 
3/17/17 
Dear	Herman:	
		
Very	pleased	to	report	that,	at	its	meeting	this	week,	the	Press’s	faculty	editorial	board	gave	
final	approval	to	your	book	project.	Congratulations!	
		
The	board	is	comprised	of	scholars	from	across	the	humanities	and	social	sciences	at	Penn,	
including	an	early	modernist,	an	early	Americanist,	and	a	scholar	of	medieval	Islam,	and	can	be	
a	tough	crowd	to	please.	So	you’ll	be	gratified	to	know	that	they	were	enthusiastic	about	the	
project	and	saw	it	as	a	compelling	synthesis	of	a	wide	range	of	scholarship	They	expressed	
support	for	your	revision	plan	and	stipulated	no	additional	peer	review	prior	to	publication,	
though	of	course	I	must	review	the	final	version	to	confirm	that	revisions	have	been	handled	
successfully.	
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I	trust	this	news	is	welcome.	I’m	available	to	read	chapters	as	you	get	back	to	them.	Indeed,	it	
might	be	a	good	idea	to	send	me	the	revised	introduction	so	that	we’re	on	the	same	page	going	
forward.		
		
Thanks	again	for	your	good	work	and	patience	with	our	process.	All	the	best,	
	
Bob	
 
8/7/17 
Dear	Herman:	
	
A	belated	but	no	less	grateful	note	of	thanks	for	this	warm	email.	Of	course	I’m	delighted	to	
receive	the	revised	manuscript	and	am	eager	to	read	it,	but	I	greatly	appreciate	the	kind	words.	
Indeed,	last	week	we	were	able	to	get	away	just	as	a	family	and	really	disconnect.	It	was	
wonderfully	restorative,	and	too	long	in	coming.	Our	daughter	had	been	with	various	extended	
family	for	the	month	of	July—the	longest	we’ve	been	apart—and	we	missed	her	terribly.	She’s	
getting	ready	for	middle	school,	and	though	I	hear	stories,	I’m	so	happy	to	have	her	at	home!		
		
I	was	very	sorry	to	hear	about	the	tough	year	you	and	Jennifer	have	had.	You	all	seemed	in	such	
good	spirits	at	AHA	in	Denver.	I	appreciate	your	dedication	to	finishing	the	manuscript,	
especially	under	the	circumstances.	Regarding	next	steps,	I	need	to	do	my	own	review,	to	
confirm	that	the	manuscript	has	been	revised	successfully	and	is	ready	to	go.	I	expect	to	do	this	
before	the	end	of	August.	Then	I	will	hand	over	everything	to	my	assistant	editor,	Amanda	
Ruffner,	who	will	prepare	the	material	for	the	copyeditor.	She	will	need	a	couple	weeks	to	do	
this.	You	will	hear	from	Amanda	directly	with	questions,	and	you	should	respond	to	her	queries	
as	you	are	able.	Amanda	will	then	hand	over	the	all	the	project	materials	to	our	production	
department,	and	I	will	schedule	a	launch	meeting,	which	Press	staff	will	attend.	
		
At	the	launch	meeting	we'll	discuss	details--marketing,	schedule,	etc.--and	I'll	report	back	to	
you	in	detail.	You	can	expect	to	receive	the	copyedited	manuscript	six	weeks	after	the	launch	
meeting.	All	of	our	manuscripts	are	now	copyedited	electronically,	so	you'll	be	presented	with	
electronically	marked-up	text	files	that	you	will	be	expected	to	review.	You'll	have	about	four	
weeks	to	review	the	text,	and	this	will	be	the	most	intensive	part	of	the	production	process.	
After	copyediting,	you	can	expect	to	receive	the	galleys	6-8	weeks	later.	Assuming	my	reading	
doesn’t	turn	up	anything	of	significance,	I	estimate	a	publication	date	of	September	2018.	Does	
that	sound	right	to	you?	
		
I	hope	this	clarifies	the	process	going	forward.	By	all	means	please	call	on	me	with	any	
questions	or	considerations.	Thanks	for	your	excellent	work	on	the	final	revision,	and	all	the	
best	for	the	final	month	before	school	starts,	
		
Bob	
		
9/5/17 
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Dear	Herman:	
	
I	hope	this	finds	you	as	well	as	can	be	hoped	for	as	the	summer	draws	to	an	end.	Thanks	for	
giving	me	some	extra	time	with	your		manuscript.	
I	appreciate	your	patience	and	am	delighted	with	the	revision.	It’s	really	very	impressive	how	
much	work	you’ve	done,	and	how	much	improved	it	is—kudos!	I’m	especially	pleased	with	the	
new	prologue	and	chapter	1.		
		
I	think	we’re	very	close	to	being	able	to	send	the	text	to	the	copyeditor,	but	I	do	have	one	issue	
that	I’d	like	to	bring	to	your	attention,	if	I	may,	regarding	this	new	material.	As	I	say,	the	new	
prologue	is	fantastic—just	what	the	reader	asked	for,	and	what	the	manuscript	needed.	With	
its	addition,	however,	there	is	some	material	near	the	beginning	of	chapter	1	that	now	feels	like	
a	second	introduction	to	the	book,	and	therefore	awkward.	I	am	thinking	specifically	of	the	
paragraphs	on	pages	35-37,	in	which	you	state	the	book’s	purpose	(“Soiled	Gods	delineates	the	
historical	process	through	which	economic	life	assumed	sovereignty),	describe	its	structure	
(“Composed	of	six	chapters	tackling	distinctive	themes,	the	project	routes	us	through…”),	and	
explain	the	story	of	its	title	(“This	project	appropriated	its	title	from	the	story	of	an	alleged	
sighting	of	the	divine…”).	I	wonder	if	you	might	be	willing	to	revisit	the	placement	of	this	
material	and	consider	moving	it	to	the	prologue.	If	you’re	agreeable,	this	is	something	that	
you’d	need	to	do;	I	wouldn’t	want	to	risk	having	a	copyeditor	getting	it	wrong.	
	
What	do	you	say?	Happy	to	discuss	further	by	phone	or	email,	as	you	like.	Otherwise,	I	think	
we’re	in	good	shape.	With	a	careful	line-edit	by	the	copyeditor,	the	manuscript	will	be	in	good	
form	for	publication.	
		
Best,	
		
Bob	
	10/2/17	
Dear	Herman:	
	
I	spent	part	of	the	weekend	enjoying	your	manuscript,	perhaps	enjoying	it	too	much!	At	the	risk	
of	driving	you	crazy,	I	took	the	liberty	of	gently	tweaking	the	prologue,	with	an	eye	on	
conceptual	and	explanatory	clarity.	This	is	the	kind	of	work	that	a	copyeditor	might	not	do,	and	
my	doing	it	will	allow	her	to	focus	on	details	like	punctuation,	grammar,	consistency,	etc.	Would	
you	be	willing	to	have	a	quick	look	and	let	me	know	if	it’s	OK?	No	major	items—just	minor	
tweaks	at	the	sentence	level.	
		
As	you	do	so,	you’ll	see	that	I	highlighted	a	few	sentences.	These	sentences	weren’t	clear	to	me,	
and	I	didn’t	want	to	mess	with	them	for	fear	of	changing	your	intended	meaning.	The	first	of	
these	sentences	is	on	page	7-8	and	involves	“the	image	of	a	solitary	priest	baptizing	enslaved	
Africans.”	Was	this	an	element	of	Zazura’s	chronicle?	It	sounds	like	it	might	have	been,	but	you	
don’t	mention	it	in	your	discussion	of	the	chronicle,	and	then	you	refer	back	to	the	image	of	the	
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priest	on	subsequent	pages.	This	was	a	little	confusing.	Where	does	the	image	of	this	priest	
come	from?	
		
Thanks	for	your	forbearance	with	my	obsessiveness,	and	happy	to	speak	by	phone	if	you	prefer.	
All	the	best,	
	
Bob	
		
10/11/17	
Dear	Herman:	
	
Thanks	for	clarifying	these	sentences,	which	look	good.	I	appreciate	your	additional	work	and	
will	proceed.	Full	steam	ahead,	and	more	details	on	schedule	and	your	liaison	in	the	production	
department	shortly.	Best,	
	
Bob	
	
10/22/17	
Dear Herman: 
 
Thanks for reaching out, and sorry for the radio silence this past week--we're interviewing for a 
new editorial assistant, and it was one of those unusually hectic weeks that got away from me. I 
hope you can understand.  
 
We're in the process of formatting and prepping your manuscript for the copyeditor. We will 
then convey it to the Press's production department, and I will schedule a launch 
meeting, which all Press staff will attend. This will happen within the next couple of 
weeks. At the launch meeting we'll discuss details--marketing, schedule, etc.--and I'll 
report back to you in detail. You could then expect to receive the copyedited 
manuscript about six weeks after the launch meeting and to have 3-4 weeks to review 
it. 
 
 
At this point, we have some flexibility as to when we can deliver the copyedited 
manuscript. As you know from prior experience, this can be a fairly intense few 
weeks as you review the copyedits. Is there an ideal time when you'd like to receive 
it? Maybe right after the AHA, so you can enjoy the holidays and finish it before the 
spring semester starts up? Let me know what would be best for your schedule. 
 
 
After you finish reviewing the copyedited manuscript, you can expect to receive the 
page proofs 8-10 weeks later. That is the point when the index will need to be done. 
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I hope this clarifies the process going forward. By all means please call on me with any questions 
or considerations. I'm happy to work with you to coordinate a schedule that best suits your other 
responsibilities. Thanks again for your excellent work on the revision, and all the best,	
 
	
Bob	
	
11/1/17	
Dear	Herman:	
	
Thanks	for	getting	back	to	me,	especially	under	the	circumstances.	Man,	you’re	busy!	Next	
September	is	our	goal	for	the	publication	date,	and	it’s	entirely	realistic.	In	general	it	takes	us	
10-11	months	from	copyediting	to	bound	book,	so	we’re	right	on	target.	And	thanks,	too,	for	
clearing	your	schedule	during	the	holidays	to	review	the	copyedits.	More	soon,	and	best,	
		
Bob	
	
11/15/17	
Dear	Herman,		
		
Regarding	your	book	Soiled	Gods	at	Penn	Press,	I	am	writing	to	introduce	myself	briefly	and	let	you	
know	that	your	manuscript	has	been	officially	handed	off	to	me	and	is	now	in	the	Manuscript	Editorial	
section	of	the	Production	Department.	I	am	happy	to	be	working	on	your	book,	it	looks	very	interesting.	
I	will	be	guiding	it	through	production	(copyediting,	proofreading,	and	indexing).	
		
If	you	have	any	questions	on	production	matters,	please	don't	hesitate	to	ask	me.	I	will	send	you	more	
detail	on	the	production	of	your	book	in	the	coming	weeks.	Meanwhile,	I	am	looking	forward	to	working	
with	you.	
		
Best,		
Lily	
		
11/15/17	
Dear Herman: 
 
Yesterday morning I and my colleagues held a launch meeting for your book, and I'm delighted 
to report that it is officially "in press." Congratulations! There were some relevant details from 
the meeting that I thought I'd share at this time. 
 
First and foremost, the schedule. The official publication date is October 9, 2018, and I expect 
advance copies in late September. The book will be announced in our Fall 2018 new books 
catalog. Over the coming months, several stages of production will occur in which you will be 
involved, and with which you are familiar. The first stage is copyediting. As we speak the 
manuscript is being delivered to a professional copyeditor hired by the Press. Your primary 
liaison at the press during copyediting and production will be Lily Palladino, one of our 
managing editors, from whom you've already heard. Shortly Lily will be sending you a detailed 
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schedule of when to expect the copyedits and page proofs for review. In general, you should plan 
for the copyedited manuscript in about 6-8 weeks from now. As you know, reviewing the 
copyedits can be pretty intense, and you should plan to carve out time in advance if you're able.  
 
All of our manuscripts are now copyedited electronically, so you'll be presented with 
electronically marked-up text files that you will be expected to review, since there will be queries 
(for clarification, to confirm correct spelling of proper names, etc) as well as corrections. You'll 
have about 3-4 weeks to review the text. After copyediting, you can expect to receive the page 
proofs (aka galleys) 8-10 weeks later. That is the point when the index will need to be done, for 
which you are responsible. Though Lily is your primary liaison during the production process, of 
course I remain your advocate here at the Press and am available to discuss questions or concerns 
at any time. 
 
Regarding marketing, you'll be pleased to know that my colleagues in marketing are enthusiastic 
about the book and see a broad and multidisciplinary readership among students and scholars of 
early modern, medieval, and colonial history; Atlantic, African, and European history; history of 
the African diaspora; post-colonial studies and historical theory and methodology, as well as a 
wider audience of serious readers interested in the African-European encounter. To reach the 
latter readership, we plan to advertise in and send review copies to general-interest periodicals 
such as the TLS and NYRB. For the academic readership, we'll want to do ads in and deliver 
review copies to the principal journals in the fields I've mentioned, and we'll also want to display 
the book at relevant conferences and nominate it for the right awards.  
 
To get the ball rolling on all this, my colleague Gavi Fried has sent you a marketing 
questionnaire, your responses to which will form the foundation of our  marketing plan. 
Especially important is the 300-word description, which will serve as the first draft of our catalog 
and cover description for the book. I'd encourage you to return it when you're able. Relevant 
contacts in the Press's marketing department include: 
 
Gigi Lamm, publicist (reviews, interviews and events): glamm@upenn.edu    
Tracy Kellmer, advertising and catalogs: tkellmer@upenn.edu    
Gavi Fried, exhibits: gfried@upenn.edu   
 
Regarding the cover, we think your suggestion has potential, but we have one concern: one of the 
aspects of your book that we find most exciting is your argument about African sovereignty and 
power. In that context, we wonder about highlighting a European explorer on the cover. It seems 
like an awkward juxtaposition. What do you think about that?  
 
Regarding the title, there was some conversation about this as well. Because the phrase "Soiled 
Gods" originates in an encounter between European explorers and the Mexica, rather than 
between Europeans and Africans, my marketing colleagues wondered about it. They also worry a 
bit that the meaning of "Soiled Gods" is not immediately evident and requires a pretty detailed 
explanation. As they see it, an important function of the title is to clearly evoke the book's main 
subject or central argument They wanted me to ask if you'd be open to considering alternatives. 
What say you?  
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That's it for now. Thanks again for all your excellent work to this point, and happy to discuss 
further by phone if you prefer.  
 
All the best,  
 
Bob 
	
	


