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Africa and the colonial
challenge

A. ADU BOAHEN

Never in the history of Africa did so many changes occur and with such
speed as they did between 1880 and 1935. Indeed, the most fundamental
and dramatic — though tragic — of these changes took place in the much
shorter period from 189o to 1910, the period that saw the conquest and
occupation of virtually the whole continent of Africa by the imperial powers
and the establishment of the colonial system. The period after 1910 was
essentially one of consolidation and exploitation of the system. The pace
of this drama was truly astonishing, for as late as 1880 only very limited
areas of Africa had come under the direct rule of Europeans. In the whole
of West Africa, only the island and coastal areas of Senegal, the town of
Freetown and its environs (now in Sierra Leone), the southern parts of
the Gold Coast (now Ghana), the coastal areas of Abidjan in Ivory Coast
and Porto Novo in Dahomey (now Benin) and the island of Lagos (in
what is now ngerla) had come under the direct rule of Europeans. In
North Africa, it was only Algeria that had by 1880 been colonized by the
French. Not an inch of the whole of East Africa had come under the control
of any European power, while only the coastal stretches of Mozambique
and Angola of the whole of Central Africa were being ruled by the
Portuguese. It was only in Southern Africa that foreign rule had not only
been firmly implanted but had even been extended a considerable distance
inland (see Fig. 1.1). In short, by as late as 1880, about as much as
809, of the continent of Africa was being ruled by her own kings, queens,

clan and lineage heads, in empires, kingdoms, communities and polities of
various sizes and shapes.

However, within the next thirty years, this situation underwent a phe-
nomenaland indeed a revolutionary change. By 1914, with the sole exception
of Ethiopia and Liberia, the whole of Africa had been subjected to the
rule of European powers in colonies of various sizes which were generally
much larger physically but often bore little or no relationship to the pre-
existing polities. But it was not African sovereignty and independence alone
that had been lost at that time. It represented also an assault on established
cultures. As Ferhat Abbas pointed out in 1930 in reference to the French
colonization of Algeria, for the French, colonization was ‘simply a military
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FIG. 1.1 Africa on the eve of partition showing extent of conquest by 1850




















































European partition and
conquest of Africa:
an overview

G. N. UZOIGWE

Introduction: a generation of war and revolutionary change

The generation following 1880 witnessed one of the most significant his-
torical movements of modern times. During this period Africa, a continent
of over 28 million square kilometres, was partitioned, conquered and occu-
pied effectively by the industrialized nations of Europe. Historians have not
yet come to grips with the deleterious impact of this generation of con-
tinuous war on both the colonized and the colonizer. But that it was a
generation of revolutionary change of a fundamental nature is generally
stressed.

The great significance of our period, however, goes beyond the war and
the change that it witnessed. Empires have risen and fallen in the past,
conquests and usurpations are as old as history itself, and models of colonial
administration and integration have been tried and tested in days gone
by. Africa was the last continent to be subdued by Europe. What is most
remarkable about our period is the co~ordinated manner, speed and com-
parative ease — from the European point of view — with which the occupation
and subjugation of so vast a continent was accomplished. Nothing like
it had happened before.

What gave rise to such a phenomenon? Or, to put it another way, why
was Africa partitioned politically and systematically occupied in the period
that it was? And why were Africans unable to keep their adversaries at
bay? These questions have exercised the skills of historians of the partition
and of the new imperialism since the 1880s. No generally acceptable ex-
planation exists; on the contrary, the historiography of the partition has
become one of the most controversial and emotive issues of our time. It
presents the historian with the awesome task of making sense of an extra-
ordinary phantasmagoria of conflicting interpretations.

The partition of Africa and the new imperialism: a review

There is need, therefore, to bring sanity to the jumble of theories regarding
this crucial movement in African history. They may be conveniently cate-
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African initiatives and
resistance in the face of
partition and conquest

T. O. RANGER

In tropical Africa the twenty years between 1880 and 1900 presented a
strange and brutal paradox. The process of European conquest and occu-
pation was clearly irreversible. But it was also eminently resistible. It was
irreversible because of the revolution in technology. For the first time the
whites had a decisive advantage in weapons, and for the first time the
railway, the cable and the steamship enabled them to offer some answer
to the problem of communication within Africa and between Africa and
Europe. It was resistible because of the size of Africa; because of the
strengths of its peoples; and because in the event Europe did not deploy
very many men or very much technology. True, the whites made up for
their shortage of men by recruiting African auxiliaries. But they were not
diabolically clever manipulators of divided and outmatched blacks. The
Europeans were merely running through the repertoire of old imperial
devices. In detail they often knew much less about a situation than African
rulers did. The implementation of the strategy of advance was very
haphazard and clumsy. Europeans bumped into, provoked and even
invented through ignorance and alarm, a multitude of African resistances.

The Europeans were ‘bound to win in the end’, and after they had won
they tidied up the untidy process. Books were written about what was
called ‘pacification’; the impression was given that most Africans had thank-
fully accepted the so-called Pax Colonica; and the facts of African resistance
were glossed over. But the victory of the Europeans does not mean that
African resistance was unimportant at the time or undeserving of study
now. And in fact it has been studied a good deal in the last twenty years.

Most of this research of the last two decades has been sober, detailed,
scholarly, not avoiding the ambiguities of many of the resistances. But
most of it has been based upon, or used to demonstrate, three dogmatic
assumptions, which I believe still to be essentially true, even though each
has been modified by recent research and analysis. It has been argued,
first, that the fact of African resistance is significant because it proves that
Africans did not acquiesce placidly in a European ‘pacification’. It has
been argued, secondly, that this resistance was neither despairing nor
irrational, but that it was often powered by rational and innovative






























































































































African initiatives and
resistance in North Africa
and the Sahara

A. LAROUI

The subject of this chapter is highly complex, not so much because of
the facts, which are on the whole fairly well known, but when it comes
to interpreting them. Qur task is to study the initiatives taken by the
people of the Maghrib and the Sahara to counter the colonial thrust,
and their reactions to the conquest in progress. To give a preliminary
idea of the complexity of the situation, let us examine the situation in
1907 (see Fig. 5.1).

In the west, Morocco was having a revolution, which was to overthrow
Sultan ‘Abd al-‘Aziz (1894-1908), because he had ratified the French
conquest of Tuat province and agreed to the reforms imposed by the
European powers at the Algeciras Conference in April 1906. The pro-
tagonists of this revolution were members of the Makhzen' and were
connected with the zawaya (sing. zawiya), the local centres of Sufi religious
brotherhoods (tariga), and with local chieftaincies.

In the east, Tunisia was seeing the birth of a nationalist movement
in the true sense of the term. Associations of the first graduates turned
out by modern education were being set up, while opposition newspapers
were appearing in the language of the colonial power. A new elite was
making itself conspicuous by taking unprecedented initiatives.

In the south, the western Sahara was the scene of a large-scale French
operation aimed at encircling and strangling independent Morocco. Spain
was soon to follow the French example in Morocco itself, and Italy in
Tripolitania, in this case at the expense of the Sultan in Constantinople.

Thus, in our period and area, we need to distinguish between three
levels:

(1) that of the organized state,2 Moroccan in the west and Ottoman
in the east of North Africa. That is where we must look for
initiative properly so called.

1. The Government of Morocco, and more broadly the political and religious elite
of the country.

2. The structure of this state must not be interpreted in terms of that of European
liberal states; this would be falling into the trap of colonial ideology.
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African initiatives and
resistance in West Africa,
1880—-1914

M’BAYE GUEYE and A. ADU BOAHEN

During the period 1880 to 1914, the whole of West Africa, with the
sole exception of Liberia (see Chapter 2), was brought under colonial
rule. This phenomenon which meant essentially the loss of African
sovereignty and independence as well as land, was accomplished in two
phases. The first phase lasted from 1880 to the early 1900s, and the
second from the early 1900s to the outbreak of the First World War
in 1914. Each of these phases saw different European activities which
produced different initiatives and reactions on the part of the Africans.
It should be emphasized that these reactions were very much determined
by the local African situation. Variables included the nature of the polity
(whether or not centralized, whether or not dominated by another African
power, and whether or not on the upswing or settled and declining),’
the nature of the leadership provided, the extent of the penetration of
European political, religious and economic influences by the 1870s and
the experiences gained from this. Another equally important variable was
the method adopted by the European imperialists in the establishment
of their control over the area between 1880 and 1914.

The first phase saw either the use of diplomacy or military invasion,
or both, by the Europeans. This was the classical era of treaty-making
in practically every nook and corner of West Africa followed in most
cases by military invasions, conquests and occupation by armies of varying
sizes and discipline. The period from 1880 to 19goo was the high-water
mark of European conquest and occupation of West Africa. Never in
the known history of the continent has so much military action been
seen and so many invasions and campaigns launched against African states
and communities (see Fig. 6.1). Particularly memorable were the French
campaigns in the Western Sudan, Ivory Coast and Dahomey (now Benin)
between 1880 and 1898, and the British campaigns in Asante (in what
is now Ghana), the Niger Delta region (Nigeria) and in Northern Nigeria
between 1895 and 1903 (see Fig. 6.2).

During this first phase, practically all Africans had the same objectives,

1. A. S. Kanya-Forstner in M. Crowder (ed.), 1971, p. 75-
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African initiatives and
resistance in East Africa,
1880—1914

H. A. MWANZI

Much has been written about the African response to foreign penetration
and eventual rule towards the end of the last century and the beginning
of the present. Most of the discussion, if not all of it, has been centred
on the dichotomy between resisters, who by implication are to be praised
as heroes, and so-called collaborators, who also by implication are to be
condemned as traitors. This classification came about as a result of the
nationalist struggle for independence in Africa, as elsewhere in the world.
Those involved in the movement tended to see themselves as heirs to
a long tradition of struggle whose roots go back to the beginning of this
century, if not earlier. It was assumed that independence was a good
thing and to strive for it was natural. Consequently, all those who had
resisted European penetration of Africa, in order to preserve its inde-
pendence, were heroes to be emulated and given an honourable place
in the histories of the countries that had gained their independence through
resistance to colonial rule. Put in these terms, this view is an attempt
to use the standards of the present, with the aid of hindsight, to interpret
the events of the past. In the colonial situation, those who resisted were
described by colonial officials as short-sighted while those who collaborated
were seen as far-sighted. Today, nationalist historians in East Africa con-
demn so-called collaborators, especially chiefs, and praise resisters.!

Among the resisters, there were also divisions. There were those who
took to armed confrontation with the intruders — active resistance. Then
there were those who, though they did not take to arms, refused to co-
operate with the intruders. This form of resistance is referred to as passive
resistance. There has not been a similar treatment of the so-called
collaborators. They are often put together as simply one undifferentiated
group.

However, as Professor Adu Boahen has correctly pointed out, it is
a distortion of African history to see it in terms of heroes and villains.
This approach fails to consider the prevailing circumstances under which
various groups or individuals operated. The options available to them

1. G. Muriuki, 1974, p. 233.
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African initiatives and
resistance in Central Africa,
18801914

A. ISAACMAN and J. VANSINA

This chapter! examines the changing nature of resistance to European
rule in Central Africa from 1880 to 1914. Central Africa is defined as
the area included in the states of Belgian Congo (now Zaire), Northern
Rhodesia (now Zambia), Nyasaland (now Malawi), Angola and Mozam-
bique. Like most regions of Africa on the eve of the Scramble, this zone
was occupied by a host of peoples organized either in state or centralized
political systems or in small-scale political units.? Among the first category
were the Lunda and Luba kingdoms of the Belgian Congo, the Humbe
and Chokwe states of Angola, the Mozambican kingdom of the Mwene-
mutapa, the Undi kingdom in Nyasaland, and the numerous states founded
by the Nguni and the Kololo in the Zambezi-Limpopo basins. Among
the latter were the Yao and lakeside Tonga of Nyasaland, the Bisa and
Lala of Northern Rhodesia, the Sena, Tonga and Chopi of Mozambique,
the Kisama, Bakongo and Loango of Angola, and the Loga, Mongo,
Ngombem Budja and Bowa of the Belgian Congo (see Fig. 8.1). Although
historians may have overestimated the degree of turmoil and stress within
these societies, political fragmentation, ethnic and regional particularism
and internal conflicts between competing strata’® placed serious limitations
on the capacity of the peoples of Central Africa to react to the Europeans.
Despite these divisive tendencies, however, confrontation and resistance
remained the dominant reaction to European imperialist conquest and
occupation.

1. This chapter was commissioned in 1975 and completed in 1976.

2. For details, see Volume VI of this History.

3. We use the term ‘strata’ to indicate a socio-economic differentiation which existed
in most pre-colonial Central African societies. Because of the absence of extensive field-
work analysing the organization of pre-capitalist economies and the related process of class
formation, delineating with any certainty the actual degree of stratification in these societies
is often impossible. There is no doubt that by the middle of the nineteenth century class
had replaced kinship as the dominant social variable in a number of commercial societies,
but in many other cases insufficient data are available to enable one to make this distinction.
The works of Catherine Coquery-Vidrovitch, Claude Meillassoux, Emmanuel Terray and
Maurice Godelier, though not in total agreement, represent an important theoretical break~
through for an analysis of class formation in pre-capitalist African societies.











































































African initiatives and
resistance in Southern Africa

D. CHANAIWA

Southern Afrlca on the eve of colomal rule

When dlscussmg Afican respones to the European colomzatlon of
Southern :Africa in the nineteenth century, it is important to understand
the wider . cultural and social environment in which they occurred. The
major historical forces were:expansionist settler colonialism, missionary
Christianity and education, and finally, the Zulu revolution and its by-
products — the Mfecane and Nguni migrations. By the time of the Berlin
West African Conference (1884-5) with its feverish competition among
European nations for colonial possessions in Africa, the Scramble between
the British and the Afrikaners for Southern African territories had been
going on for over seventy years. Terms such as ‘treaty’, ‘sphere of
influence’, ‘effective occupation’, ‘annexation’ and ‘frontier force’, which
became common throughout the rest of Africa after the Berlin Conference,
had been in widespread use in Southern Africa since 1815. European settlers
in Southern Africa, unlike their counterparts in the rest of Africa, were
from the beginning interested in establishing permanent homes in their
new environment, attracted by its temperate climate, fertile agricultural
land, cheap African labour and an abundance of minerals.

By 1880 there were a total of four white polities in South Africa: the
Cape Colony and Natal, with their predominantly English-speaking white
population of 185000 and 20000 respectively, and the South African
Republic and Orange Free State, each with over 50000 Dutch-speaking
whites. Then, on 12 September 1890, a further British colony, Mashona-
land, was established. In these five settler colonies, vast majorities of
indigenous Africans were dominated by white minorities. For the San and
Khoikhoi this domination had been going on for over two hundred years
while others, such as the Xhosa, Mfengu, Thembu and Mpondo peoples,
had been subjugated to varying forms of colonial rule for nearly a century
(see Fig. 9.1).!

1. For African responses before the 1880s see W. M. Macmillan, 1963; C. W. De Kiewiet,
1965; J. Phillip, 1828; J. S. Marais, 1957.

















































































Madagascar, 1880s—1930s:
African initiatives and
reaction to colonial
conquest and domination

M. ESOAVELOMANDROSO

The Anglo-Merina Treaty,! which was signed on 23 October 1817 and
ratified in 1820, conferred on Radama I the title of ‘King of Madagascar’
and on 14 February 1822 he went on to proclaim his sovereignty over
the entire island (see Fig. 10.1). A kingdom which had the backing of the
leading world power of the time accordingly made its appearance on the
diplomatic scene. But it was a kingdom whose sovereignty France initially
contested, denied and fought against. It was not until 1862 that the
government of Napoleon III signed a treaty with Radama II recognizing
him as king of Madagascar. This, in the eyes of the authorities in
Antananarivo, sanctioned the kingdom’s existence and signified the aban-
donment of France’s territorial demands, even though the preamble to the
treaty reserved ‘France’s rights’, in other words, its specific claims to
its former trading posts and establishments and to the Sakalava and
Antakarana protectorates.

A new situation was created by the assassination in 1863 of Radama II
by the ruling oligarchy, which regarded him as too liberal-minded and
unduly favourable to the Europeans. Rainilaiarivony, who was prime
minister from 1864 to 1895, adopted a fairly flexible policy in a bid to
ensure that the independence of the kingdom would be respected. Thus
it was that, although unable to unify the territory completely, he set about
organizing the government, administration and army. He succeeded after
a fashion in consolidating his power and in holding the conquered regions
together, in spite of his rivals’ plots, and the discontent and, at times, open
rebellion of the masses. At the same time, however, colonialist imperialism
was growing in Europe, and France again sought to dominate Madagascar.
The diplomatic efforts which Rainilaiarivony deployed in an endeavour
to steer clear of this danger were unsuccessful and the two wars waged
by France — from 1883 to 1885, and from 18g4 to 1895 — terminated in

1. The Merina are the inhabitants of the Imerina, a region in the Central Highlands
of Madagascar, with its capital at Antananarivo. The Merina kingdom set itself the task
of unifying the entire island.
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Liberia and Ethiopia,
1880—-1914: the survival of
two African states

M. B. AKPAN
based on contributions from A. B Fones
and R. Pankhurst

‘Ethiopia shall stretch forth her hands unto God’. Blessed, glorious
promise! Qur trust is not to be in chariots or horses ... [but in] the
Lord. And surely, in reviewing our [African] history as a people,
whether we consider our preservation in the lands of our exile or the
preservation of our fatherland from invasion, we are compelled to
exclaim: Hitherto hath the Lord helped us.!

(Edward W. Blyden, Liberian scholar, 1862).

Ethiopia has need of no one; she stretches out her hands unto God.?
(Menelik I1, Emperor of Ethiopia, 1893).

We have realized as never before that this is an era of a New
Diplomacy, a diplomacy which is not bound by the cardinal principles
of international law or even of natural justice or equity, where small
nations are concerned ... Great states meet and partition small states
without any consultation of the latter; and they are helpless as they
have no adequate army or navy to meet force with force.*

(Arthur Barclay, President of Liberia, 1907).

The quotations above show the bond, however tenuous, that bound Liberia
and Ethiopia, and particularly the common predicament that derived from
aggression committed against both states by European powers engaged in
the Scramble for the partition of Africa (1880-1914). This chapter is
therefore a comparative study of historical developments in the two states
particularly during the crucial period of the Scramble and partition when
European powers imposed colonial rule on most of Africa. After introducing
their territories, peoples, and governments, the chapter examines how
Liberia and Ethiopia were challenged and affected by, or responded to, the
strategies and processes whereby Europeans imposed their rule on Africa;

1. E. W. Blyden, 1864, p. 358. '

2. R. Pankhurst, 1976.

3. A. Barclay, F. E. R. Johnson and T. M. Stewart, ‘Report of Liberian Commission
to Europe in re Franco-Liberian Frontier’, in Liberian National Archives (LNA), file
entitled Executive President: Presidential Commissions (EPPC).






































































































The First World War
and its consequences

M. CROWDER

The First World War was essentially a quarrel between European powers
which involved Africa, both directly and indirectly, because at the outbreak
of hostilities the greater part of it was ruled by the European belligerents.
Campaigns were fought on African soil which —though they only marginally
affected the overall course of war — had significant implications for Africa.
More than a million African soldiers were involved in these campaigns
or campaigns in Europe. Even more men, as well as women and children,
were recruited, often forcibly, as carriers to support armies whose supplies
could not be moved by conventional methods such as road, rail or pack-
animal. Over 150000 soldiers and carriers lost their lives during the war.
Many more were wounded and disabled. By the time the war ended, every
country in Africa, with the exception of the small Spanish territories —
which remained neutral — had been formally committed to one side or
the other. Belgian, British, French, Italian and Portuguese administrations
were allied — more or less actively — against German colonies (see Fig. 2.1).
Even the last remaining independent states on the continent — Liberia,
Ethiopia and Diarfiir — became involved. Liberia declared for the Allies
on the entry of the United States into the war in 1917. The pro-Muslim
boy-Emperor of Ethiopia, Lij Iyasu, proclaimed his country’s allegiance
to Turkey, thereby causing considerable concern among the Allies that
he would inspire a djihdd among the Muslims of the Horn of Africa where
Sayyid Muhammad Abdille Hasan’s forces were still giving trouble to
the British. British, French and Italian troops moved to Berbera, Djibuti
and Massawa, but the intervention proved unnecessary since shocked
Christian nobles overthrew the Emperor in September 1916. Similarly,
Sultan ‘Ali Dinar of Darfiir, nominally tributary to, but effectively
independent of, the Anglo-Egyptian Sudan, responded to the Turkish call
to djihad and raided French Chad, threatened British Borno (Northern
Nigeria) and tried to stir up revolt in Kordofan (Sudan). Not until February
1916 was he defeated and killed in battle and Dirfir fully incorporated
into Sudan. :

Whether directly involved in the fighting or not, nearly every African
territory was affected by the exclusion of the Germans from the African























































































Methods and institutions of
European domination

R. F. BETTS
revz'sea'_ by M. ASIWAJU

‘Native policy’

Shortly after or concurrently with the military conquest and occupation
of Africa by the imperial powers of Europe, Africa was overlaid with a
colonial administrative grid which, while neither uniform nor simple, was
welded out of a few commonly held ideas and beliefs. As at no other time
or in any other continent subjected to European domination, colonial policy
came to be referred to as ‘native policy’. Granted that the term supported
a variety of definitions in the administration of ‘natives’, the word generally
employed in describing Africans, there was general agreement both in
theory and in practice that colonial rule could only be effectively secured
through the use of indigenous personnel and institutions in some
complementary or supportive function.

This realization was the result of the colonial situation already deter-
mined by those nineteenth-century Europeans who had been operating
in Africa. With Algeria and Southern Africa listed as the notable excep-
tions, the vast land mass of the continent was considered climatically in-
hospitable to intensive white settlement, while the local populations
appeared to be insufficiently concentrated geographically to allow for
effective direct administration by European personnel. Essentially, Africa
was deemed to be a congeries of tropical estates whose populations were
to be both enlisted and directed by the Europeans for externally defined
purposes. What Sir Frederick (later Lord) Lugard would define as a ‘dual
mandate’ in his famous book of that name first published in 1922, was
generally accepted as the theoretical justification for the European
presence: social and economic development as much for the sake of the
rest of the world as for Africa.

In contemporary imperialist ideology, therefore, the purpose of the
European presence was defined in terms of a responsibility or trust. The
British government’s White Paper on Kenya issued in 1923, which
established the principle of ‘native paramountcy’, included the statement
that ‘His Majesty’s Government regard themselves as exercising a trust
on behalf of the African populations . . . the object of which may be defined




























































The colonial economy

W. RODNEY

Conquest and new production relations, 1880—¢. 1910

From the late fifteenth century onwards, Africa participated in the Europe-
oriented world economy as a peripheral and dependent sector. But, on
the eve of the imposition of European colonial rule, there was no direct
alien control of everyday economic activity on African soil. Such a situation
came into being by a slow process after the loss of African sovereignty.
The colonial economic system cannot be said to have reached its prime
until the coming of the Second World War. The years 1880—1935, therefore,
cover the laying of the foundations of production relations characteristic
of, colonialism. African opposition and resistance held prospective
colonizers at bay until the second decade of this century and occasionally
longer. Africans responded aggressively to the attempted destruction of -
their economic independence, as illustrated by some of the more famous
anti-colonial resistances already discussed, such as the Hut Tax war in
Sierra Leone, the Bailundu revolt in Angola, the Maji Maji wars in German
East Africa and the Bambata rebellion in South Africa.

Africans witnessed the first physical evidence of a new economy in the
form of road, rail and telegraph construction. Transport and communica-
tion lines were a prelude to conquest and they were logistically necessary
in occupied areas so that the latter could serve as the staging points for
further aggression. African rulers were sometimes hostile towards the
Europeans building a transport and communications infrastructure. Their
followers were told to pull down telegraph posts and tear up railway tracks,
as in the Niger/Senegambia region when the French military presence was
first manifest in the 188os and 189os.! However, few roads or railways
were of purely military interest; and the same railways which facilitated
conquest were used for the extraction of groundnuts, cotton and so on.

Coastal African economies were quickly reduced to dependent entities
within the economies of the respective colonizing powers, while the interior
peoples were usually the last to be brought into the network of produce

1. G. Ganier, 1965; see also Chapter 6.

























































The colonial economy of
the former French, Belgian
and Portuguese zones,

1914-35

C. COQUERY-VIDROVITCH

Both in their general configuration and from the standpoint of colonial
policy, the French, Belgian and Portuguese colonies were similar in a
number of ways.* They were colonies or federations of enormous geo-
graphical area, though in terms of population generally smaller than the
average for British Africa, especially French Equatorial Africa (AEF) and
Angola (see Fig. 15.1)." Mozambique and Ruanda-Urundi (now Rwanda
and Burundi) served as reservoirs of labour for neighbouring Northern
and Southern Rhodesia (now Zambia and Zimbabwe) and the Belgian
Congo (now Zaire), in the same way that the Voltaic Zone (now Upper
Volta) of French West Africa (AOF) supplied Mossi workers for the cocoa
plantations of the Ivory Coast and the Gold Coast (now Ghana).?

Indeed, exploitation of these territories based on high investment was
relatively recent. Not much capital had been risked there before the First
World War, as Table 15.1 indicates.

In the economic field, the period was decisive; its beginning and end
were marked by two profound traumas. The first — the World War —
served to trigger off, despite the brief but acute crisis of 19212, an
unprecedented colonial boom which in fact reflected the prosperity of the
metropolitan countries during the 1920s. Although spectacular, this expan-
sion was relatively short-lived, ending with the long slump which followed
the collapse ushered in by the 1930 crisis. All this led to great disruption
in economic as well as in social and ideological terms. By the end of the
period, the relations of Francophone and Lusophone Africa with the outside
world were transformed. The colonies, which on the whole had not been
very dependent on the metropolitan countries, began from this time to

*Editor’s note: this chapter was written in 1974 and revised in 1980.

1. In 1936, the population density was 4.2 per sq km in the Belgian Congo, 2.8 in
French Black Africa, 2.4 in Angola, according to S. H. Frankel, 1938, pp. 170 and 202-3.

2. Mozambique and Ruanda-Urundi had population densities of 5.1 and 6.8 per sq km
respectively in 1936. Account must also be taken in AOF of the difference between the
semi-desert region of the Sahel and the more fertile coastal zone, where the high density
of little Togo (14.4 per sq km) is a typical example. ibid.





























































































The colonial economy:
the former British zones

M. H. Y. KANIKI

By the second decade of the present century the British had firmly estab-
lished themselves in many parts of tropical Africa including Nigeria, Gold
Coast (now Ghana), The Gambia, Sierra Leone, Kenya, Tanganyika (now
Tanzania), Nyasaland (now Malawi), Uganda, Northern Rhodesia (now
Zambia), Southern Rhodesia (now Zimbabwe) and South Africa (see Fig.
2.1) and the colonial economies were clearly taking shape. This chapter
seeks to examine the nature and major characteristic of these economies.

The British, like other colonizers, did not develop a universal theory
of colonialism which could embrace all aspects of life in all colonies. Nor
did they develop anything near a universal practice of colonialism. Indeed
this was impossible as colonialism was imposed on peoples with extremely
diverse cultures and backgrounds, and living in widely differing environ-
ments. Much was left to the administrators to deal with situations depend-
ing on the local conditions. Even in the absence of a clear theory, however,
a critical examination of colonial relations brings to light some fundamental
assumptions which seem to have acted as guidelines for both the framers
and implementers of colonial economic policies. First, the colonies were
expected to provide raw materials (agricultural products and minerals) to
feed the machines of the industrial imperial power. Second, the colonies
had to import manufactured goods from the imperial power. These two
assumptions divided the empire into two distinct economic camps — the
colonies and the metropolis. Significantly there was very little reciprocity
in the relationship. While in most cases the colonies had an obligation to
export to Britain before they could consider any other buyer, even if such
a buyer would pay higher prices, Britain had no obligation to import
exclusively from any of her colonies. She operated through rational econo- -
mic choices and bought from whoever sold at low prices. The colonized
people were also at a disadvantage in the import trade. In some cases they
had to buy expensive British manufactures as the colonial state apparatus,
under pressure from Britain, raised customs duties for non-British goods.
Third, the colonies had to be self-supporting. The colonized peoples had
to raise revenue for the general administration and for whatever limited
development projects that were undertaken.


















































































































The colonial economy:

North Africa

The economy of North Africa in the first quarter of the twentieth century
did not develop at the same pace or pass through the same stages in
all constituent countries (Tunisia, Algeria, Morocco, Libya, Egypt and
Sudan), because they were not colonized at the same time (see Fig. 17.1).

Part I: the economy of Tunisia, Algeria and
Morocco, 1919—35  A. KASSAB

The economy from the end of the First World War to .
the economic crisis of 1929

In 1919, Algeria had already been a French colony for eighty-nine years,
Tunisia for thirty-eight and Morocco for only seven. But it is clear that
on the morrow of the First World War the political, administrative, econo-
mic and financial institutions introduced by the French authormes were
already well established, and that the process of dispossessing the fallihin
(peasants; sing. fallah) and draining wealth away for the benefit of the
metropolitan country (barely begun in Morocco) was already well under
way in Algeria and Tunisia. The war had merely slowed the pace of this
process: once hostilities ended it resumed at high speed.

The disruption of rural society by agricultural colonization

In Algeria the growth of settler estates stemmed mainly from a consistent
policy of ‘official colonization’. Land taken from the indigenous peoples
was made up into lots by the authorities and allocated to European settlers,
who were given every facility for setting themselves up (loans, implements,
housing, etc.). Settlers’ centres were built for them at public expense to
provide essential services (shops, schools, hospitals, etc.).


















































































































The social repercussions
of colonial rule: -
demographic aspects

J. C. CALDWELL"

The years from the early 1880s to the mid-1930s mark the demographic
divide in Africa. At the beginning of the period the continent’s population
was still sparse, at least by the standards of the Old World. More signifi-
cantly it probably was not growing rapidly and evidenced a vulnerability
to the kind of pressures, both internal and external, which were being
increasingly applied. By about 1935, the population was undoubtedly grow-
ing because of increasing control over mortality, and the basis was laid
for a doubling over the next third of a century which almost certainly
hastened and consolidated independence.

Many indices can be used to illustrate the changes between the two
dates, and some help to explain the demographic transition. In 1880 a
European presence inland from the coast was largely restricted to Algeria,
where a third of a million migrants, mainly from France, Spain, Italy and
Malta, had consolidated the victory of the French army, and South Africa,
where a similar number of Europeans, predominantly of Dutch and English
extraction, now had a vanguard as far north as the Limpopo river. (See
Fig. 1.1.) Elsewhere Europeans were beginning to exert control over Egypt
and Tunisia, ruled some coastal populations in Senegal and the Gold Coast
(now Ghana) and held such enclaves as The Gambia, Sierra Leone, Lagos,
Libreville and parts of Angola and Mozambique. By 1935 European admini-
stations controlled almost the entire continent (see Fig. 12.2). The half
century saw European medical science progressing from an ignorance of
the cause of most of Africa’s major diseases to an ability to contain or
cure most of them; indeed the period ends just as the sulpha drugs were
ushering in an era of chemotherapy of great significance for the continent.
It also spans almost the whole railway-building age and a transition from
a time when nearly all land transport was by human porterage to one where
lorries were beginning to multiply on a growing network of dusty or muddy
roads.

Population growth
Demographers have published tables. of African population change with























































































The social repercussions
of colonial rule:
the new social structures

A. E. AFIGBO

Change and continuity

In the rival mythologies of European imperialism and colonial nationalism,
change was an innovation introduced by European rule into so-called
traditional societies. To imperial apologists change, as applied to colonial
peoples, suggests progress, a dramatic and beneficial linear transition from
a static and barely productive traditional culture to a dynamic and limitless
modernism. But to colonial nationalists the word primarily connotes
‘disruption’, the process by which unsympathetic and uncomprehending
imperialists shattered the idyllic world of colonial peoples leaving in its
place turmoil, instability and uncertainty.

These differing attitudes notwithstanding, the two rival mythologies
would appear to subscribe to a number of common assumptions regarding
change and traditional societies in the colonial situation. These include
the belief that traditional societies were basically static, and therefore
antithetical to modern values as a result of which the natural relationship
between them was one of conflict; that new values, attitudes and structures
necessarily displaced their traditional counterparts once they came into
contact; and that in any given colony or even geographic region, traditional
societies responded uniformly to the impact of European culture.

Recently, however, scholars have shown ‘that for Africa the above
assumptions are unfounded since the societies on which European rule
was imposed were far from static. On the contrary they were the products
of generations, or even centuries and millennia, of change. One can, in
fact, assert that ‘modernization in Africa has been a continuous process
from earliest times’. Such ingredients as occupational specialization, urban-
ization, social mobility or even labour migration, usually associated with
change and modernization, were operative in pre-colonial Africa.

Nor is the ‘traditional-modern’ polar model, with all its attendant
implications of conflict and incompatibility, applicable to the entire
spectrum of African experience of change under colonialism. There were
manifold variations in the reaction of African cultures to western innova-
tions. Not only were certain customs and beliefs discarded or modified,































































Religion in Africa during
the colonial era

K. ASARE OPOKU

The imposition of European colonial rule on Africa was not merely the
forceful establishment of European political, economic and social power
on colonial possessions. It was also a cultural imposition and it used culture
to buttress the political, economic and social superstructure which colonial-
ism represented. It is the religious aspect of this cultural imposition of
colonialism and the African response to it that this chapter deals with.

The state of African religious life on the eve of colonial rule

Traditional African religion in the pre-colonial period

Traditional African religion was, and still is, inextricably bound up with
African culture. It was a pervasive force, and as Emmanuel Obiechina
" aptly puts it:

There is hardly any important area of human experience which is
not linked to the supernatural and the people’s sense of religion and
religious piety ... these ... are part and parcel of the ideological
structure of traditional society, and so essential to a proper interpreta-
tion of experience in the traditional social context.!

This pervasiveness of religion through the total way of life of African
peoples gave traditional religion a remarkable wholeness within the context
of the culture out of which it originated.

It was based on a particular world view, which included not only the

people’s view of the supernatural but also their understanding of the nature
of the universe, the nature of human beings and their place in the world,
and the nature of God, who was known by various local names. Essentially
a spirit, God had no images or physical representations and was
acknowledged as the Creator and Sustainer of the world. Power, justice,
beneficence and eternity were attributed to Him, and as the Source of all
Power, God had power over life and death. He rewarded men but also

1. E. Obiechina, 1978, p. 208. -





























































































The arts in Africa during
the period of colonial rule

WOLE SOYINKA

In February 1976, at a police checkpoint between Ibadan and Lagos,
Nigeria, a man was arrested for being in possession of antiquities, believed
stolen. He had two sackfuls of bronze and wooden sculptures, all of which,
he insisted, were his own property. The police later discovered that he
was telling the truth. This man, a recent convert to Islam, lived and worked
in Ibadan in a communal compound. The Yoruba deities whose carved
figures were found on him were typically brought into the city by labour
migrants where, in their temporary homes, they ministered to the spiritual
needs of the displaced artisans, petty traders, city clerks and other workers.
Later, however, the head of this compound was converted to Islam and
he in turn began to convert his neighbours. After the suspect’s own conver-
sion, he was made to understand that his former religious symbols had
to give way if the compound was to become a fitting habitation for the
spirit of Allah. Unable to bear the thought of their physical destruction,
he resolved to take them back to their original home, his village, where
they are now reinstalled.

A common pattern of the movement of cultural forms and their concrete
manifestations, the incident provides an apt model of survival, even renewal
of cultural values in the face of religious and other more socially intensive
forms of domination. What was true in 1976 can be seen as having been
even more commonplace in that more dramatic period of external domina-
tion in Africa, when an entire people, its social organizations, and its
economic and artistic patterns became subjugated to strategies for
maximum exploitation by outside interests. The slave trade had intensified
internecine warfare for over two centuries, leading to cultural devastation
on an unprecedented scale. Punitive raids by colonial forces, missionary
intolerance and lack of understanding — all these had thoroughly derailed
the accustomed cultural directions of the continent. Different methods of
foreign control or interaction with the African populace naturally evoked
or created different cultural responses from the displaced African. Belgian
and Portuguese colonialism, as well as British settler colonialism in East
Africa, are easily recognized as the most ruthless on the continent. They
created conditions for the truly displaced African in the most literal sense














































































African politics and
nationalism, 1919—35

B. O. OLORUNTIMEHIN

We need a clear understanding of the nature of nationalism in Africa for a
proper appreciation of the events that will be discussed in this chapter. A
preliminary point to make is the distinction between the expression of
nationalism in Europe from the nineteenth century and that in colonized
Africa in the period between the two world wars. Nationalism in Europe
has been the expression of the desire of communities which accepted the
fact of common cultural identities, coupled with a common historical past,
for an independent, sovereign existence in political organizations (states) of
their own. The struggle was to ensure a coincidence between the cultural
nation and the organization of its political life as a state. As the Greek,
Italian and German examples illustrate, what emerged from the nationalist
movements were, by and large, nation-states.

In Africa, the aspirations of the states and groups which fought against
European empire builders and tried to prevent the establishment of the
colonial system up to the outbreak of the First World War were in essence
the same as those which imbued the nationalist movements in Europe.
However, one feature of the war was that it ended with the imperial lords
consolidating their positions vis-d-vis the defenders of African independ-
ence and sovereignty. In spite of the ferment of ideas which contributed to
undermining imperialism as a system, colonial rule became a de facto
situation to the extent that some authors have referred to the inter-war
period as the ‘golden age’ of colonialism in Africa.

Most of the colonies that had been created were made up of several
culturally and historically diverse nationality groups for whom, for the most
part, the fact of subjection to a common alien ruler was the main base for
unity. The colonial situation represented for all a new setting in which they
had to forge new identities of alien rule. In such situations colonial
boundaries which in nearly all cases incorporated many cultural nations
under a common imperial administration were taken as given. The forging
of new identities began with the acceptance of the essential African-ness of
the various cultural nations. The units of the colonial administrations
represented, in practically all cases, the territorial definitions of what the













































Politics and nationalism in
North-East Africa,

191935

H. A. IBRAHIM

Introduction

Two forms of nationalism competed for supremacy in North-East Africa
in the inter-war years — secular nationalism on the one side and religiously-
inspired patriotism on the other. The continuing legacy of the MahdT in
the Sudan and of Sayyid Muhammad in Somalia managed to fuse religion
and patriotic sentiment the most directly. On the other hand, Egyptian
nationalism in the inter-war years was getting more secular (see Fig. 4.1).
But even in Egypt, Islamic modernism and nationalism interacted in the
theatre of politics. After all, Sa‘d Zaghlil, the nationalist who dominated
Egyptian politics for the first decade following the First World War, was
influenced by Djamal al-Din al-Afghani, the stormy revolutionary pan-
Islamist who had had a part in ‘bringing about the first stirrings of national
consciousness and discontent under Isma‘il’.! However, it would still be
true to say that the movement which Zaghliil led was basically a secular
patriotic movement. The protests in southern Sudan were also basically
secular: it was in northern Sudan and Somalia during those inter-war
years that the religious factor was the more difficult to disentangle from
the political.

In addition to the dialectic between religion and secularism in politics
during these years, there was the dialectic between nationalism and
economic problems. This period included some of the worst years of
economic depression in the history of the modern world. By the end of
the 1920s the imperial powers themselves were experiencing the pressures
of a deepening recession, culminating in the Great Depression. The colonies
of North-East Africa had been feeling the economic squeeze a decade or
two before the Great Depression hit the industrialized world.

For North-East Africa yet another characteristic of the inter-war years
was that they witnessed both a further expansion of imperialism, on one
side, and a new militancy against imperialism on the other. The years
between the two world wars were the years of Europe’s last frontier — as
new territory was annexed and colonial control was consolidated. This

1. A. Hourani, 1962, pp. 108—9; see also N. R. Keddie, 1968.





































































Politics and nationalism in
the Maghrib and the Sahara,

1919—35

J. BERQUE

After the First World War: an upsurge of nationalism
and colonialist reaction

The political historian on the look-out for signs of what is somewhat
inaccurately called ‘nationalism’! at first finds explicit evidence of it only
in Tunisa. In Algeria he notes a growing malaise, but is puzzled by its
ambiguity. In Morocco the birth of a nationalist party dated only from
some ten years after the end of the First World War, and even then had a
formidable traditional past to contend with. In Libya, the people were still
preoccupied with the problem of maintaining their sovereignty and
independence in the face of the aggressive imperialism of Italy, and
as it was seen in Chapter s, this struggle continued until the 1930s. Libya is
therefore not dealt with in this chapter.

Open war and passive resistance

The ‘dissidence’ or siba of the Berbers, then practically general in Morocco,
was clearly a continuation of a pre-colonial phenomenon. But it was no
longer the same as it had been under Muliay Hasan,? when it could easily
accommodate itself to the official fiction which saw it as a fairly harmless
game akin to refusal to pay taxes. The penetration of the French into the
Middle Atlas region, at the time of which we are speaking, encountered
more difficulty than that of the sultans,® despite the fact that it was still
effected in the name of the ‘legal government’ or Makhzen. But the
Makhzen was from now onwards that of the Christians — the Makhzen
al-Nasara — and aroused more dangerous reactions than the old ethnic
unrest. The defence of the nation took the form of xenophobia and holy
war, and resistance spread over all the High and Middle Atlas. Towards

1. At this point it would be more appropriate to speak of ‘patriotism’; cf. M. Lacheraf,
1963, p. 69. And as Anouar Abdel Malek has suggested, ‘nationalitaire’ (‘nationalitarian’
— pro-nationality) would be more correct in this context than ‘nationaliste’ (pro-nation).

2. Cf. Al-Nasiri, 1907, pp. 277 ff (trans. Eugéne Fumey).

3. See A. Guillaume, 1946, p. 47.































































Politics and nationalism in
West Africa, 1919-35

A. ADU BOAHEN

As indicated in Chapters 6 and 12, resistance to colonialism in most parts
of West Africa died down during the First World War. Indeed, as M.
Crowder has shown,! except in parts of the Ivory Coast, Niger, the Gold
Coast (now Ghana) and the eastern parts of Nigeria, most West Africans
showed loyalty to their colonial rulers during the war and some of the
traditional rulers even voluntarily contributed men and resources in the
form of money to the imperial war effort. However, after the war, African
reactions to colonialism were resumed with even greater vigour and
determination. Indeed, if the period from 1919 to 1935 has been described
as the high noon of colonialism in West Africa, it was also the period
that saw African resistance to colonialism and nationalist activities in West
Africa at its peak.

African nationalism and political activities in West Africa during this
period were shaped by a number of factors. These were the impact of
the First World War, the colonial situation itself, an increase in the number
of the educated and professional elite as well as the working class, especially
in the urban centres, the general economic conditions of the 1920s and
1930s, the socio-economic changes in the rural areas caused by the spread
of the cultivation of cash crops, and finally, the diffusion of pan-Africanism
and pan-Africanist activities into West Africa. Crowder (Chapter 12) has
discussed in detail the impact of the First World War on Africa and on
nationalist activities. Suffice it to state here first and foremost that the
forced conscription of many Africans aroused a great deal of anger especially
in the former French African areas. Secondly, the war proved to the African
that the white man was after all not a superman and could therefore be
resisted. Thirdly, after the war, ‘loyalist’ West Africans were expecting
rewards for their loyalty in the form of more concessions and more
participation in the running of their own affairs, a feeling which was very
much strengthened by the principles of liberal democracy and self-
determination enunciated by President Woodrow Wilson of the United

1. See Chapter 12 above.








































































Politics and nationalism in
East Africa, 1919—35

E.S. ATIENO-ODHIAMBO

The Kiswahili word siasa provides a useful umbrella for the two key words
in the title of this chapter. Siasa includes opposition, complaint, agitation,
activism. It embraces actions by organized groups as well as the spontaneous
actions of spirited individuals. The practitioners of siasa are referred to
as wanasiasa (singular: mmwanasiasa). The British colonial authorities how-
ever referred to siasa as ‘agitation’, and to the wanasiasa as ‘agitators’, But
beyond this apparent British simplicity lay significant diversity at the levels
of organizational scale, and with regard to areas of concern. Recent scholar-
ship! has usefully drawn attention to the various levels of concern, and
therefore the various arenas of activity, that the wanasiasa indulged in.
This categorization is an improvement on John Lonsdale’s earlier historio-
graphical designation? of East African politics in the inter-war years as
being essentially activism with a local focus. For, granted that the grounds
for political activity lay in the local grievances of the masses and of certain
individuals among the masses, the arenas for their articulation varied: from
the chiefs’ baraza in the location to the files of the Secretary of State for
the Colonies in London; also from the licensed political rally to the defiant
mass meetings on hilltops and armed rehearsals for war in the forests.
Thus one local issue could be presented at two or more levels at the same
time, the initiative for action depending on the perception of the articulators
as to what level would be most responsive to the given pressure at the
given time. Siasa, then, represents a collective consciousness about colonial
wrongs at a specific location in a given time. The term simultaneously
captures the consciousness of clans, of nationalities, of social classes. The
political activities that are the concern of this chapter, then, were the
activities arising from concrete group consciousness. They were mass
activities. Each movement required a leadership, but the masses were the
movement while the leadership was the vanguard. The assumption in
the rest of this chapter is therefore that behind each movement and each
leader, there lined up the masses.® And depending on the levels and arenas

1. D. A. Low and J. M. Lonsdale in D. A. Low and A. Smith (eds), 1976, pp. 40-8.

2. J. M. Lonsdale, 1968(a).

3. ibid.











































































Politics and nationalism in

_ | Central and Southern
22 7 Africa, 1919—35

A. B. DAVIDSON, A. ISAACMAN
and R. PELISSIER

Deep differences have always marked African political life in such widely
differing countries as Angola, Bechuanaland (now Botswana), Belgian
Congo (now Zaire), Northern Rhodesia (now Zambia), Basutoland (now
Lesotho), Nyasaland (now Malawi), Mozambique, Swaziland, Southern
Rhodesia (now Zimbabwe), South West Africa (now Namibia), and the
Union of South Africa (now Republic of South Africa). These differences,
still apparent now, were considerable in the period between 1919 and 1935.
One reason for these differences was that these countries were parts of
different colonial empires — the British, Portuguese or Belgian. Another
was their different political status, with some being colonies, others
protectorates and one a dominion. Last, but not least, great variations
existed at the economic level, in turn generating distinct patterns of social
differentiation. And yet, the emergence of the new anti-colonial movements
in Southern and Central Africa reveal distinctly specific features compared
with East and West Africa. This chapter examines the changing nature
of popular protest in Southern and Central Africa with particular attention
being given to South Africa, the Belgian Congo, and the former Portuguese
colonies.!

The economic and political setting in Southern Africa and
the Belgian Congo: an overview

The specific features of Southern Africa stem both from the character
of colonial-capitalist penetration and from the ethnic stratification of
societies which was more complex than elsewhere in Africa. Nowhere did
the ‘European sector’ develop so rapidly, dwarfing the ‘traditional’ African
economy. This economic pattern and the complexity of ethnic stratification

1. A. B. Davidson was primarily responsible for the discussion on the economic and
political setting in Southern Africa and the Belgian Congo, and the section on popular
resistance in South Africa and the neighbouring territories. A. Isaacman wrote the sections
on Mozambique and the Belgian Congo and, together with R. Pélissier, the overview of
the economic and political setting in Angola and Mozambique. R. Pélissier also wrote the
section on Angola.





















































































































Ethiopia and Liberia,
1914—35: two independent
African states in the

colonial era

M. B. AKPAN based on contributions
Jrom A. B. JONES and R. PANKHURST

His Majesty’s Government will join with the United States Govern-
ment in making representations in the strongest terms to the Liberian
Government to induce that Government to lay before the forthcoming
meeting of the Council of the League of Nations a request for the
appointment of a Governing Commission [over Liberia] ... His
Majesty’s Government will also exert strong pressure on the Liberian
Government to persuade them to apply for a loan under the League
auspices.! (British Foreign Office, London, to British Ambassador
in Washington, DC; January 1931.)

I do not want agreements unless they give me everything, including
the head of the Emperor [Haile Sellassie] ... Even if I am given
everything I prefer to avenge Adowa. I am prepared.? (Benito
Mussolini, Italian Fascist leader, August 1935.)

On the surface, it would appear that the matters in dispute between
Ethiopia and Italy could have only academic interests for Liberia.
But a more profound consideration of the implications inherent in
the facts surrounding the dispute would convince the most unthinking
mind that the situation is of the highest significance to a State situated
as is Liberia. Should the League of Nations be unable to assert its
moral influence in the maintenance of international decency, decorum
and security, then the smaller States in the World will become, as
in fact they have always been, the prey of imperialistic Adventurers.?
(Edwin J. Barclay, President of Liberia, December 19335.)

The quotations above convey the force of European imperialism against
Liberia and Ethiopia during many of the inter-war years, and the bond
that continued to bind Liberians and Ethiopians as Africans and victims
of European aggression. This chapter discusses, in comparative terms, this
aggression, the responses of Liberia and Ethiopia to it, and other political,
economic and social developments that occurred in both countries during
the period 1915—35.

1. R. E. Anderson, 1952, pp. 110-11I.

2. E. M. Robertson, 1977, pp. 160-2.

3. E. J. Barclay, 1935(b), p. 15.






































































































Africa and the New World

R. D. RALSTON
with sections on Latin America and the
Caribbean by ALBUQUERQUE MOURAO

Substantial African expatriate communities or influences have affected such
diverse regions of the world as classical Greece and Rome; Portugal (since
the fifteenth century); the Caribbean; the United States (since the seven-
teenth century); Britain (since the eighteenth century); Canada (particularly
after the American War of Independence); Brazil (particularly since the
eighteenth century); Saudi Arabia; India; and, occasionally, Turkey.
Meanwhile, variations on the African diaspora have been represented in
the coming and going of African traders, sailors, interpreters, educators
and African students in the Americas, and in the resettlement of black
North Americans, Afro-Brazilians and Afro-Cubans in Africa. Linkages
between what became the two principal spheres of the black world — Africa
and the Americas — were maintained over time through exchanges of per-
sonnel, cultural materials, and political ideology. The purpose of this
chapter is to delineate the interactions between Africans and peoples of
African descent in the Americas during the colonial period of African
history.

African and American black linkages during the period 1880-1935 con-
sisted essentially of five types of activities: (1) back-to-Africa movements
or black emigration — mostly from North America, but also from the
Caribbean and Brazil — into parts of Africa (mostly West Africa, but also
South Africa and the Horn); (2) American evangelism featuring Afro-
American missionaries as ‘gospel conductors’ in Africa; (3) a renewed
Middle Passage in the form of a stream of African students matriculating
at American black schools and universities; (4) several varieties of pan-
Africanist activities, including conferences, organizations and educational,
literary or commercial activities which put Africans in touch with the black
world of the Americas and which helped to influence events in colonial
Africa; and (5) persistence and transformation of African cultural values
in Latin America and the Caribbean. These five themes will be discussed
in turn in the five divisions of this chapter.












































































































Colonialism in Africa:
its impact and significance

A. ADU BOAHEN

By 1935, as is evident from the earlier chapters of this volume, colonialism
had been firmly fastened on Africa like a steel grid, and it looked as if
it was going to remain there forever. However, colonialism proved just
as ephemeral as any other institution created and maintained by force.
Within a matter of only some forty-five years from 19335, the colonial system
had been uprooted from over go%, of Africa and confined only to that
part of the continent south of the Limpopo River. That is to say, colonial-
ism lasted in most parts of Africa for under a hundred years, indeed from
the 1880s to the 1960s. In the history of a people and a whole continent,
this is a very brief span indeed. How and why this incredible feat of the
uprooting of colonialism was accomplished, or, to quote the words of
Margery Perham, why this ‘astonishingly rapid emancipation since 1950’!
form two of the main themes of the concluding volume of this History.
In the concluding chapter of this volume, however, we would like to address
ourselves to two main questions. First, what legacies did colonialism
bequeath to Africa, or what impact did it make on Africa? The second
question is, in view of this impact or balance sheet, what is the significance
of colonialism for Africa? Does it constitute a revolutionary or important
episode in the history of the continent? Was it a major break with the
past of the continent, or was it, after all, 2 mere passing event which did
not constitute a break in the history of the continent? Or as L. H. Gann
and Peter Duignan have posed the same question, what is ‘the place of
the colonial era within the wider context of African history’??

The colonial impact

Probably nothing has become as controversml a subject as the 1mpact of
colonialism on Africa. To some writers on Africa such as Gann, Duignan,
Perham and P. C. Lloyd, its impact was on balance either a blessmg or
at worst not harmful for Africa.

1. M. Perham, 1961, p. 24.
2. ‘Epilogue’ in L. H. Gann and P. Duignan (eds), 1970, p. 526.
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