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HOW EUROPERUNDERDEVELOPED .m:.uWHO,L»

: . tury. Today, our
main wwooooﬁuwaou is ﬁ:& @_o &m@nmﬁoom in wealth dmgmmn on the one
hand Europe and North America, and on the other hand Africa, Asia, and
Latin America. ITn comparison with the first, the second group can bé said
to be backward or nmaaamaiowma At all times, therefore, one of the
ideas behind underdevelopment is a comparative one. It is possible to com-
pare the economic conditions at two different periods for the same country
and determine whether or not it had developed; and (more importantly) it
is possible to compare the economics of any two countries at any given
period in time.

A second and even more indispensable component of modern under-

development is that it expresses a particular relationship of exploitation:
~ namely, the exploitation of one country by another. All of the countries
named as “underdeveloped” in the world are exploited by others; and the
underdevelopment with which the world is now preoccupied is a product
of capitalist, imperialist, and colonialist exploitation. African and Asian
societies were developing independently until they were taken over directly
or indirectly by the capitalist powers. When that happened, exploitation
increased and the export of surplus ensued, depriving the societies of the
benefit of their natural resources and labor. That is an integral part of
underdevelopment in the contemporary sense.

In some quarters, it has often been thought wise to substitute the term
“developing” for “underdeveloped.” One of the reasons for so doing is to
avoid any unpleasantness which may be attached to the second term, which
might be interpreted as meaning underdeveloped mentally, physically,
morally, or in any other respect. Actually, if “underdevelopment” were
related to anything other than comparing economies, then the most under-
developed country in the world would be the U.S.A., which practices
external oppression on a massive scale, while internally there is a blend of
exploitation, brutality, and psychiatric disorder. However, on the economic
level, it is best to remain with the word “underdeveloped” rather than
“developing,” because the lafter \owwm\ﬁom the impression that all the coun-
tries of Africa, Asia, and Latin America are escaping from a state of eco-
nomic backwardness relative to the industrial nations of the world, and that
they are emancipating themselves from the relationship of exploitation.
That is certainly not true, and many underdeveloped countries in Africa
and elsewhere are becoming more underdeveloped in comparison with the
world’s great powers, because their expleitation by the mefropoles is
being intensified in new ways.

'Economic comparisons can be made by looking at statistical tables or
indices of what goods and services are produced and used in the societies

HOW EUROPE UNDERDEVELOPED AFRICA 15

under discussion. Professional economists speak of the national income of
countries and the national income per capita. These phrases have already
become part of the layman’s language, by way of the newspapers, and 1o
detailed explanation will be offered here. It is enough to note that the
national income is 2 measurement of the total wealth of the country, while
the per capita income is a figure obtained by dividing the national income
by the number of inhabitants in order to get an idea of the ° ‘average”
wealth of each inhabitant. This “average” can be misleading where there

- are great extremes of wealth. A young Ugandan put it in a very personal

form when he said that the per capita income of his country camouflaged
the fantastic difference between what was earned by his poor peasant father
and what was earned by the biggest local capitalist, Madhvani. In con-
sidering the question of development away from the state of underdevelop-
ment, it is of supreme importance to realize that such a process demands
the removal of the gross inequalities of land distribution, property holding,
and income, which are camouflaged behind national income figures. At
one stage in history, advance was made at the cost of entrenching privileged
groups. In our times, development has to mean advance which liquidates
present privileged groups with their corresponding unprivileged groups.
Nevertheless, the per capita income is a useful statistic for comparing one
country with another; and the developed countries all have per capita
incomes several times higher than any one of the recently independent
African nations.

The following table gives a clear picture of the gap between Africa and
certain nations measured in per capita incomes. It is the gap that allows
one group to be called “developed” and another “underdeveloped.” (The
informatjon was obtained from United Nations statistical publications, and
applies to the year 1968 unless otherwise stated. )

The gap that can be seen from the evidence is not only great, but
it is also increasing. Many people have come to realize that the developed
countries are growing richer quite rapidly, while underdeveloped countries
for the most part show stagnancy or slow rates of growth. In each country,
a figure can be calculated to represent the rate at which the economy

-grows. The growth rate is highest in socialist countries, followed by the

big capitalist countries, and with the colonies and ex-colonies trailing far
behind. The proportion of international trade which is in the hands of the
underdeveloped countries is declining. That proportion was roughly 30
per cent in 1938 and went down to less than 20 per cent in the 1960s.
This is an important indicator because trade is both a reflection of the

quantity of goods produced and a way of obtaining goods not locally
produced. :
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Countries Per Capita Income
in U.S. Dollars

Canada 2,247

U.S.A. 3,578

France 1,738 (1967)
United Kingdom 1,560 (1967)
AFRICA as a whole 140 (1965)
Congo 52

Ghana 198

Kenya 107

Malawi 52

Morocco 185

South Africa 543

Tanzania 62

U.AR. 156

Zambia 225

Developed economies have certain characteristics which contrast with
underdeveloped ones. The developed countries are all Emzmﬁmmmon_.. H_H.Hmﬁ
is to say, the greater part of their working population Is engaged in in-
dustry rather than agriculture, and most of their wealth comes out of
mines, factories, and other industries. They have- a high output of labor
per man in industry because of their advanced technology and skills. This
is well known, but it is also striking that the developed countries have a
much more advanced agriculture than the rest of the world. Their agn-
culture has already become an industry, and the agricultural part of .ﬁm
economy produces more even though it is small. The countries of Africa,
Asia, and Latin America are called agricultural countries because they
rely on agriculture and have little or no industry; but their agriculture is
unscientific and the yields are far less than those of the developed coun-
tries. In several of the largest underdeveloped nations, there was stagnation
and fall in agricultural output in and after 1966. In Africa, the output of
food per person has been falling in recent years. Because the developed
countries have a stronger industrial and agricultural economy than the
rest of the world, they produce far more goods than the poor nations—in
the category of necessities as well as Tuxuries. It is possible to draw up
statistical tables showing the production of grain, milk, steel, electric
power, paper, and a wide range of other goods; and showing at the same
time how much of each commodity is made available to each citizen (on

HOW EUROPE UNDERDEVELOPED AFRICA .:

the average). ‘Once again, the figures are highly favorable to a few
privileged countries in the world.

The amount of stee] used in a country is an excellent indicator of the
level of industrialization. At one extreme, one finds that the U.S.A. con-
sumes 685 kilograms of steel per person, Sweden 623, and East Germany
437. At the other extreme, one finds that Zambia consumes 10 kilograms,
East Africa 8, and Ethiopia 2, When the same kind of calculation is made
for sugar, a sample of the results shows Australia with 57 kilograms and

- North America and the Soviet Union with 45 to 50 on the average.

Africa, however, consumes only 10 kilograms of sugar Per person per
year, and this is better than Asia with 7.

An even more gloomy set of statistics relates to basic food require-
ments. Each individual needs a certain quantity of food per day, measured
in calories. The desirable amount is 3,000 calories per day; but no African
country comes anywhere near that figure. Algerians consume on average
only 1,870 calories per day, while Ivory Coast can consider itself very
well off within an African context with 2,290 calories as the national
average. Furthermore, one also has to judge the protein content of the
food; and many parts of Africa suffer from “protein famine’—which
means that even when calories are available from starchy -foods, little
protein is to be found. Persons in developed capitalist and socialist coun-
tries consume twice as much protein food as those in underdeveloped
countries. Such differences help to make it clear which countries are
developed and which are underdeveloped. ,

The social services provided by a country ‘are of importance equal to
that of its material production in bringing about human well-being and
happiness. It is universally accepted that the state has the responsibility
to establish schools and hospitals, but whether these are provided by the

- government or by private agencies, their numbers can be established in

relation to the size of the population. The extent to which basic goods
and social services are available in a country can also be measured in-
directly by looking at the life expectancy, the frequency of deaths among
children, the amount of malnutrition, the occurrence of diseases which
could be prevented by inoculation and public health services, and the
proportion of illiterates. In all these respects, the comparison between the
developed and underdeveloped countries shows huge and even frightening
differences. For every 1,000 children who are born alive in Cameroon,
100 never live to see their first birthday, and out of every 1,000 African
children born alive in rural Sierra Leone, 160 die before reaching one
year. Yet the comparable figures for the United Kingdom and Holland
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are only 12 and 18 respectively. Besides, many more .Pmmomu.u children die
before they reach the age of five. Lack of doctors is a major anms&mmw.
In Italy, there is one doctor for every 580 Italians, and in Czechoslovakia,
there is one doctor for every 510 citizens. In Niger, one doctor must do
for 56,140 persons; in Tunisia, one doctor for every 8,320 H.cEm,mme and
in Chad, one doctor for 73,460 persons.

Tt takes a large number of skilled people to make an industrial economy
function; while the countries of Africa have a woefully insufficient number
of highly qualified personnel. The figures on doctors H.cmﬂ. m?mu ocm.mHB
this, and the same problem exists with engineers, technicians, agricul-
turalists, and even administrators and lawyers in some places. Middle-level
skills in fields such as welding are also lacking. To make matters worse,
there is at present a “brain drain” from Africa, Asia, Latin ,b.:ﬁgnmu
and Western Europe. This is to say, professionals, technicians, high-level
administrators, and skilled workers emigrate from their homes, and the
small number of skilled people available to the ﬁﬂ&m&%&&mm@ world is
further depleted by the lure of better pay and opportunities in the devel-
oped world. s .

This lopsided nature of the present international economy s mﬁﬂﬁbﬁw
brought home by the fact that the underdeveloped countries must in turn
recruit foreign experts at fantastic cost. o

Most of the data presented so far can be described as “quantitative.” .Hﬁ
gives us measurements of the quantity of goods and services produced in
Mmaoﬁ economies. In addition, certain qualitative assessments have to be
made concerning the way that a given economy is put together. For eco-
nomic development it is not enough to produce more goods and services.
The country has to produce more of those goods and services which in
tarn will give rise spontaneously to future growth in the ecomomy. For
example, the food-producing sector must be flourishing so m..bmﬁ workers
would be healthy, and agriculture on the whole must be efficient so that
the profits (or savings} from agriculture would stimulate EQE.HQ. Heavy
industry, such as the steel industry and the produoction of &noﬁo& power,
must be present so that one is capable of making machinery for other

types of industry and for agriculture. Lack of heavy industry, inadequaté °

production of food, unscientific agriculture—those are all characteristics

of the underdeveloped economies. .

It is typical of underdeveloped economies that they do not ﬂoH are not
allowed to) concentrate on those sectors of the economy which in turn
will generate growth and raise production to a new level altogether, and
there are very few ties between ome sector and another so that (say)
agriculture and industry could react beneficially on each other.
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Furthermore, whatever savings are made within the economy are mainly
sent abroad or are frittered away in consumption rather than being re-
directed to productive purposes. Much of the national income which re-
mains within the country goes to pay individuals who are not directly
involved in producing wealth but only in rendering auxiliary services—
civil servants, merchants, soldiers, entertainers. What aggravates the situa-
tion is that more people are employed in those jobs than are really neces-
sary to give efficient service; and to crown it all, these peaple do not
reinvest in agriculture or industry. They squander the wealth created by
the peasants and workers by purchasing cars, whisky, and perfume.

It has been noted with irony that the principal “industry” of many un-
derdeveloped countries is administration. Not long ago, 60 per cent of the
internal revenue of Dahomey went into paying salaries of civil servants
and government leaders. The salaries given to the elected politicians are
higher than those given to a British Member of Parliament, and the number
of parliamentarians in the underdeveloped African countries is also rela-
tively high. In Gabon, there is one parliamentary representative for every
six thousand inhabitauts, compared to one French parliamentary represent-
ative for every hundred thousand Frenchmen, Many more figures of that °
sort indicate that in describing a typical underdeveloped economy it is
essential to point out the high disproportion of the locally distributed
wealth that goes into the pockets of a privileged few.

Members of the privileged groups inside Africa always defend them-
selves by saying that they pay the taxes which keep the government going.
At face value this statement sounds reasonable, but on close examination
it 1s really the most absurd argument and shows total ignorance of how the
economy functions. Taxes do not produce national wealth and develop-
ment. Wealth has to be produced out of nature—from tilling the land or
mining metals or felling trees or turning raw materials into finished prod-
ucts for human consumption. These things are done by the vast majority
of the population who are peasants and workers.

There would be no incomes to tax if the laboring population did not -
work.

The incomes given to civil servants, professionals, merchants, come

.._ from the store of wealth produced by the community. Quite apart from

the injustices in the distribution of wealth, one has to dismiss the argument
that “the taxpayers’ ” money is what develops a country. In pursuing the
goal of development, one must start with the producers and move on

from there to sec whether the products of their labor are being rationally
 utilized to bring greater independence and well-being to the nation.

By paying attention to the wealth created by human labor out of nature,
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one can immediately appreciate that very few underdeveloped countries are
lacking in the natural resources which could go into making 2a better life,
and in those cases it is usually possible for two or three territories to com-
bine together for their mutual benefit. Tn fact, it can be shown that the

underdeveloped countries are. the ones_with the greatest wealth of natural

resourIces ‘and vet the poorest in terms_of goods. and_services presently

provided by and for their citizens.
The United Nations Survey of Economic Conditions in Africa up to
1964 had this to say about the continent’s natural TesOUIces:

Africa is well endowed with mineral and primary energy resources. With
an estimated 9 per cent of the world’s population the region accounts for
approximately 28 per cent of the total value of world mineral production
and 6 per cent of its crude petrolenm output. In recent years, its share of
the latter is increasing. Of sixieen important metallic and non-metallic
minerals the share of Africa in ten varies from 22 to 95 per cent of the

world production.

Actually, African potential is shown to be greater every day with new
discoveries of mineral wealth. On the agricultural side, African soil is not
as rich as the picture of tropical forests might lead one to believe; but
there are other climatic advantages so that with proper irrigation crops Can
be grown all the year round in most parts of the continent. .

The situation is that Africa has not yet come anywhere close to making
the most of its natural wealth, and most of the wealth now being produced
is not being retained within Africa for the benefit of Africans. Zambia and-
Congo produce vast quantities of copper. but that is for the benefit of’

- Burope, North America, and Japan. Even the goods and services which
are produced inside-of Africa and which remain in Africa nevertheless fall
into the hands of non-Africans. Thus, South Africa boasts of having the
highest per capita income in Africa; but as an indication of how this is
shared out, one should note that while the apartheid regime assures that
only 24 white babies die out of every 1,000 live births, they are quite
happy to allow 128 African babies to die out of every 1,000 live births. In

order to understand present ecopomic conditions 1 Africa, one needs 0.

know why it is that Africa has realized so little of its natural moﬁwmm_&u and
one also needs to know why so much of its present wealth goes to non-
Africans who reside for the most part outside of the continent.

In a way, underdevelopment is a paradox. Many parts of the world
that are naturally rich are actually poor and parts that are ot so well off
in wealth of soil and sub-soil are enjoying the highest standards of living.
When the capitalists from the developed parts of the world try to explain
this paradox, they often make it sound as though there is something “God-
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given” about the situation. O
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of the matter s that the most profound reasons for the economic back-
wardness of a given African nation are not to be found inside that nation.
All that we can find inside are the symptoms of umderdevelopment and
the secondary factors that make for poverty.

Mistaken interpretations of the causes of underdevelopment usually
stem either from prejudiced thinking or from the error of believing that
one can learn the answers by looking inside the underdeveloped economy.
The true explanation lies in secking out the relationship between Africa

and certain developed countries and in recognizing that it is a relationship

of exploitation.

Man has always exploited his natural environment in order to make a
living. At a certain point in time, there also arose the exploitation of man
by man, in that a few people grew tich and lived well through the HN&.OH
of others. Then a stage was reached by which people in one comumunity
called a nation exploited the matural resources and the labor of maoa._mr_.
nation and its people. Since underdevelopment deals with the comparative
economics of nations, it is the last kind of exploitation. that is of greatest
interest here—i.e., the exploitation of nation by nation. One of the com-
mon means by which one nation exploits another and one that is relevant
to Africa’s external relations is exploitation through trade, When the
terms of trade are set by one country in a manner entirely advantageous
to itself, then the trade is usually detrimental to the trading partner. To be
specific, one can take the export of agricultural produce from Africa. and
the import of manufactured goods into Africa from Europe, North Amer-
ica, and Japan. The big nations establish the price of the mmnoﬁn,“ﬁ&
products and subject these prices to frequent reductions. At the same ﬂ.HEm
the price of manufactured goods is also set by them, along with the freight
rates mecessary for trade in the ships of those nations. The minerals of
Africa also fall into the same category as agricultural produce as far as
pricing is concerned. The whole import-export relationship between Africa
and its trading partners is one of unequal exchange and of exploitation.

More far-reaching than just trade is the actual ownership of the means
of production in one country by the citizens of another. When n“ENoum of
Europe own the land and the mines of Africa, this is the most anma way
of sucking the African continent. Under colonialism the ownership was
complete and backed by military domination. Today, in many African
countries the foreign ownership is still present, although the armies and
flags of foreign powers have been removed. So long as foreigners own
land, mines, factories, banks, insurance companies, means of transporta-
tion, newspapers, power stations, then for so long will the wealth of Africa
flow outwards into the hands of those elements. In other words, in the

HOW EUROPE CZUMWUM<MﬁmeU AFRICA 23

absence of direct political control, foreign investment insures that the

13 Jost to the continent.

Foreign investment often takes the form of loans to African govern-
ments. Naturally, these loans have to be repaid; and in the 1960s the rate
of repayment (amortization) on official loans in underdeveloped countries
rose from $400 million per year to about $700 million per year, and it is
constantly on the increase. Besides, there is interest to be paid on these
loans as well as profits which come from the direct investment in the
economy. These two sources accounted for the fact that over $500 million
flowed outwards from the underdeveloped countries in 1965. The informa-
tion on these matters is seldom complete, for the obvious reason that those
making the profit are trying to keep things quiet, so the figures given above
are likely to be underestimates. They are meant to give some idea of the
extent to which the wealth of Africa is being drained off by those who
invest in, and thereby own, a large part of the means of production of
wealth in Africa. Furthermore, in more recent times the forms of invest-
ment have become more subtle and more dangerous. They include so-
called aid and the management of local African companies by inter-
national capitalist experts.

Africa trades mainly with the countrics of Western Europe, North
America, and Japan. Africa is also diversifying its trade by dealing with
socialist countries, and if that trade proves disadvantageous to the African
economy, then the developed socialist countries will also have joined the
ranks of the exploiters of Africa. However, it is very essential at this stage
to draw a clear distinction between the capitalist countries. and the socialist
~ones, because soctalist countries have never at any time owned any part of
the African continent nor do they invest in African economies in such a

‘way as to expatriate profits from Africa. Therefore, socialist countries_are
~not involved in the robbery of Africa.
~Most of the people who write about underdevelopment and who are
‘read in the continents of Africa, Asia, and Latin America are spokesmen
or the capitalist or bourgeois world. They seck to justify capitalist ex-
 ploitation both inside and outside their own countries. One of the things
which they do to confuse the issue is to place all underdeveloped coun-
/fries in one camp and all developed countries in another camp irrespec-
1ve of different social systems; so that the terms capitalist and socialist
ever enter the discussion. Instead, one is faced with a simple division
etween the industrialized nations and those that are not industrialized. It
s-true that both the United States and the Soviet Union are industrialized
ind it is true that when one looks at the statistics, countries such as France,

natural resources and the labor of Africa produce economic value which
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Norway, Czechoslovakia, and Rumania are much closer together than any
one of them is to an African country. But it is absolutely necessary to
determine whether the standard of living in a given industrialized country
is a product of its own internal resources or whether it stems from ex-
ploiting other countries. The United States has a small proportion of the
world’s population and explojtable natural wealth but it enjoys a huge
percentage of the wealth which comes from expleiting the labor and natural
resources of the whole world.

The erroncous views about underdevelopment and the oversimplified
distinction between rich and poor nations are opposed by socialist scholars
both inside and outside the socialist countries. Those erroneous views are
also being exposed by economists in underdeveloped countries who are
discovering that the explanations offered by bourgeois scholars are ex-
planations which suit the interests of those countries which exploit the rest
of the world through trade and investment. One French socialist writer,
Pierre Jalée, proposes that to obtain a proper perspective of relations
between developed countries and underdeveloped ones, two categories
should be set up, namely, imperialist and socialist. The socialist camp
includes all countries big and small which have decided to break away
from international capitalism. The imperialist camp contains not only the
capitalist giants like the U.S.A., France, West Germany, and Japan but
also the weak nations in which those industrial nations have investments.
Therefore, the imperialist camp can be subdivided into exploiting and
exploited countries. For the most part, the nations of Africa fall into the
group of exploited countries inside the capitalist/imperialist system.
Roughly one-third of the world’s peoples are already living under some
form of socialism, The other two-thirds constitute the capitalist/imperialist
camp, with the majority being in the exploited section.

It is interesting to notice that in spite of their efforts to confuse the
situation, the bourgeois writers often touch on the truth. For example, the
United Nations (which is dominated by Western capitalist powers) would
never stress the exploitation by capitalist nations, but their economic
reviews refer on the one hand to “the centrally planned economies,” which
means the socialist countries, and on the other hand they speak of “the
market economies,” which means in effect the imperialist sector of the
world. The latter is subdivided into “the developed market economies”
and “the developing market economies,” disguising the fact that the market
means capitalist market. This study is concerned with analyzing the rela-
tions between those countries which are together within the capitalist
market system.

The things which bring Africa into the capitalist market system are
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trade, colonial domination, and capitalist investment. Trade has existed
for several centuries; colonial rule began in the late nineteenth century
and has almost disappeared; and the investment in the African economy
has been increasing steadily in the present century. Throughout the period
that Africa has participated in the capitalist economy, two factors have
brought about underdevelopment. In the first place, the wealth created by
African labor and from African resources was grabbed by the capitalist
countries of Europe; and in the second place, restrictions were placed upon
African capacity to make the maximum use of its economic potential—
which is what development is all about. Those two processes represent the
answer to the two questions raised above as to why Aftica has realized so
little of its potential and why so much of its present wealth goes outside
of the continent.

African economies are integrated into the very structure of the developed
capitalist economies; and they are integrated in a manner that is unfavor-
able to Africa and insures that Africa is dependent on the big capitalist -
countries. Indeed, structural dependence is one of the characteristics of
underdevelopment. Most progressive writers divide the capitalist/imperialist
system into two parts. The first is the dominant or metropolitan section,
and the countries in the second group are often called satellites because
they are in the orbit of the metropolitan economies. The same idea is
conveyed by simply saying that the underdeveloped countries are depend-

_encies of the metropolitan capitalist ecoromies.

xw..s% When a child or the young of any animal species ceases to be dependent
upon its mother for food and protection, it can be said to have developed
in the direction of maturity. Dependent nations can never be considered
~-developed. It is true that modern conditions force all countries to be
" mutually interdependent in order to satisfy the needs of their citizens; but
~that is not incompatible with economic independence because economic
- independence does not mean isolation. It does, however, require a capacity
o exercise choice in external relations, and above all it requires that a
nation’s growth at some point must become self-reliant and self-sustaining:
Such things are obviously in direct contradiction to the economic de-
pendence of numerous countries on the metropoles of Western Europe,
North America, and Japan. .

It is also true that metropoles are dependent on the wealth of the ex-
ploited portions of the world. This is a source of their strength and a
potential weakness within the capitalist/imperialist system, since the peas-
ants and workers of the dependencies are awakening to a realization that
it is possible to cut the tentacles which imperialism has extended into their
ountries. However, there is a substantial difference between the depend-
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ence of the metropoles on the colonies and the subjugation of the colonies
under a foreign capitalist yoke. The capitalist countries are technologically
more advanced and are therefore the sector of the imperialist system which
determined the direction of change. A striking example of this effect is
the fact that synthetic fabrics manufactured in the capitalist metropoles
have begun to replace fabrics made from raw material grown in the
colonies. In other words, (within certain limits) it is the technologically
advanced metropoles who can decide when to end their dependence on the
colonies in a particular sphere. When that happens, it is the colony or
neo-colony which goes begging cap in hand for a reprieve and a new
quota. It is for this reason that a formerly colonized nation has no hope of
developing until it breaks effectively with the vicious circle of dependence
and exploitation which characterizes imperialism.

At the social and cultural level, there are many features which aid in
keeping underdeveloped countries integrated into the capitalist system and
at the same time hanging on to the apron strings of the metropoles. The

.. Chrjstian church has always been a major instrument for cultural penetra-

tion and cultural dominance, in spite of the fact that in many instances
Africans sought to set up independent churches. Equally important has

. been the role of education in producing Africans to service the capitalist
system and to subscribe to its values. Recently, the imperialists have been
using new universities in Africa to keep themselves entrenched at the
highest academic level. .

Something as basic as langpage has come to serve as one of the
mechanisms of integration and dependence. The French and English that
are so widely used in Africa are more for the purpose of African com-
munication with the exploiters than for African with African. Actually, it
would be difficult to find a sphere which did not reflect the economic
dependence and structural integration. At a glance, nothing could be less
harmful and more entertaining than_music, and yet this too is used as a
weapon of cultural domination. The American imperialists go so far as to
take the folk music, jazz, and soul music of oppressed black people and
transform this into American propaganda over the Voice of America
beamed at Africa. _

During the colonial period, the forms of political subordination in Africa
were obvious. There were governors, colonial officials, and police. In
politically independent African states, the metropolitan capitalists have to
insure favorable political decisions by remote control. So they set up their
political puppets in many parts of Africa, who shamelessly agree to com-
promise with the vicious apartheid regime of South Africa when their
masters tell them to do so. The revolutionary writer, Frantz Fanon, has
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dealt scorchingly and at length with the question of the minority in Africa
which serves as the transmission line between the metropolitan capitalists
and the dependencies in Africa. The importance of this group cannot be
5%.339&&. The presence of a group of African sell-outs is part of the
%&.Emon of underdevelopment. Any diagnosis of underdevelopment in
Africa will reveal not just low per capita income and protein deficiencies,
but also the gentlemen who dance in Abidjan, Accra, ‘and Kinshasa when
music is played in Paris, London, and New York.

Political instability is manifesting itself in Africa as a chronic symptom
om.ﬁ.ra underdevelopment of political life within the imperialist context.
Military coups have followed one after the other, usually meaning nothing
to the mass of the people, and sometimes representing a reactionary re-
Maum& of the efforts at national liberation. This trend was well exemplified
in Latin American history, so that its appearance in neo-colonial South
.SmBmH.n or in neo-colonial Africa is not at all surprising. If econcmic
power is centered outside national African boundaries, then political and
military power in any real sense is also centered outside until, and unless,
the masses of peasants and workers are mobilized to offer an alternative
to the system of sham political independence. All of those features are
ramifications of underdevelopment and of the exploitation of the imperialist
system. In most analyses of this question, they are either left out entirely
or the whole concept of imperialism and neo-colonialism is dismissed as
mere rhetoric—especially by “academics” who claim to be removed from
“politics.” During the remainder of this study, a great deal of detail will be
presented to indicate the grim reality behind the so-called slogans of
capitalism, imperialism, colonialism, neo-colonialism, and the like. For the
present moment, the position to be adopted can be stated briefly in the
following terms: .

The question as to who, and what, is responsible for African under-
development can be answered at two levels. Firstly, the answer is that the

- operation of the imperialist system bears major responsibility for African

@naw.oEmo retardation by draining African wealth and by making it im--
possible to develop more rapidly the-resources of the continent. Secondly,

-one has to deal with those who manipulate the system and those who are

either agents or unwitting accomplices of the said system. The capitalists
of Western Europe were the ones who actively extended their exploitation

‘from inside Europe to cover the whole of Africa.

In recent times, they were joined, and to some extent replaced, by

_capitalists from the United States; and for many years now even the

49%@5 of those metropolitan countries have benefited from the exploita-
on and underdevelopment of Africa. None of these remarks are intended
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to remove the ultimate responsibility for development from the shoulders
of Africans. Not only are there African accomplices inside the imperialist
system, but every African has a responsibility to understand the system and
work for its overthrow.
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differences. However, it is pos-
Eﬁ@ﬁn@ “African” and what was
universal in the sense of bei tic Om all human societics at a
given stage of developmgp# It is also essentialsa mnomENo the process of
dialectical evolution##om lower to higher forms ol™secial organization;
and, in locking # the most advanced social formations, one would ap-
E@owmﬂ@ the wc\nnuﬂm_ of the continent as a whole and the direction of

roughly similar, there were consid
sible to distinguish between wh

many individuals are concerned for various reasons to know about the
existence of African “civilizations.” Mainly, this stems from a desire to
make comparisons with European “civilizations.” This is not the context in
which to evaluate the so-called civilizations of Europe. It is enough to
note the behavior of European capitalists from the epoch of slavery through
colonialism, fascism, and gemocidal wars in Asia and Africa. Such bar-
barism causes suspicion to attach to the use of the word “civilization™ to
describe Western Europe and North America. As far as Africa is con-
cerned during the period of early development, it is preferable to speak in
terms of “cultures” rather than civilizations.

A culture is a total way of life. It embraces what people ate and what
they wore; the way they walked and the way they talked; the manner in
which they treated death and greeted the newborn. Obviously, unique
features came into existence in virtually every locality with regard to all
social details. In addition, the continent of Africa south of the great Sahara
desert formed a broad community where resemblances were clearly dis-
cernible. For example, music and dance had key roles in “uncontaminated”
African society. They were ever present at birth, initiation, marriage, death,
as well as at times of recreation. Africa is the continent of drums and
percussion. African peoples reached the pinnacle of achievement in that
sphere.

Because of the impact of colonialism and cultural imperialism (which
will be discussed later), Europeans and Africans themselves in the colonial
period lacked due regard for the unique features of African culture. Those
features have a value of their own that cannot be eclipsed by European
culture either in the comparable period before 1500 or in the subsequent
centuries. They cannot be eclipsed because they are not really ooB@mnmEo
phenomena. Who in this world is competent to judge whether an k.Pcm.hnmE
waltz is better than a Makonde Ngoma? Furthermore, even in those
spheres of culture that are more readily comparable, such as “the m.E@
arts,” it is known that African achievements of the pre-European period
stand as contributions to man’s heritage of beautiful creations. The art of

Hﬁm EOEE; that the 8?0 of 9@ @Hwamdﬁovomb aﬁnmu wmmﬁ is Hmﬁmau
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Egypt, the Sudan, and Ethiopia was known to the rest of the world at an
early date. That of the rest of Africa is still being “discovered” and re-
discovered by Europeans and present-day Africans. The verdict of art
historians on the Ife and Benin bronzes is well known. Since they date
from the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, they are very relevant to any
discussion of African development in the epoch before the contacts with
Europe. Nor should they be regarded as unusual, except with regard to the
material in which the sculptures were executed. The same skill and feeling
obviously went into sculpture and art-work in non-durable materials,
especially wood.

African dance and art were almost invariably linked with a religious
world-outlook in one way or another. As is well known, traditional
African religious practices exist in great variety, and it should also be
remembered that both Islam and Christianity found homes on the African
continent almost from their very inception. The features of the traditional
African religions help to set African cultures apart from those in other
continents; but in this present context it is more important to note how
much Airican religion had in common with religion elsewhere and how
this can be used as an index to the level of development in Africa before
‘European impact in the fifteenth century.

Religion is an aspect of the superstructure of a society, deriving ulti-
mately from the degree of control and understanding of the material
world. However, when man thinks in religious terms, he starts from the
ideal rather than with the material world (which is beyond his comprehen-
sion). This creates a non-scientific and metaphysical way of viewing the
world, which often conflicts with the scientific materialist outlook and with
the development of society. African ancestral religions were no better or
worse than other religions as such. But by the end of feudalism, Europeans
began to narrow the area of human life in which religion and the church
played a part. Religion ceased to dominate politics, geography, medicine.
To free those things from religious restraints, it had to be argued that
religion had jts own sphere and the things of this world had their own
secular sphere. This secularization of life speeded up the development of
capitalism and later socialism. In contrast, in the period before the coming
of the whites, religion pervaded African life just as it pervaded life in
other pre-feudal societies, such as those of the Maoris of Australia or the
Afghans of Afghanistan or the Vikings of Scandinavia.

Religion can play both a positive and a negative role as an aspect of
the superstructure. In most instances in early Africa, religious beliefs were
associated with the mobilization and discipline of large numbers of people
to form states. In a few instances, religion alse provided concepts in the
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struggle for sociat justice. The negative aspects usually arose out of the
tendency of religion to persist unchanged for extremely long periods,
especially when the technology of carning a living changes very slowly.
This was the case in African societies, as in all other pre-capitalist socie-
ties. At the same time, the religious beliefs themselves react upon the
mode of production, further slowing up progress in that respect. For
instance, belief in prayer and in the intervention of ancestors and various
gods could easily be a substitute for innovations designed to control the.
impact of weather and environment.

The same kind of two-sided relationship also exists between the means
of earning a living and the social patterns that arise in the process of work.
In Africa, before the fifteenth century, the predominant principle of social
relations was that of family and kinship associated with communalism.
Every member of an African society had his position defined in terms of
relatives on his mother’s side and on his father’s side. Some societies
placed greater importance on matrilineal ties and others on patrilineal
ties. Those things were crucial to the daily existence of a member of an
African society, because land (the major means of production) was owned
by groups such as the family or clan-—the head of which were parenis and
those yet unborn. In theory, this pattern was explained by saying that the
residents in any community were all direct descendants of the first person
who settled the land. When a new group arrived, they often made a pre-
tense that they too had ancestry dating back to the settling of the land or
else they insured that members of the earliest kin groups continued to
perform the ceremonies related to the land and water of the region.

Similarly, the labor that worked the land was generally recruited on a

family basis. A single family or household would till its own plots and it
would also be available to share certain joint farming activities with other
members of the extended family or clan. Annual hunts and river fishing
were also organized by a whole extended family or village community. In
a matrilineal society such as that of the Bemba (Zambia), the bridegroom
spent 2 number of years working for the father of his bride; and mauny
young men who had married daughters of the same household often formed
work teams to help each other. In Dahomey, a young man did not go to
live with his wife’s family, but the dokpwe, or work team, aflowed a son
to participate in carrying out a task of some magnitude for the father of
his wife. In both of those examples, the right of the father-in-law to
acquire labor and the obligations of the son-in-law o give labor were
based on kinship. This can be contrasted with capitalism where money
buys labor, and with feudalism where the serf provides labor in order to
have access to a portion of land which belongs to the landlord.
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ﬂm&bm been produced on land that was family property and through
mmE.b% labor, the resultant crops and other goods were distributed on the
basis .Ow kinship ties. If a man’s crops were destroyed by some sudden
o&mu.u&o. relatives in his own village helped him. If the whole community.
was in distress, people moved to live with their kinsmen in another area
g&owo. food was not scarce. In Akan country (Ghana), the clan system
was highly organized, so that & man from Brong could visit Fante many
hundreds of miles away and receive food and hospitality from a complete
siranger who happened to be of his own clan,

Numerous examples could be brought forward to show the dominance
of the family principle. in the communal phase of African development
It affected the two principal factors of production—Iland and ﬂm_uoHl«mm.
well as the system of distributing goods. Buropean anthropologists who
rm%o studied African societies have done so mainly from a very prej-
udiced and racist position, but their researchers can nevertheless provide
abundant facts relating to family homesteads and compounds, to the ex-
tended family (including affinal members who join by association rather
Emn E birth), and to lineages and clans which carried the principles of
kinship alliances over large areas, However, while the exact details might
have differed, similar social institutions were to be found among mﬁ
Gauls of eleventh-century France, among the Viet of Indochina at the
same .&mﬂmu and virtually everywhere else in the world at one time or an-
other—~because communalism is one phase through which all human society
passed.

In all African societies during the early epoch, the individual at EVery
stage of life had a series of duties and obligations to others in the society
as well as a set of rights: namely, things that he or she could expect or
.%anm from other individuals. Age was a most important factor determin-
g Eo.wﬁoﬁ of rights and obligations. The oldest members of the society
were highly respected and usually in authority; and the idea of seniority
through age was reflected in the presence of age-grades and age-sets in a
maomﬁ._bmb% African societies. Circumcision meant initiation into the society
.EE.ES adulthood. From that moment, a man was placed with others
in his own age-group and a woman likewise. Usually, there were at least
three age-grades, corresponding roughly to the young, the middle-aged
and the old. “

Hu. large parts of Europe, when communalism broke down it gave way
to widespread slavery as the new form in which labor was mobilized. This
slavery continued throughout the European Middle Ages, with the Crusades
between Christians and Moslems giving an added excuse for enslaving

people. Slavery in turn gave way to serfdom, whereby the laborer was tied
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to the land and could no longer be sold and transported. Because it took
many vears for the transition from slavery to feudalism to take place in
Furope, it was common to find that feudal society still retained numbers
of slaves. Parts of China, Burma, and India also had considerable num-
bers of slaves as the society moved away from elementary communalism,
but there was never any time-span when slavery was the dominant mode
of production in Asia. In Africa, there were few slaves and certainly no
epoch of slavery. Most of the slaves were in North African and other
Moslem societies, and in those instances a man and his family could have
the same slave status for generations, within the overall feudal structure of
the society. Elsewhere in Africa, communal societies were introduced to
the concept of owning alien human beings when they took captives in
war. At first, those captives were in a very disadvantaged position, com-
parable to that of slaves, but very rapidly captives or their offspring be-
came ordinary members of the society, because there was no scope for the
perpetual exploitation of man by man in a context that was neither feudal
nor capitalist.

»,

pointed out that the sequence of modes of production noted in Europe
were not reproduced in Africa. In Africa, after the communal stage there
was 1o epoch of slavery arising out of internal evolution. Nor was there a
 mode of production which was the replica of Buropean iga dalism. Marx
himself recognized that the gtages of development in 4f1a had produced
a form of society which couldygot easily be fitted igo a European slot.
That he called “the Asian moddgf production.” Jollowing along those
lines, a number of Marxists have redgfly been djgCussing whether Africa
was in the same category as Asia or whotkgr Afgica had its own “African
mode of production.” The implications of arguments are very pro-
gressive, because they are concerned with th 5
rather than with preconceptions brought

concerned seem to be bent on finding a gingle term to
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In a sense, all histo

historical situations along the line have more clearly distinguishable char-
acteristics than others. Thus under communalism there were no classes,
and there was equal access to land, and equality in distribution—at a low

Rfrica from about tHteg fth century
fle assumption that will undgrlie this

~ of the same activities within states and'
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5.4&. of chnology and production. Feudalism involved great inequ
distributidp of land and social products. The landlord class and it
racy contrylled the state and used it as an instrument fo,
peasants, sexs, slaves, and even craftsmen and merchants
w.oB. commuriglism to feudalism in every continent took g
and in some in¥¢ances the interruption of internal evol
the process to miture. In Africa, there is no doubt
eventually reacheq feudalism were extremely fe
state was still in thg making, elements that were,
m_.o.Eamﬁ that were fgudal and with some peculdirities due to African con-
g.,&oum. The transitio ..,._..,émm also characterizedfby a variety of social forma-
moﬁ“.ﬂwmno were pastgralists and cultivatefs, fishing societies and trading
mooﬁﬂw? H&aonm and dgmads. They wegf all being Eomaomm?%. drawn
mto a relationship withYthe land, with each other, and with the state
through the expansion of F.omﬁﬂﬁ ces and the network of &ﬁn@mﬁmg“

In feudal societies, there Ywere claghes between the landlord and @mmmmsm
o_mm.mom. and later on betweel theplandlord and merchant classes. Under
omwnmrm.ﬁu the principal class §ofitradiction inside Europe was between the
wwoﬂ.ﬂmﬂmd and the bourgeoisjg Those hostile class relations provided the
Eoﬂé force within the regfectfe societies. African communal societies
had differences such as agffgradesiand differences between ordinary mem-
bers WSQ religious leadgfé such as¥gainmakers. However, those were not
oNEonmﬁ?m or antaggffistic relation® The concept of class as a motive
force in social develgpment had not yé§ come about; and in the communal
phase one must lgbk at the fundamen®gl forces of production to under-

eral centuries,
n never allowed

the societies which
o long as the feudal
mmunal coexisted with

stand the procesgof change.

_nugiber of methods- and conceljs, it is possible to reconstruct
the most Ikdly manner in which isolated :

ily living was broken down
. e of age-grades can be seen
as respgilding to the need for greater solida¥ty, because age-grades in-
m.n& cut across many families. Simila¥ly, communal labor was
d into by cross sections of the commun¥y to make work more
pient. The dokpwe work group of Dahomey Rgentioned above had a
der application in serving the whole community Y perform such heavy
ks as clearing land and housebuilding. With the offer of some food and
: .Mo_n.n om wmw.u wine, m.PéoHW team or “work bee” couldybe mobilized in a
short time in most African co ities, i i i
skinned Berbers of North E&nm.EEﬁEnnmu ncluding 9,.“”...‘.@ of the light-
Of course, while the organization of labor might have helped to produce
- more, the principal change in the productive forces was that which com-
prised new techniques——using the word in its broadest sense to include
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Through North Africa, Buropeans became familiar with a superior brand
of red leather from Africa which was termed “Moroccan leather.” In fact,
it was tanned and dyed by Hausa and Mandinga specialists in northern
Nigeria and Mali. When direct contact was established between Buropeans
and Africans on the East and West coasts, many more impressive items
were displayed. As soon as the Portuguese reached the old kingdom of
Kongo, they sent back word on the superb local cloths made from bark
and palm fiber—and having a finish comparable to velvet. The Baganda
were also expert barkcloth makers. Yet, Africa had even better to offer
in the form of cotton cloth, which was widely manufactured before the
coming of the Buropeans. Well into the present century, local cottons from
the Guinea coast were stronger than Manchester cottons. Once European
products reached Africa, Africans too were in a position to make com-
parisons between their commodities and those from outside. In Katanga
and Zambia, the local copper continued to be preferred to the imported
items, while the same held true for iron in a place like Sierra Leone.

Tt was at the level of scale that African manufactures had not made a
breakthrough. That is to say, the cotton looms were small, the iron
smelters were small, the pottery was turned slowly by hand and not on a
wheel. Yet some changes were taking place in this context. Under com-
munalism, each household met its own needs by making its own clothes,
pots, mats, and such. That was true of every continent. However, economic
expansion from there on was associated with specialization and localization
of industry—people’s needs being met by exchange. This trend was dis-
played in the principal African manufactures, and notably in the cloth
industry. Cotton fiber had to be ginned (separated from the seed), then
carded and spun into yarn, before being woven. Either the yarn or the
woven cloth had to be dyed, and the making of the dye itself was a com-
plex process. There was a time when all these stages would be performed
by a single family or rather by the women in a single family, as in Yoruba-
1and. But economic development was reflected in the separation of dyeing
from cloth-making, and the separation of spinning from weaving. Each
separation marked greater specialization and quantitative and qualitative
changes in output.

BEuropean industry has been intensively studied, and it is generally
recognized that in addition to new machinery a most decisive factor in the
“growth of industry was the changeover from domestic production to the
factory system, with the guild marking an intermediary stage. The guild

" was an association of specialists, passing on their skills by training ap-

prentices and working in buildings set aside for that purpose. Africa, too,
had elements of the guild system. At Timbuktu, there were tailoring guilds,
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M&m@ in Benin mﬁ.ﬁm of a very restricted caste type controlled the famous
@nmmm .EE bronze industry. In Nupe (now northern Nigeria) the glass and
ead industry operated on a guild basis. Each Nupe guild had a common

Eo_.‘wmwow and a master. The master obtained contracts, financed the guijld
and disposed of the product. Both his own relatives as well as mqqumﬁ,“
were free H.o enter the guild and leamn the various specialized tasks Ewg
M&@ %m.mm industry. What this amounted to was simply that there was
Increasing specialization and &ﬁmwow of labor.

.HHm&mommH African economies are usually called “subsistence” econo-
mies. m.umﬁg, small villages farmed, hunted, fished, and looked after them-
selves independently with little reference to the rest of the continent. Yet
at the same time, the vast majority of African communities HEE_.& mm
least a few of their needs by trade. Africa was a continent of innumerable
trade routes. Some extended for long distances, like the routes across the
Sahara or the routes connected with Katanga noE,u.oH. But in the main, it
was trade between neighboring or not too far distant societies. Such ﬁm&@
was always a function of production. Various communities were producin
surpluses of given commodities which could be exchanged for items SEGM
they Hmowaa. In that way, the salt industry of one locality would be stim-
ulated while the iron industry would be encouraged in another. In a
coastal, HmWom .or river area, dried fish could become @aomﬁmgo. while
yams and millet would be grown in abundance elsewhere to @Hmﬁaa a
basis moH. exchange. The trade so readily distinguishable in every part of
_.&o. continent between the tenth and fifteenth centuries was an excellent
indicator ﬁ.um economic expansion and other forms of development which
accompanied increasing mastery over the environment.

.k.Pm part of the extension of trade, it was noticeable that barter was
giving way to some forms of money exchange. Barter was generally prac-
Eomm. .ﬁ&wb the volume of trade was small and when only a few WOB-
Eo&ﬁ.om were involved. However, as trade became more complicated
some :.nEm began to be used as the standards for measuring other moo%u
Those items could be kept as a form of wealth easily transformed E\&.
other commodities when the need arose. For example, salt, cloth, iron
hoes, and cowry shells -were popular forms of money in Mmﬁmomhmvmﬂ
from gold and copper, which were much rarer and therefore restricted to
measuring things of great value. In a few places, such as North Africa
Ethiopia, and the Kongo, the monetary systems were quite mmvmmmmmmﬁomw

indicating that the economy was far i
ndic removed from
subsistence. stmple barter and

"

......,H,mwuo were many other changes of a socio-political nature accompany-
ing the expansion of the productive forces. Indeed, things such as agricul-
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tural practices, industry, trade, money, and political structures were in-
separable—each interacting with the others. The most developed areas of
Africa were those where all the elements converged, and the two socio-
political features which were the outstanding indices to development were
the increase of stratification and the consolidation of states.

The. principles of family and deferment to age were slowly breaking
down throughout the centuries preceding the arrival of Europeans in their
sailing ships. Changes in technology and in the division of labor made
that inevitable. The introduction of iron, for example, gave economic and
military strength to those who could make and acquire it. Better tools
meant more food and a greater population, but the latter tended to outrun
the supplies of material goods, and the possibilities of wealth opened up
by the possession of iron were seized upon by a few to their own ad-
vantage. Skilled workers in irom, cloth, pottery, leather, or salt-making

tended to pass on their skills in closed groups known as castes. That in--

sured that the division of labor operated in their favor, because their
position was privileged and strategic. Ironworkers were particularly
favored in some African societies in which they either became the ruling
groups or were very close to the top of the social hierarchy. The division
of labor also carried over imto non-material spheres, producing profes-
sional minstrels and historians. They too had certain special rights and
privileges, notably the ability to criticize freely without fear of reprisal. In
some circumstances, skilled castes were reduced to very low status. But
that was rare, and in any case it does not contradict the general assertion
that the tendency was for communalism to give rise to more and more
stratification.  ©

Social stratification was the basis for the rise of classes and for social
antagonisms. To some extent, this was a logical follow-up of the previous
non-antagonistic differences in communal society. For instance, old men
could use their control over land allocation, over bride-price, and over
other traditional exchanges to try to establish themselves as a privileged
economic stratum. Secret societies arose in the area that is now Liberia,
Sjerra Leone, and Guinea, and they permitted knowledge, power, and
wealth to pass into the hands of the elders and nltimately to the elders of
particular lineages.

The contradiction between young men and their elders was not the type
that caused violent revolution. But young men clearly had reasons for
resenting their dependence on elders, especially when it came to such vital
personal matters as the acquisition of wives. When disgruntled, they could
cither leave their communities and set up for themselves or they could
challenge the principles within the society. In either case, the trend was
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that some individuals and families were more successful than others, and
those families established themselves as permanent rulers. Then age ommmwa
to matter as Eﬁnw because even a junior could succeed to his father, once
the notion of royal blood or royal lineage was established. _

In the period of transition, while African society retained many features
Emﬁ.ﬁmao undisputably communal, it also accepted the principle that some
».mh.HEmm or clans or lineages were destined to rule and others were not.
HEm was true not only of cultivators but of pastoralists as well. In fact
livestock became unevenly distributed much more readily than land; mum
EOmm.w families with the largest herds became socially and @ommnmﬁ
dominant. 7

An even more important aspect of the process of social stratification
was that brought about by contact between different social formations
Fishermen had to relate to cultivators and the latter to pastoralists. ,d._wm.w
were even social formations such as bands of hunters and food-gatherers
s&o.wwm not yet entered the phase of communal cooperation. Often the
H&mﬁoﬁr@. was peaceful. In many parts of the African continent, there
arose what is known as “symbiosis” between groups earning their :“mmm in
different @m%mllégow really means that they agreed to exchange goods
and coexist to their mutual advantage. However, there was also room
for considerable conflict; and when one group imposed itself by force on
another, the result was invariably the rise of social classes with the con-
querors on top and the conquered at the bottom. .

The most common clashes between different soctal formations were
those between pastoralists and cultivators. In some instances, the cultiva-
tors had the upper hand, as for instance in West Africa where cultivators
ES the Mandinga and Hausa were the overlords of the Rulani cattlemen
right up to the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. The reverse situation
was found in the Horn of Africa and most of Hast Africa. Another type
of clash was that in which raiding peoples took power over agriculturalists
as happened in Angola and in and around the Sahara, where the ?Hoouau
and Tuareg exacted tribute from and even enslaved more peaceful and -
m&mﬁmﬁ.w peoples. The result in each case was that a relatively small
mmonod. held control of the land and (where relevant) cattle, mines, and
long-distance trade. It meant also that the minority group could wﬁmWo
demands on the labor of their subjects—not on the basis of kinship but
because a relationship of domination and subordination existed.

F E.HQ communal societies, the leadership was based on religion and
family nw? The senior members of the society shared the work éwm_u others
and received more or less the same share of the total product. Certainly
no one starved while others stuffed themselves and threw away the mxoommw
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However, once African societies began to expand by internal evolution,
conquest, or trade, the style of life of the ruling group became noticeably
different. They consumed the most and the best that the society offered.
Yet, they were least directly involved in the production of wealth by
farming, cattle herding, or fishing. The ruling class and the kings in par-
ticular had the right to call upon the labor of the commen man for certain
projects and for a given number of days per year. This is known as corvée
labor, from a similar procedure followed in feudal France. Such a system
meant greater exploitation and at the same time greater development of
productive resources.

Social stratification as outlined above went hand in hand with the rise
of the state. The notion of royal lineages and commoner clans could not
have any meaning except in a political state with a concrete geographical
existence. It is significant that the great dynasties of the world ruled over
feudal states. To the European or European-trained ear, the names of the
Tudors, Bourbons, Hohenzollerns, and Romanovs would already be
familiar, Japan had its Kamakuras and its Tokugawas; China had its T’ang
and its Ming; India had its Guptas and its Marathas; and so on. All of
those were feudal dynasties existing in a period some centuries after the
birth of Christ, but in addition there were dynasties which ruled in each of
those countries before feudal land tenure and class relations had fully
crystalized. It means that the transition to feudalism in Burope* and Asia
saw the rise of ruling groups and the state as interdependent parts of the
same process. In that respect, Africa was no different.

* From a political perspective, the period of transition from communalism
to feudalism in Africa was one of state formation. At the beginning {and
for many centuries), the state remained weak and immature. It acquired

definite territorial boundaries, but inside those boundaries subjects lived -

in their own communities with scarcely any contact with the ruling class
until the time came to pay an annual tax or tribute. Only when a group
within the state refused to pay the tribute did the early African states
mobilize their repressive machinery in the form of an army to demand
what it considered as its rights from subjects. Slowly, various states ac-
quired greater power over their many communities of citizens. They
exacted corvée labor, they enlisted soldiers, and they appointed regular
tax collectors and local administrators. The areas of Africa in which labor
relations were breaking out of communal restrictions corresponded to areas
in which sophisticated political states were emerging. The rise of states

* In Europe, communalism gave way to slavery, and therefore dynasties and strong
states were present on the eve of the slavery epoch.
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ém_m. .:mmm a form of development, which increased the scale of African
MM MMMM .mma merged small ethnic groups into wider identities suggestive of
H.m. some ways, too much importance is attached to the erowth of
political states. It was in Europe that the nation-state reached mnam%mboma
m\nmm@“. and Europeans tended to use the presence or absence of well-
wmmwsﬁma polities as a measure of “civilization.” That is not entirel
Hﬁuw&, because in Africa there were small political units which HEM
H.o_.mﬁ,\mq advanced material and non-material cultures. For instance
neither the Ibo people of Nigeria nor the Kikuyn of Kenya ever ?.omconm
Sﬂm@. o.wnn.mﬁmwm governments in their traditional setting. But both had
sophisticated systems of political rule based on clans and (in the case of
the .H_uov on religious oracles and “Secret Societies.” Both of them were
M&mﬁoﬂ agriculturalists and ironworkers, and the Ibo had been manu-
owmmm“w@ brass and bronze items ever since the ninth century A.p., if not

However, after making the above qualification, it can be conceded that
on the whole the larger states in Africa had the most effective political
structures and greater capacity for producing food, &om&um minerals, and
QS.Q. material artifacts. It can readily be understood that u%om.a .monwnmom
Eﬁow had ruling classes were concerned with acquiring luxury and prestige
items. The privileged groups in control of the state were keen to mmgimmﬁw
manufactures as well as to acquire them through trade. They were the ones
that Eoﬁmmoa labor to produce a greater surplus above subsistence needs
w%ca in the process they encouraged specialization and the division owm

Or.

Scholars often distinguish between groups in Africa &Eoﬁ had states
and those which were “stateless.” Sometimes, the word “stateless” is care-
lessly or even abusively used; but it does describe those peoples who had
no machinery of government coercion and no concept of a political unit
45@« than 9.@ family or the village. After all, if there is no class stratifica-
tion m a society, it follows that there is no state, because the state arose-
as an instrument to be used by a particular class to control the rest of
society in, U.;m own interests. Generally speaking, one can consider the state-
Hnmm.moﬂoﬁom as among the older forms of socio-political organization in
>muoww while the large states represented an evolution away from com-
munalism—sometimes to the point of feudalism.

. the coming of Europeans woulskg gatfic tMevenness of develop-
ment. There were social formatit unting bands, com-
2

munalism, feudalism, and emawen. the last
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Ethiopia

Ethiopia, too, at the start of its history as a greal power was ruled over by
foreigners. The kingdom of Axum was one of the most important of the
nuclei around which feudal Ethiopia eventually emerged, and Axum was
tounded near the Red Sea coast by a dynasty of Sabean origin from the
other side of the Red Sea. But the kings of Axum were never agents of
foreign powers, and they became completely Africanized. The founding
of Axum goes back to the first century A.D. and its ruling class was
Christianized within a few centuries. After that they moved intand and
participated in the development of the Christian feudal Ethiopian state.
The Ethiopian, Tigrean, and Amharic ruling class was a proud one,

tracing its descent to Solomon. As a state which incorporated several other
smaller states and kingdoms, it was an empire in the same sense as feudal

Austria or Prussia. The emperor of Ethiopia was addressed as “Con-
quering Lion of the Tribe of Judah, Elect of God, Emperor of Ethiopia,
King of Kings.” In practice, however, the “Solomonic” line was not un-
broken. Most of the consolidation of the inland Ethiopian plateau was
carried out in the twelfth century by an intruding dynasty, the Zagwe, who
made claims to descent from Moses. The Zagwe kings distinguished them-

selves by building several churches cut out of solid rock. The architectural *

achievements attest to the level of skill reached by Ethiopians as well as
the capacity of the state to mobilize labor on a huge scale. Such tasks
could not have been achieved by voluntary family labor but only through
the labor of an exploited class. .

A great deal is known of the superstructure of the Ethiopian empire,
especially its Christianity and its literate culture. History was written to
glorify the king and the nobility, especially under the restored “Solomonic”
dynasty which replaced the Zagwe in 1270 a.D. Fine illuminated books and
manuscripts became a prominent element of Amharic culture. Equally
fine garments and jewelry were produced for the ruling class and for the
church. The top ecclesiastics were part of the nobility, and the institution
of the monastery grew to great proportions in Ethiopia. The association
of organized religion with the state was implicit in communal societies,
where the distinction between politics, economics, religion, medicine, was
scarcely drawn. Under feudalism everywhere, church and state were in
close alliance. The Buddhists were pre-eminent in feudal Vietnam, Burma,
Japan, and to a lesser extent in China. In India, a limited Buddhist in-
fluence was overwhelmed by that of the Hindus and Moslems; and of
course in feudal Europe it was the Catholic church which played the role
paralleled by the Orthodox church in Ethiopia.
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The wealth of Ethiopia rested on an agricultural base. The fertile up-
Hmﬁ.ﬂm mﬁu@o_..ﬁoa cereal growing and there was considerable livestock
raising, including the rearing of horses. Craft skills were developed in a
EHB?.H. of spheres, and foreign craftsmen were encouraged. For instance
carly in the fifteenth century, Turkish artisans settled in the country msm
made coats of mail and weapons for the Ethiopian army. Coptics from
Egypt were also introduced to help run the financial administration. No
one awEom that the word “feudal” can be applied to Ethiopia in those
centuries, because there existed a clear-cut class contradiction between the
landlords and the peasants. Those relations grew out of the communalism
that had characterized Ethiopia, like other parts of Africa, much earlier

Hu@aa&. Ethiopia included lands that were communally owned by <EmWo
ﬁ&.oa:.:o. communities as well as lands belonging directly to the crown;
but in .mnEEon large territories were conferred by the conquering >meam
dynasties on members of the royal family and on soldiers and priests
Those who Hwnm?mm huge areas of land became Ras, or provincial wﬂwoom.
and Enw.wm& judges appointed by the emperor attached to them. Hﬁm
wowmmﬁm in their domain were reduced to tenants who could earn their
rﬁﬂm only by offering produce to the landlord and taxes to the state (also
in @H.oazn&. The landlords exempted themselves from tax—a typical
situation in feudal societies, and one which fed the fires of revolution in
Europe when the bourgeois class grew powerful enough to challenge the
fact that the feudalists were using political power to tax o<oQoMm but
themselves. Ethiopia, of course, never reached that stage of transition to

omwm_“mﬁmﬂ. What is clear is that the transition to feudalism had been
made.

gt ber of years. Its decline
0y attacks from the then ex-
gles which arose some time

in the fourth century A.D. was oo.E.v S
panding Axum. The three small Jeflan %

culture. g
ates (which had consolidated to two by about Eo eighth

centw#) achieved -most from the ninth to the eleventh centuries, in spite



BRITISH TRADE IS A MAGNIFICENT SUPERSTRUCTURE OF AMERICAN COM-
merce and naval power on an African foundation.

—MALACHL POSTLETHWAYT, The African Trade, the Great Pillar and
Support of the British Plantation Trade in North America, 1745.

If you were to lose each year more than 200 million livres that you now
get from your colonjes: if you had not the exclusive trade with your
colonies to feed your manufactures, o maintain your navy, to keep your
agriculture going, to repay for your imports, to provide for your luxury
needs, to advantageously balance your trade with Europe and Asia, then I
say it clearly, the kingdom would be irretrievably lost.

~-BisHOP MAURY (of France): Argument against France's ending
the slave trade and giving freedom to its slave colonies. Presented
in the French National Assembly, 1791.

How Europe Became the Dominant Section of a World-Wide Trade
System

Because of the superficiality of many of the approaches to “underdevelop-
ment,” and because of resulting misconceptions, it is necessary to re-
emphasize that development and underdevelopnient are not only compara-
tive terms, but that they also have a dialectical relationship one to the
other: that is to say, the two help produce each other by interaction.
Western Europe and Africa had a relationship which ingured the transfer
of wealth from Africa to Europe. The transfer was possible only after
trade became truly international; and that takes one back to the late
fifteenth century when Africa and Europe were drawn into common rela-
tions for the first time—along with Asia and the Americas. The developed
and underdeveloped parts of the present capitalist section of the world
bave been in continuous contact for four and a half centuries. The con~
tention here is that over that period Africa helped to develop Western
Europe in the same proportion as Western Europe helped to underdevelop
Africa.

The first significant thing about the internationalization of trade in the
fifteenth century was that Europeans took the imitiative and went to other
parts of the world, No Chinese boats reached Europe, and if any African
canoes reached the Americas (as is sometimes maintained) they did not
establish two-way links. What was called international trade was nothing

75
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‘but the extension overseas of European intercsts. The strategy behind
international trade and the production that supported it was firmly in
European hands, and specifically in the hands of the sea-going nations

from the North Sea to the Mediterranean. They owned and directed the

great majority of the world’s sea-going vessels, and they controlled the

financing of the trade between four continents. Africans had litile clue as
to the tri-continental links between Africa, Europe, and the Americas.

Europe had a monopoly of knowledge about the international exchange
system seen as a whole, for Western Burope was the only sector capable

of viewing the system as a whole.

Europeans used the superiority of their ships and cannon to gain control
of all the world’s waterways, starting with the western Mediterranean and
the Atlantic coast of North Africa. From 1415, when the Portuguese
captared Ceuta, near Gibraltar, they maintained the offensive against the
Maghreb. Within the next sixty years, they seized ports such as Arzila,
El-Ksar-es-Seghir, and Tangier, and fortified them. By the second half of
the fifteenth century, the Portuguese controlled the Atlantic coast "of-
Morocco and used its economic and strategic advantages to prepare for
further navigations which eventually carried their ships round the Cape of
Good Hope in 1495. After reaching the Indian Ocean, the Portugnese
sought with some success to replace Arabs as the merchants who tied East’
Africa to India and the rest of Asia. In the seventeenth and eighteenth
centuries, the Portuguese carried most of the East African ivory which was
marketed in India; while Indian cloth and beads were seld in East and
West Africa by the Portuguese, Dutch, English, and French. The same
" applied to cowry shells from the East Indies. Therefore, by control of the

seas, Burope took the first steps towards transforming the several parts of
Africa and Asia into economic satellites. ,
When the Portuguese and the Spanish were still in command of a major
sector of world trade in the first half of the seventeenth century, they
engaged in buying cotton cloth in India to exchange for slaves in Africa
to mine gold in Central and South America. Part of the gold in the
Americas would then be used to purchase spices and silks from the Far
East. The concept of metropole and dependency automatically came into
existence when parts of Africa were caught up in the web of international
commerce. On the one hand, there were the European countries who
decided on the role to be played by the African economy; and on the other
hand, Africa formed an extension to the European capitalist market. As
far as foreign trade was concerned, Africa was dependent on what Buro-
peans were prepared to buy and sell. :
X Europe exported to Africa goods which were already being prodiced
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and used in Europe itself—Dutch linen, Spanish iron, English pewter,
Portuguese wines, Huwmbow.wwmbm%u Venetian glass beads, German E:mwﬂm“
Europeans were also able to unload on the African continent goods SEow.,
Eﬁ become umnsalable in Burope. Thus, items like old sheets, cast-off
uniforms, technologically outdated firearms, and lots of odds mﬁa ends
ﬁoE_.a .m.umnmbﬁomm markets in Africa. Africans slowly became aware of the
possibility of demanding and obtaining better imported goods, and pres-
sure was exerted on the captains of European ships; but the overall range
of Qmﬂo goods which left the European ports of Hamburg, Copenhagen
m.bm Liverpool was determined almost exclusively by the pattern of @Homuﬁo“
tion and consumption within Europe.

.H..H..oB E.o beginning, Furope assumed the power to make- decisions
within the international trading system. An excellent illustration of that is
the mmm.ﬂ that the so-called international law which governed the conduct
oﬂ nations on .ﬁwm high seas was nothing else' but European law. Africans
did ot participate in its making, and in many instances, African people
were EE@.@ the victims, for the law recognized them only as transportable
merchandise. If the African slave was thrown overboard at sea. the only
legal problem that arose was whether or not the slave ship oo,Em &&B
compensation from the insurers! Above all, FEuropean decision-making
power was exercised in selecting what Africa should export—in accordance
with European needs.

The ships of the Portuguese gave the search for gold the highest priority
partly on the basis of well-known information that West African qum
reached Europe across the Sahara and partly on the basis of qcmmmﬁwﬂw
The .m.oncmcomo were successful in obtaining gold in parts of ﬁwomﬁ anw
and in eastern Ceatral Africa; and it was the Gold Coast which attracted
the greatest attention from Europeans in the sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries. The number of forts built there was proof to that effect, and the
nations involved included the Scandinavians and the Prussians ( O“agmwmv
apart from other colonial stalwarts like the British, Dutch, and Portuguese.

m_u.aowmmnm were anxious to acquire gold in Africa because there was a
pressing need for gold coin within the growing capitalist money economy.
Since gold was limited to very small areas of Africa, as far as Europeans
were then aware, the principal export was human beings. Only in a very
few places at given times was. the export of another commodity of equal
or greater importance. For instance, in the Senegal there was gum, in
mHQ.Hm Leone camweood, and in Mozambique ivory, However, even %ﬁwﬂ
taking those things into account, one can say that Europe allocated to

Eﬁom the role of supplier of human captives to be used as slaves in
various parts of the world.
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When Europeans reached the Americas, they recognized its enormous
potential in gold and silver and tropical produce. But that potential could
ot be made a reality without adequate labor supplies. The indigenous
Indian population could not withstand new European diseases such as
smallpox, nor could they bear the organized toil of slave plantations and
slave mines, having barely emerged from the hunting stage. That is why.
in islands like Cuba and Hispaniola, the local Indian population was
virtually wiped out by the white invaders. At the same time, Eurepe itself
had a very small population and could not afford to release the labor
required to tap the wealth of the Americas. Therefore, they turned to the
nearest continent, Africa, which incidentally had a population accustomed
to settled agriculture and disciplined labor in many spheres. Those were
the objective conditions lying behind the start of the Buropean slave trade,
and those are the reasons why the capitalist class in Furope used their
control of international trade to insure that Africa specialized in exporting
captives. , )

Obviously, if Europe could tell Africans what to export, that was an
expression of European power. However, it would be a mistake to believe
that it was an overwhelming militaxy power. Furopeans found it impossible
to conquer Africans during the early centuries of trade, except in isolated
spots on the coast. Buropean power resided in their system of production
which was at a somewhat higher level than Africa’s at that time. Buropean
society was leaving feudalism and was moving towards capitalism; African
society was then entering a phase comparable to feudalism.

- The fact that Furope was the first part of the world to move from
- feudalism towards capitalism gave Europeans a headstart over humanity
elsewhere in the scientific understanding of the universe, the making of
tools, and the efficient organization of labor. European technical superiority
did not apply to all aspects of production, but the advantage which they
possessed in a few key areas proved decisive. For example, African canocs
on the river Nile and the Senegal coast were of a high standard, but the
relevant sphere of operations was the ocean, where Buropean ships could
take command. West Africans had developed metal casting to a fine
artistic perfection in many parts of Nigeria, but when it came to the
meeting with Burope, beautiful bronzes were far less relevant than the
crudest cannon. African wooden utensils were sometimes works of great
beauty, but Burope produced pots and pans that had many practical ad-
vantages. Literacy, organizational experience, and the capacity to produce
on an ever expanding scale also counted in the European favor.
Furopean manufactures in the early years of trade with Africa were
often of poor quality, but they were of pew varieties and were found
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attractive. Estaban Montejo, an African who ran away from a Cuban

slave plantation in the nineteenth
: . century, recalled th i
enticed into slavery by the color red. He said: o Hs people were

Mw MMM&MH %nﬂﬂw” ﬁwwmor did for the Africans; both the kings and the rest

I ithout a struggle. When the kings saw th: i

taking out these scarlet handkerchief: i B e e
u s.as if they were waving, they told t

blacks, “Go on then, go and get a scarlet handkerchief” M.:.E %ﬁ Emnwm

were so excited by the scarlet the ips i
Hhore thes, wore oot y ran down to the ships like sheep and

”ﬂwﬁmm version by one of the victims of slavery is very poetic. What it means
HM w MM%MMH an.oms Ewo.ﬂm found European goods sufficiently desirable
ﬁ, pan captives which they H.J.ma taken in warfare. Soon, war began
o be osm.E between one comumunity and another for the sole ose of
mﬁm.bm prisoners .moH sale to Europeans, and even inside a mHWMMM ooum-
MMMM a ruler might @o HB@WQ to exploit his own subjects and capture
or sale. A chain reaction was started by European demand for
slaves Amm& only slaves) and by their offer of consumer goods—thi
process being c@ubonﬁma with divisions within African society. * —
>H.M0M MHMM said for the o&o&&. @wnoa that vertical political divisions in
conquest easy. This is even truer of the way that Afrdca
succumbed to the slave trade. National unification was a product of
mature ﬁaﬁaﬁwmﬁp and of capitalism. Inside Europe, there were far fewer
WQESH &Smﬂoﬂ than in .>Eom where communalism meant political
ragmentation. with the family as the nucleus, and there were only a f
mﬁmﬂ.mm that had real territorial solidity. Furthermore, when one MWB oMM
Wmﬁou challenged m.anpaH to obtain captives from an African ruler Mcwowm
enefited from whichever of the two nations won the conflict >m_ Furo-
pean Hmmmmﬂ could arrive on the coast of West Africa mna. nx,wwo# th
ﬁor.ao& differences which he found there. For example, in ﬁwmv mBﬂmH
territory that the Portuguese later claimed as Oﬁnwm.wmmmumc there were
more than a dozen ethmic groups. It was so easy to set onm off against
another that Europeans called it a “slave trader’s paradise.” B :
. >Hﬁwoﬁmw class divisions were E.; pronounced in African society, they
o contributed to the ease with which Europe imposed itself commerciall
on large parts of the African continent. The rulers had a certain mﬁm‘EM
and mﬁwom@m and when bamboozled by European goods they began to
_mmo Mxﬁ position ﬂ.o.HmE outside their societies as well as to exploit in-
em .G by victimizing some of their own subjects. In the simplest of
moﬂ@ﬁ.ﬁm where there were no kings, it proved impossible for Europeans
to strike up the alliance which was necessary to carry on a trade in omwﬁ?@
on the coast. In those societies with ruling groups, the mmmoowmmoawﬁww
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Europeans was easily established; and afterwards Europe hardened the
existing internal class divisions and created new ones.

In effect, particular aspects of African society became weaknesses when
Europeans arrived as representatives of a different phase of development.
And yet the subjugation of the African economy through slave trade was
a slow process at the outset, and in some instances African opposition or
disinterest had to be overcome. In the Congo, the slave trade did not get
under way without grave doubts and opposition from the king of the state
of Kongo at the beginning of the sixteenth century. He asked for masons,
priests, clerks, physicians; but instead he was overwhelmed by slave ships
sent from Portugal, and a vicious trade was opened up by playing-off one
part of the Kongo kingdom against another. The king of the Kongo had
conceived of possibilities of mutually beneficial interchange between his
people and the European state, but the latter forced him to specialize in
the export of human cargo. It is also interesting to note that while the
Oba (king) of Benin was willing to sell a few female captives, it took a
great deal of persuasion and pressure from Europeans to get him to sell
male African prisoners of war, who would otherwise have been brought
into the ranks of Benin society. )

Once trade in slaves had been started in any given part of Africa, it
soon became clear that it was beyond the capacity of any single African
state to change the situation. In Angola, the Portuguese employed an
unusual number of their own troops and tried to seize political power

% from Africans. The Angolan state of Matamba on the river Kwango was
tounded around 1630 as a direct reaction agaiost the Portuguese. With
Queen Nzinga at its head, Matamba tried to coordinate resistance against
the Portuguese in Angola. However, Portugal gained the upper hand in

1648, and this left Matamba isolated. Matamba could not forever stand

aside. So long as it opposed trade with the Portuguese, it was an object of

hostility from neighboring African states which had compromised with

Europeans and slave trading. So in 1656, Queen Nzinga resumed business

with the Portuguese—a major concession to the decision-making role of

Europeans within the Angolan economy.

Another example of African resistance during the course of the slave
trade comes from the Baga people in what is now the Republic of Guinea.
The Baga lived in small states, and in about 1720 one of their leaders
(Tomba by name) aimed at securing an alliance to stop the slave traffic.
He was defeated by local European resident-traders, mulattos, and other
slave trading Africans. It is not difficult to understand why Buropeans

should have taken immediate steps to see that Tomba and his Baga fol-
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WMMMV Mmm bomn omH nm: omﬁw the role allocated to them by Europe. A parallel
sents itself is the manner in which Eur .
wage the “Opium War” against China i inctonsth sy ot
g in the nineteenth cent i
that Western capitalists would i incse voro turned
into degpe oy make profit while the Chinese were turned
. mww MQMH.HMM&HMWHMEM as a last resort that the capitalist metropoles need
¢ to insure the pursuit of favorable icies 1
. policies in -th
MMW,_@%MWE m,s..omm. Normally, economic weapons are sufficient. In the :woM
E%onmmw o@@ommm Mﬁmwwmu slave traders, and was deprived of mﬁowomm
—some of which had become necessary b i i
: : . v that time. Agaja Trud
WM%WWQ”W greatest Ea.m“ appreciated that Buropean %Bmu% mS. mHm<Mm
¢ pursuit of slaving in and around Dahomey was in conflict with

- Dahomey’s development. Between 1724 and 1726, he looted and burned

MMMWWMM MOHMM mhﬂm mméd @omﬁ%ﬂ and he reduced the trade from the “Slave
( re trickle, by blocking the paths leading
in the interior. European slave d I o o ey epY
- Eu calers were very bitter, and they tr
wwoanHr.moBo African collaborators against Agaja Trudo H_Wn%%mmmm MM
nseat him or to crush the Dahomean state, but i . j
. . » but In turn Agaja failed to
wm.m_wmwa Eou.u to develop mew lines of economic activity, mcunr as local
MH chmm momp mmm._oc:ﬁﬂ and, being anxious to acquire firearms and cowries
& Europe 4 i
rough. peans, he had to agree to the resumption of slave trading
BGWMH@H 1730, U.mrogoma slaving was placed under royal control and was
mach Mpo_,d mmmﬂﬂowwm than previously. Yet, the failure of ‘this determined
emonstrated that a single African state at i
¢ ; that time could not
MHMamsﬁM%mﬁo itself QoB.M;Sﬁmmﬂ control. The small size of African mﬂmﬁMm
; W@ numerous political divisions made it so much easier for Europe
0. H,n\wm e Qﬁ. mwﬂﬁomm.mm to Africa’s role in world production and trade ’
Huomnwuwc%”mﬁﬁw Mowmﬂm:nnm have been created by the slave trade mﬂ.ﬁo
at they carried on the slave trade, and Afri . .
that the trade would have been i i it o Afrionns did ot
: en impossible if certain Africans did
cooperate with the slave ships. To ease their sui i E ons
. . 1 guilty consciences, Buropeans
NM @8 mﬂwwwwowww EMWOH Howwoaﬂ_&ﬁ@ for the slave trade on to the Eﬁﬂmmm
. n author of a book on the slave trad P .
titled Sins of Our Fathers) e i ® hpiopraty e
xplained how many other white pe
. opl
Mwwoww him to state that the trade was the responsibility of African ME%%
and me Europeans merely turned up to buy the captives—as Eocmm
comowc@% ﬁwaown.mwh aaqnambm there would have been captives sitting on the
e millions! Issues such as those are not the princi
. principal concern of
this study, but they can be correctly approached only after understanding
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that Burope became the center of a world-wide system and that MM was
European capitalism which set slavery and the Aflantic slave trade in
BmWMM .ﬂm&a i human beings. from Africa was a response ﬁ.o mmﬂ.mﬁ
factors. At first, the labor was needed in Portugal, m@E.F and in Atlantic
.Emﬁa,m such as Sfo Tomé, Cape Verde, and the O.,mbmmmmw .Eon came the
period when the Greater Antilles and the mmmswmﬂ->8mmnmb HEH.HHWEM
needed replacements for the Indians who were victims of mwu@oﬁau an

then the demands of Caribbean and mainland plantation societies had to
be met. The records show direct connections ,cogo,..wu levels of exports
from Africa and European demand for slave labor in some part of m.um
American plantation economy. When the Dutch ﬁoo.w woBmE@soo_. in
Brazil in 1634, the director of the Dutch West Indian Company im-
mediately informed their agents on the Gold Coast that .&@ were QM
take the necessary steps to pursue the trade in mHmém. on the adjacent coas
east of the Volta—thus creating for that area the infamous name of ﬁ_w
“glave Coast.” When the British West Indian islands took to growing
sugar cane, Gambia was one of the first Emmwm to respond. Examples
of this kind of external control can be cited right up to the end of Em
trade, and this embraces Eastern Africa also, since m.ﬁwowmws Bmww.wﬁ in
the Indian Ocean islands became important in the Qmwﬁnon% and nine-
teenth centuries, and since demand in places like Brazil caused Mozam-
bicans to be shipped around the Cape of Good Hape.

Afviez’s Contribution to the Economy and Beliefs of Early Capitalist
Euorope

The kinds of benefits which Europe modﬂo&.mnonp. its control of 22._.@
commerce are fairty well known, although it is curious that 5@. recogni-
tion of Africa’s major contribution to European &.@4«&0@54& is usually
made in works devoted specifically to that subject; s@po. European
scholars of Furope often treat the European economy as if it were .M._T
tirely independent. European economists of the nineteenth .omnqs.é certainly
had no illusions about the interconnections between their wm.z.oum; econ-
omies and the world at large. J. S. Mill, as spokesman for British capital-
ism, said that as far as England was concerned, “the trade of the QMMH
Indies is hardly to be considered as external trade, but more HomoBEom. m
traffic between town and country.” By the phrase “trade of the West Hﬁ&wm

Mill meant the commerce between Africa, England, and the West Indies,
because without African labor the West Indies were wmmz&.wmm. Wmﬁ Marx
also commented on the way that European capitalists tied Africa, the
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West Indies, and Latin America into the capitalist system; and (being the
most bitter critic of capitalism) Marx went on to point out that what was
good for Europeans was obtained at the expense of untold suffering by
Africans and American Indians. Marx noted that “the discovery of gold
and silver in America, the extirpation, enslavement and entombment in
mines of the aboriginal population, the turning of Africa into a commercial
warren for the hunting of black skins signalized the rosy dawn of the era
of capitalist production.”

Some attempts have been made to quantify the actual monetary profits
made by Europeans from engaging in the slave trade. The actual dimen-
stons are not easy to fix, but the profits were fabulous. John Hawkins made
three trips to West Africa in the 1560s, and stole Africans whom he sold
to the Spanish in America. On returning to England after the first trip,
his profit was so handsome that Queen Elizabeth I became interested in
directly participating in his next venture; and she provided for that purpose
a ship named the Jesus. Hawkins left with the Jesus to steal some more
Africans, and he returned to England with such dividends that OQueen
Elizabeth made him a knight. Hawkins chose as his coat: of arms the
representation of an African in chains.

Of course, there were inevitably voyages that failed, slave ships that
were lost at sea. Sometimes trade in Africa did well, while at other times
it was the profit in the Americas that was really substantial. When all the
ups and downs are ironed out, the level of profit had to be enough to
Justify continued participation in that particular form of trade for centuries.
A few bourgeois scholars have tried to suggest that the trade in slaves did
not have worthwhile monetary returns. They would have us believe that
the same entrepreneurs whom they praise in other contexts as the heroes
of capitalist development were so dumb with regard to slavery and slave
trade that for centuries they absorbed themselves in a non-profit venture!
This kind of argument is worth noting more as an example of the distor-
tions of which white bourgeois scholarship is capable than as something
requiring serious consideration. Besides, quite apart from capital ae-
cumulation, Europe’s trade with Africa gave numerous stimuli to Europe’s
growth.

Central and South American gold and silver-—mined by Africans—
played a crucial role in meeting the need for coin in the expanding
capitalist money economy of Western Europe, while African gold helped
the Portuguese to finance further navigations around the Cape of Good
Hope and into Asia from the fifteenth century on. African gold was also
the main source for the mintage of Dutch gold coin in the seventeenth
century, helping Amsterdam to become the financial capital of Europe in
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that period; and further it was no coincidence that when the English struck
a new gold coin in 1663, they called it the “guinea.” The Encyclopaedia
Britannica explains that the gninea was “a gold coin at one time current
in the United Kingdom. It was first coined in 1663, in the reign of Charles
II, from gold imported from the Guinea Coast of West Africa by a com-
pany of merchants trading under charter from the British crown—hence
the name.” ,

Throughout the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, and for most of
the nincteenth century, the exploitation of Africa and African labor con-
tinued to be a source for the accumulation of capital to be reinvested in
Western Europe. The African contribution to European capitalist growth
extended over such vital sectors as shipping, insurance, the formation of
companies, capitalist agriculture, technology, and the manufacture of
machinery. The effects were s0 wide-ranging that many are seldom brought
to the notice of the reading public. For instance, the French Saint-Malo
fishing industry was revived by the opening up of markets in the French
slave plantations; while the Portuguese in Europe depended beavily on
dyes like indigo, camwood, Brazil wood, and cochineal brought from
Afica and the Americas. Gum from Africa also played a part in the
textile industry, which is acknowledged as having been one of the most
powerful engines of growth within the European economy. Then there was
the export of ivory from Africa, enriching many merchants in London’s
Mincing Lane, and providing the raw material for industries in England,
France, Germany, Switzerland, and North America—producing items
ranging from knife handles to piano keys. :

Africa’s being drawn into the orbit of Western Europe speeded up the
latter’s technological development. For example, the evolution of European
shipbuilding from the sixteenth century to the nineteenth century was a
logical consequence of their monopoly of sea commerce in that period.
During that time, the North Africans were bottled up in the Mediterranean,
and although it was from them that Europeans initially borrowed a great
deal of nautical instrumentation, the North Africans made no further
worthwhile advances. Where the original European advantage was not
sufficient to assure supremacy, they deliberately undermined other people’s
efforts. The Indian navy, for instance, suffered from the rigid enforcement
of the English Navigation Laws. Yet, the expenses involved in building
new and better Buropean ships were met from. the profits of overseas
trade with India and Africa. The Dutch were pioneers in improving upon
the caravels which took the Spanish and Portuguese out across the
Atlantic, and the successive Dutch trading companies operating in Asia,
Africa, and America were the ones responsible for experimentation. By
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the eighteenth century, the British were using Dutch know-how as a basis
for surpassing the Dutch themselves, and the Atlantic was their laboratory.
It used to be said that the slave trade was a training ground for British
seamen. It is probably more significant to note that the Atlantic trade was
the stimulator of consistent advances in naval technology. ,

Hw@ most spectacular feature in Europe which was connected with
African trade was the rise of seaport towns—mnotably, Bristol, Liverpool
Nantes, Bordeaux, and Seville. Directly or indirectly connected to QOmm
ports, there often emerged the manufacturing centers which gave rise to
H:m. Industrial Revolution. In England, it was the county of Lancashire -
which was the first center of the Industrial Revolution, and the economic
.mm?muom in Lancashire depended first of all on the growth of the port of
Liverpool through slave trading. )

‘Ew.o connections between slavery and capitalism in the growth of u,wnm..
Fﬁa. is adequately documented by Eric Williams in his well-known book
Capitalism and Slavery. Williams gives a clear picture of the numerous
_.ugﬂmﬁm which England derived from trading and exploiting slaves, and he
identified by name several of the personalities and capitalist mmBm who
were E.o beneficiaries. Qutstanding examples are provided in the persons
of David and Alexander Barclay, who were engaging in slave trade in
H.qm.m and who later used the loot to set up Barclays Bank. There was a
stmilar progression in the case of Lloyds—from being a small London
coffee house to being one of the world’s largest banking and insurance
houses, after dipping into profits from slave trade and slavery. Then there
was James Watt, expressing eternal gratitude to the West Indian slave
owners who directly financed his famous steam engine, and tock it from

. the drawing board to the factory.

x.y mwumma picture would emerge from any detailed study of French
capitalism and slavery, given the fact that during the eighteenth century
the West Indies accounted for 20 per cent of France’s external trade—
much more than the whole of Africa in the present century. Of course
benefits were not always directly proportionate to the amount of wsa,o?@“
ment of a given European state in the Atlanfic trade. The enormous
profits of Portuguese overseas enterprise passed rapidly out of the Portu-
guese economy into the hands of the more developed Western European
capitalist mations who supplied Portugal with capital, ships, and trade
goods. Germany was included in this category, along with England, Hol-
land, and France. ‘ ’

ﬂoBEonoo deriving from Africa helped a great deal to strengthen trans-
bmﬂom& links within the Western European economy, bearing in mind that
American produce was the consequence of African labor. Brazilian dye-
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woods, for example, were re-exported from Portugal into the Mediter-
ranean, the North Sea, and the Baltic, and passed into the continental
cloth industry of the seventeenth century. Sugar from the Caribbean was

re-exported from England and France to other parts of Europe to such an:

extent that Hamburg in Germany was the biggest sugar-refining center in
Europe in the first half of the eighteenth century. Germany supplied
manufactures to Scandinavia, Holland, England, France, and Portugal for
resale in Africa. England, France, and Holland found it necessary to
exchange various classes of goods the better to deal with Africans for
gold, slaves, and ivory. The financiers and merchants of Genoa were the
powers behind the markets of Lisbon and Seville; while Dutch bankers
played a similar role with respect to Scandinavia and England.

Western Europe was that part of Europe in which by the fifteenth
century the trend was most visible that feudalism was giving way to
capitalism. (In Eastern Europe, fendalism was still strong in the nineteenth
century.) The peasants were being driven off the land in England, and
agriculture was becoming technologically more advanced—producing food
and fibers to support a larger population and to provide a more effective
basis for the woolen and linen industdes in particular. The technological
base of industry, as well as its social and economic organization, was being
transformed. African trade speeded up several aspects, including the
integration of Western Europe, as noted above. That is why the African
connection contributed not merely to economic growth (which relates to

quantitative dimensions) but also to real development in the sense of

increased capacity for further growth and independence.

In speaking of the European slave trade, mention must be made of the
U.S.A., not only because its dominant population was European but also
becanse Europe transferred its capitalist institutions more completely to
North Amierica than to any other part of the globe, and established a
powerful form of capitalism-—after eliminating the indigenous inhabitants
and exploiting the labor of millions of Africans. Like other parts of the
New World, the American colonies of the British crown were used as
means of accumulating primary capital for re-export to Europe. But the
Northern colonies also had direct access to benefits from slavery in the
American South and in the British and French West Jndies. As in Europe,
the profits made from slavery and slave trade went firstly to commercial
ports and industrial areas, which meant mainly the northeastern seaboard
district known as New England and the state of New York. The Pan-
Africanist, W. E. B. Du Bois, in a study of the American slave trade,
quoted a report of 1862 as follows:
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The number of perscns engaged in the slive trade and the amount of
capital embarked in it exceed our powers of calculation. The city of New
York has been until of late (1862) the principal port of the world for this
infamous commerce; although the cities of Portland and Boston are only
second to her in that distribution.

American economic development up to mid-nineteenth century rested
squarely on foreign commerce, of which slavery was a pivot. In the 1830s,
slave~-grown cotton accounted for about half the value of all exports from
the United States of America. Furthermore, in the case of the American
colonies of the eighteenth century, it can again be observed that Africa
contributed in a variety of ways—-one thing leading fo another. For
instance, in New England, trade with Africa, Europe, and the West Indies
in slaves and slave-grown products supplied cargo for their merchant
marine, stimulated the growth of their shipbuilding industry, built up their
towns and their cities, and enabled them to utilize their forests, fisheries,
and soil more effectively. Finally, it was the carrying trade between the

" West Indian slave colonies and Burope which lay behind the emancipation

of the American colonies from British rule, and it was no accident that
the struggle for American independence started in the leading New Eng-
land town of Boston. In the nineteenth century, the connection with Africa
continued to play an indirect role in American political growth. In the
first place, profits from the slave activities went intc the coffers of political
parties, and even more important the African stimulation and black labor
played a vital role in extending European control over the present territory
of the United States—notably in the South, but including also the “Wild
West,” where black cowboys were active.

m_mﬁwﬁ is useful for early accumulation of capital, but it is too rigid for
industrial development. Slaves had to be given crude non-breakable tools
which held back the capitalist development of agriculture and industry.
That explains the fact that the northern portions of the U.S.A. gained far
more industrial benefits from slavery than the South, which actuaily had
slave institutions on its soil; and ultimately the stage was reached during
the American Civil War when the Northern capitalists fought to end
slavery within the boundaries of the U.S.A. so that the country as a whole
could advance to a higher level of capitalism.

In effect, one can say that within the U.S.A. the slave relations in the
Sourth had by the second half of the nineteenth century come into conflict
with the further expansion of the productive base inside the U.S.A. as a
whole, and a violent clash ensued before the capitalist relations of legally
free labor became generalized. Burope maintained slavery in places that
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were physically »remote from European society; and therefore inside
Europe itself, capitalist relations were elaborated without being adversely
affected by slavery in the Americas. However, even in Europe there came a

moment when the leading capitalist states found that the trade in slaves

and the use of slave labor in the Americas was no longer in the interest
of their further development. Britain made this decision early in the
nineteenth century, to be followed later by France.

Since capitalism, like any other mode of production, is a total mwmﬁmﬁ
which involves ar ideological aspect, it is also necessary to focus on the
effects of the ties with Africa on the development of ideas within the
superstructure of Buropean capitalist society. In that sphere, the imost

%striking feature is undoubtedly the rise of racism as a widespread and
deeply rooted element in Furopean thought. The role of slavery in pro-
_moting racist prejudice and ideology has been carefully studied in certain

" situations, especially in the U.S.A. The simple fact is that no people can
enslave another for centuries without coming out with a notion of super-
jority, and when the color and other physical traits of those peoples were

- quite different it was inevitable that the prejudice should take a racist
‘form. Within Africa itself, the same can be said for the situation in the
"Cape Province of South Africa where white men have been establishing
military and social superiority over non-whites since 1630.

It would be much too sweeping a statement to say that all racial and
color prejudice in Europe derived from the enslavement of Africans and
the exploitation of non-white peoples in the early centuries of international
trade. There was also anti-Semitism at an even earlier date inside Europe
and there is always an element of suspicion and incomprehension when
peoples of different cultures come together. However, it can be affirmed
without reservations that the white racism which came to
world was an Lsﬁmmam_ part of the capitalist éb Nor was

it merely a @cmmﬂon T of how theindividual white person treated a black

person. The racism of Europe was a set of generalizations and assump-~
tions, which had no scientific basis, but were rationalized in every sphere
from theology to biclogy. |

Occasionally, it is mistakenly held that Europeans enslaved Africans
for racist reasons. European planters and miners enslaved Africans for
economic reasons, so that their labor power could be exploited. Indeed, it

would have been impossible to open up the New World and to use it as a

constant generator of wealth, had it not been for African labor. There
were no other alternatives: the American (Indian) population was virtu-
ally wiped out and Europe’s population was too small for settlement
overseas at that time. Then, having become utterly dependent on African
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Iabor, Furopeans at home and abroad found it necessary to rationalize
that exploitation in racist terms as well. QOppression follows logically from
exploitation, so as to guarantee the latter. Oppression of African people
on purely racial grounds accompanied, strengtheped, and became indis-
tinguishable from oppression for economic reasons.
C. L. R. James, noted Pan-Africanist and Marxist, once remarked that:
The race question is subsidiary to the class question in politics, and to

think of imperialism in terms of race is disastrous. But fo neglect the
racial factor as merely incidental is an error only less grave than to make

it fundamental.
It can further be argued that by the nineteenth century white racism had
become so institutionalized in the capitalist world (and notably in the
U.S.A.) that it sometimes ranked above the maximization of profit as a
motive for oppressing black people.
In the short run, European racism seemed to have done Europeans no
harm, and they used those erroneocus ideas to justify their further domina-

- tion of nen-European peoples in the colonial epoch. But the international

proliferation of bigoted and unscientific racist ideas was bound to have its
negative consequences in the long run, When Europeans put millions of
their brothers (Jews) into ovens under the Nazis, the chickens were
coming home to roost. Such behavior inside of “democratic” Europe was
not as strange as it is sometimes made out to be. There was always a
contradiction between the elaboration of democratic ideas inside Europe
and the elaboration of authoritarian and thuggish practices by Europeans
with respect to Africans. When the French Revolution was made in the
name of “Liberty, Equality, Fraternity,” it did not extend to black Africans
who were enslaved by France in the West Indies and the Indian Ocean.

- Indeed, France fought against the efforts of those people to emancipate

themselves, and the leaders of their bourgeois revolution said plainly that
they did not make it on behalf of black humanity.

It is not even true to say that capitalism developed democracy at home,
in Europe and not abroad. At home, it was responsible for a talk or
certain rhetoric of fréedom, but it was never extended from the bourgeoisie
to the oppressed workers; and the treatment of Africans must surely have,
made such hypocrisy a habit.of European life, especially within the ruling
class. How else can one explain the fact that the Christian church par-

ticipated fully in the maintenance of slavery and still talked about saving

souls! The hypocrisy reached its highest levels inside the U.S.A. The first

il

martyr in the American national war of liberation against the British

- colonialists in the eighteenth century was an African descendant, Crispus
© Attucks; and both slave and free Africans played a key role in Washing-
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ton’s armies. Ané yet, the American Constitution sanctioned the continued
enslavement of Africans. In recent times, it has become an object of con-
cern to some liberals that the U.S.A. is capable of war crimes of the order
of My Lai in Vietnam. But the fact of the matter is that the My Lais
began with the enslavement of Africans and American Indians. Racism,
violence, and brutality were the concomitants of the capitalist system when
it extended itself abroad in the early centuries of international trade.
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Py .nom; innovatar, who went further than the others in setting up a
adr¥pnistration where a sense of loyalty could prevail over the a
Hoomr es, and ethnic groups.

Zimbjbwe, too, progressed, with only slight interfereng® from Eutro-
peans. L&gally, the center of power shifted from Mutapagto Changamire;
and eventilly in the nineteenth century Nguni groupg(fleeing from the
power of theyZulu) overran Zimbabwe. So long as thegNguni were warrior
bands on the March, they obviously proved destrucgifve; but by the middle
of the nineteently century the Nguni had alreadyg#pread their own szate-
building techniqudy to Mozambique and to what # now Southern Rhodesia,

was the case in Zululand.
Meanwhile, across va rica, striking political change
was also taking place. century, the level of social or-
ganization was low in thelarea betweelf Kongo and Zimbabwe. Precisely
in that area, there arose
complex. Their political stroctgr

pres gither than their territorial size made
them significant; and their achigv,

ents were registered in the face of

On the large island of Mad
epoch had by the late eighteeq

the several sinall states of an earlier
given way to the powerful feudal
Merina kingdom. Moere oft adagascar is ignored in general
assessments of the Africa yough (both in the physical and
the cultural sense) Africafis writ large on Malagasy people. They, too,
ye exports; but the Merina

slave raiding.
dom and of alf others (whether or not engaged in slaving) lajn their own
environmentg-in the material resources, human resources, techiglogy, and
social relatgbns. So long as any African society could at least ma¥gtain its
inherited #dvantages springing from many centuries of evolutionary change,
then forffso long could the superstructure continue to expand and Yjve
furthergOpportunities to whole groups of people, to classes, and to indivis
duals.,

Atfithe beginning of this section, attention was drawn to the necessity
for reconciling a recognition of African development up to 1885 with an

. European capitalists to insist on, and succeed in taking over, command.
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awareness of the ION ges simmultaneously incurred bgPthe continent in that
epoch, due to the natiig 0m the contact with g#pitalist Europe. That issue
must also be explicitly 2 bint. It is clearly ridiculous to
assert that contacts .,.59 m or conmmﬁom Africa in the pre-
colonial period. Nor does ;
Leopold mwﬂm_»ou. once aa

Eﬂo slave tradin &mﬂnzum as into a gale-force
wind, éEo. ; . oSmHm off course, and
mosmna [+ QE.mEum the Bnﬁm..

déisions before 1885, thoungh already forces were at wor which caused

The Coming of Imperialism and Colonialism

In the centuries before colomial rule, Europe increased its economic ca-
pacity by leaps and bounds, while Africa appeared to have been almost
{static. Africa in the late nineteenth century could still be described as part
! noEEEHmw and part feudal, although Western Europe had moved completely

: from. feudalism to capitalism. To elucidate the main thesis of this study, it is

necessary to follow not only the development of Europe and the underde-
velopment of Africa, but also to understand how those two combined in a
single system~—that of capitalist imperialista.

The European economy was producing far more goods by making use
of their own resources and labor, as well as the resources and labor of the
rest of the world. There were many qualitative changes in the European
economy, which accompanied and made possible the increase in the
quantity of goods. For example, machines and factories rather than land
provided the main source of wealth; and labor had long since ceased to be
organized on a restricted family basis. The peasantry had been brutally
destroyed and the labor of men, women, and children was ruthlessly ex-
ploited. Those were the great social evils of the capitalist system, which
must not be forgotten; but, on the issue of comparative economics, the
relevant fact is that what was a slight difference when the Portuguese sailed
to West Africa in 1444 was a huge gap by the time that European robber
statesmen sat down in Berlin 440 years later to decide who should steal
which parts of Africa. It was that gap which provided both the necessity
and the opportunity for Burope to move into the imperialist epoch, and to
colonize and further underdevelop Africa.
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The growing technological and economic gap between Western Europe
and Africa was part of the trend within capitalism to comcentrate or
polarize wealth and poverty at two opposite extremes.

Inside Western Europe itself, some nations grew rich at the expense of
others. Britain, France, and Germany were the most prosperous -nations.
Poverty prevailed in Ireland, Portugal, Spain, and southern Italy. Inside
the British, French, and German economies, the polarization of wealth was
between the capitalists on the one hand and the workers and a few peasants
on the other. The big capitalists got bigger and the little ones were elimi-
nated. In many important fields, such as iron and steel manufacture, tex-
tiles, and particularly banking, it was noticeable that two or three firms
monopolized most of the business. The banks were alsé in a commanding
position within the economy as a whole, providing capital to the big
monopoly industrial firms,

European monopoly firms operated by constantly fighting to gain con-
trol over raw materials, markets, and means of communications. They also
fought to be the first to invest in new profitable undertakings related to
their line of business—whether it be inside or outside their countries. In-
deed, after the scope for expansion became limited inside their national
economies, their main attention was turned to those countries whose
economies were less developed and who would therefore offer little or no
opposition to the penetration of foreign capitalism. That penetration of
foreign capitalism on a world-wide scale from :6 late nineteenth century
onwards is what we call “imperialism.”

Imperialism meant capitalist expansion. It meant Emﬁ Buropean (and
North American and Japanese) capitalists were forced by the internal logic
of their competitive system to seek abroad in less developed countries
opportunities to control raw materfal supplies, to find markets, and to find
profitable fields of investment. The centuries of trade with Africa contri-
buted greatly to that state of affairs where European capitalists were faced
with the necessity to expand in a big way outside their national economies.

There were certain areas of Africa in which European investment was
meant to get immediate superprofits. The mines of South Africa, the
loans to North African governments, and the building of the Suez Canal
also insured the greater profitability of European investment in and trade
with India. However, Africa’s greatest value to Europe at the beginning of
the imperialist era was as a source of raw materials such as palm products,
groundnuts, cotton, and rubber. The need for those materials arose out of
Europe’s expanded economic capacity, its new and larger machines, and its
increasing wage-earning population in towns. All of those things had de-
veloped over the previous four centuries; and again it needs to be repeated
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that one of the important factors in that process was the snﬂs& trade with
Africa.

Imperialism is essentially an economic phenomenon, and it does not®
necessarily lead to direct political control or colonization. However, Africa
‘was the victim of colonization. In the period of the notorious “Scramble for
Africa,” Europeans made a grab for whatever they thought spelled profits
in Africa, and they even consciously acquired many areas not for im-
mediate exploitation but with an eye to the future. Each European nation
that had these short-term and long-term economic interests ran up its own
flag in different parts of Africa and established colonial rule. The gap that
had arisen during the period of pre-colonial trade gave Europe the power
to impose political domination on Africa.

Pre-colonial trade in slaves, ivory, gold, and other things was conducted
from the coasts of Africa. On the coasts, European ships could dominate
the scene, and if necessary forts could be built. Before the nineteenth cen-
tury, Europe was incapable of penetrating the African continent, because

the balance of force at their disposal was inadequate. But the same tech-

nological changes which created the need to penetrate Africa also created
the power to conquer Africa. The fircarms of the imperialist epoch marked
a qualitative leap forward. Breech-loading rifles and machine guns were a
far cry from the smooth-bored muzzle loaders and flintlocks of the previous
era. Buropean imperialists in Africa boasted that what counted was the
fact that they had the Maxim machine gun and Africans did not.
Curiously, Europeans often derived the moral justification_for im-
perialism and colonialism from features of the international trade as con-
ducted up to the eve of colonial rule in Africa. The British were the chief
spokesmen for the view that the desire to colonize was largely based on
their good intentions in wanting to put a stop to the slave trade. True
enough, the British in the nineteenth century were as opposed to slave
trading as they were once in favor of it. Many changes inside Britain had
transformed the seventeenth-cenfury necessity for slaves into the nine-
teenth-century necessity to clear the remnants of slaving from Africa so as
to organize the loca] exploitation of land and labor. Therefore, slaving was
rejected in so far as it had become a fetter on further capitalist develop-
ment; and it was particularly true of East Africa, where Arab slaving
persisted until late in the nineteenth century. The British took special self-
righteous delight in putting an end to Arab slave trading, and in deposing
rulers on the grounds that they were slave traders. However, in those very
years, the British were crushing political leaders in Nigeria, like Jaja and
Nana, who had by then ceased the export of slaves, and were concentrating
instead on products like palm oil and rubber. Similarly, the Germans in
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East Africa made a pretense of being most opposed to rulers like Bushiri
who were engaged in slave trading, but the Germans were equally hostile
to African rulers with little interest in slaving. The common factor under-
lying the overthrow of African rulers in East, West, Central, North, and
South Africa was that they stood in the way of Europe’s imperial needs.
It was the only factor that mattered, with anti-slaving sentiments being at
best superfluous and at worst calculated hypocrisy.

King Leopold I of Belgium alse used the anti-slavery excuse to intro-
duce into Congo forced labor and modern slavery. Besides, &H _Buropeans
‘had derived ideas of racial and cultural superiority between the fifteenth
and nineteenth centuries, while engaged in genocide and the enslavement of
non-white peoples. Even Portugal, an impoverished and backward Euro-
pean nation in the imperialist era, could still presume that it had a destiny
to civilize the natives in Africa!

There is a curious interpretation of the Scramble and African partition
which virtually amounts to saying that colonialism came about because of
Africa’s needs rather than those of Europe. Africa, they say, required
European colonization if it were to advance beyond the stage it had
reached in the late nineteenth century. Clearly, they do not appreciate that
such a line of reasoning was suggesting that Africa would develop if it
were given bigger doses of the European concoction that had already
started its underdevelopment—that it would develop if it lost the last
remnants of its freedom of choice, which had clearly been seriously under-
mined by the pre-colonial trade—that it would develop if its economy be-
came more integrated with Europe’s on terms that were entirely dictated by
Europe. Those implications and their fallacies would be plain to anyone
who tries to understand the development process before making pronounce-
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Education is undeniably one of the facets of European life which had
grown most appreciably during the capitalist epoch. Through education
and extensive use of the written word, Europeans were in a position to
pass on to the others the scientific principles of the material world which
they had discovered, as well as a body of varied philosophical reflections
on man and society. Africans were quick to appreciate advantages deriving
from a literate education. In Madagascar, the Merina kingdom did a great
deal to sponsor reading and writing. They used their own language and an
Arabic script, and they welcomed the aid of European missionaries. ‘That
.conscious borrowing from all relevant sources was only possible when they
had the freedom to choose. Colonization, far from springing from Malagasy
needs, actually erected a barrier to the attainment of the “modernization”
initiated by the Merina kings in the 1860s and 1870s. A similar example
can be found in the history of Tunisia before the ax of partition fell.

In many parts of the world, capitalism in its imperialist form accepted
that some measure of political sovereignty should be left in the hands of

the local population. This was so in Eastern Europe, in Latin America,
“and to a more limited extent in China. However, European capitalists
came to the decision that Africa should be directly colonized. There .is
evidence to suggest that such a course of action was not entirely planned.
Britain and France up to the 1850s and 1860s would have preferred to
divide Africa into informal “spheres of influence.” That means that there
would have been a genmtlemen’s agreement that (say) Nigeria would be
exploited by the British merchants while Senegal would be exploited by
Frenchmen. At the same time both Englishmen and Frenchmen would
trade in a minor way in each other’s informal empire. But, firstly, there was
disagreement over who should suck which pieces of Africa (especially
since Germany wanted to join the grabbing); and, secondly, the moment
that one European power declared an area of Africa as a protectorate or a
colony, it put up tariffs against Buropean traders of other nationalities, and
in turn forced their rivals to have colonies and discriminatory tariffs. One
thing led to another, and soon six European capitalist nations were falling
over each other to establish direct political rule over particular sections of
Africa. Make no mistake about it, gentlemen like Caxl Peters, Livingstone,
Stanley, Harry Johnston, De Brazza, General Gordon, and their masters in
Europe were literally scrambling for Africa. They barely avoided a major
military conflagration.

In addition to the factors that caused the chain reaction of the Scramble
as described above, Europeans were also racially motivated to seek political

domination over Africa. The nineteenth century was one in which white

racism was most violently and openly expressed in capitalist societies, with
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the U.S.A. as a focal point, and with Britain SWEQ the lead among the
Western European capitalist nations. Britain accepted granting dominion
status to its old colonies of white settlers in Canada, Australia, and New
Zealand; but it withdrew self-government from the West Indies when the
white planters were ousted from the legislative assemblies by black (or
brown) people. As far as Africa is concerned, Englishmen violently op-
posed black self-government such as the Fante Confederation on the Gold
Coast in the 1860s. They also tried to erode the authority of black Creoles
in Sierra Leone. In 1874, when Fourah Bay College sought and obtained
affiliation with Durham University, the Times newspaper declared that
Durham should next affiliate with the L.ondon Zoo! Pervasive and vicious
Tacism was present in imperialism as a variant independent of the eco-
nomic ratjonality that initially gave birth to racism. It was economics that
determined that Europe should invest in Africa and control the continent’s
raw materials and labor. It was racism which confirmed the decision that
the form of control should be direct colonial rule.

Alfricans everywhere fought against alien political rule, and had to be
subdued by superior force. But a sizable minority did insist that their trade
connections with Europe should remain unbroken, for that was a measure
of the extent to which they were already dependent on Europe. The most
dramatic illustration of that dependence was the determination with which
some Africans fought the end of the European slave trade.

For most European capitalist states, the enslavement of Africans had
served its purpose by the middle of the nineteenth century; but for those
Africans who dealt in captives the abrupt termination of the trade at any
given point was a crisis of the greatest magnitude. In many areas, major
social changes had taken place to bring the particular regions effectively
into the service of the European slave trade—one of the most significant
being the rise of “domestic slavery” and various forms of class and caste
subjugation. African rulers and traders who found their social existence
threatened by the earliest legal edicts such as the 1807 British act against
the trade in slaves found ways of making contact with Europeans who still
wanted slaves.

In sub-Saharan Africa and especially in West Africa, the export of slaves
declined most rapidly where Europeans were prepared to buy other com-
modities. As soon as inhabitants of any region found that they had a
product which Europeans were accepting in place of the former slave trade,
those inhabitants put tremendous effort into quwENEm Eo m:@H.nm.aﬁm
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THE COLONIES HAVE BEEN CREATED FOR THE METROPOLE BY THE METRO-
pole.

—FRENCH SAYING

Sales operations in the United States and management of the fourteen
(Unilever) plants are directed from Lever House on New York’s fashion-
able Park Avenue. You look at this tall, striking, glass-and-steel structure
and you wonder how many hours of underpaid black labour and how
many thousands of tons of underpriced palm oil and peanuts and cocoa
it cost to build it.

—W, ALPEEUS HUNTON

Expatriation of African Surplus under Colonialism .
Capital and African Wage Labor .

Colonial Africa fell within that part of the international capitalist economy
from which surplus was drawn to feed the metropolitan sector. As seen
earlier, exploitation of land and labor is essential for human social ad-
vance, but only on the assumption that the product is made available
within the area where the exploitation takes place. Colonialism was not
merely a system of exploitation, but one whose essential purpose was to
repatriate the profits to the so-called mother country. From an African
viewpoint, that amounted to consistent expatriation of surplus produced
by African labor out of African resources. It meant the development of
Europe as part of the same dialectical process in which Africa was under-
developed.

By any standards, labor was cheap in Africa, and the amount of surplus
extracted from the African laborer was great. The employer under colonial-.
ism paid an extremely small wage—a wage usually insufficient to keep
the worker physically alive—and, therefore, he had to grow food to
survive. This applied in particular to farm labor of the plantation type,
to work in mines, and to certain forms of urban employment. At the time
of the imposition of European colonial rule, Africans were able to gain a
livelihood from the land. Many retained some contact with the land in the
years ahead, and they worked away from their skambas in order to pay
taxes or because they were forced to do so. After feudalism in Europe had
ended, the worker had absolutely no means of sustenance other than
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through the sale of his labor to capitalists. Therefore, to some extent the
employer was responsible for insuring the physical survival of the worker
by giving him a “living wage.” In Africa, this was not the case. Europeans
offered the lowest possible wages and relied on legislation backed by force
to do the rest.

There were several reasons why the African worker was more crudely
exploited than his Buropean counterpart in the present century. Firstly,
the alien colonial state had a monopoly of political power, after crushing
all opposition by superior armed force. Secondly, the African working
class was small, very dispersed, and very unstable owing to migratory
practices. Thirdly, while capitalism was willing to exploit all workers
everywhere, European capitalists in Africa had additional racial justifica-
tions for dealing unjustly with the African worker. The racist theory that
the black man was inferior led to the conclusion that he deserved lower
wages; and interestingly enough, the light-skinned Arab and Berber popu-
lations of North Africa were treated as “blacks” by the white racist French.
The combination of the above factors in turn made it extremely difficult for
African workers to organize themselves. It is only the organization and
resoluteness of the working class which protects it from the natural tend-
ency of the capitalist to exploit to the utmost. That is why in all colonial
territories, when African workers realized the necessity for trade umion
solidarity, numerous obstacles were placed in their paths by the colonial
regines.

Wages paid to workers in Europe and Zoﬁv America were much higher
than wages paid to African workers in comparable categories. The Nigerian
coal miner at Enugu earned one shilling per day for working underground
and nine pence per day for jobs on the surface. Such a miserable wage
would be beyond the comprehension of a Scottish or German coal miner,
who could virtuaily earn in an hour what the Envugu miner was paid for
a six-day week. The same disparity existed with port workers. The records
of the large American shipping company, Farrell Lines, show that in 1955,
of the total amount spent on loading and discharging cargo moving be-
tween Africa and America, five-sixths went to American workers and one-
sixth to Africans. Yet, it was the same amount of cargo loaded and un-
loaded at both ends. The wages paid to the American stevedore and the
European coal miners were still such as to insure that the capitalists made
a profit. The point here is merely to illustrate how much greater was the
rate of exploitation of African workers.

When discrepancies such as the above were pointed out during the
colonial period and subsequently, those who justified colonialisma were
quick to reply that the standard and cost of living was higher in capitalist
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countries. The fact is that the higher standard was made possible by the
exploitation of colonies, and there was no justification for keeping African
living standards so depressed in an age where better was possible and in a
situation where a higher standard was possible because of the work output
of Africans themselves. The kind of living standard supportable by African
labor within the continent is-readily illustrated by the salaries and the life-
style of the whites inside Africa.

Colonial governments discriminated against the employment of Africans
In senior categories; and, whenever it happened that a white and a black
filled the same post, the white man was sure to be paid considerably more.
This was true at all levels, ranging from civil service posts to mine workers.
African salaried workers in the British colonies of Gold Coast and Nigeria
were better off than their brothers in many other parts of the continent,
but they were restricted to the “junior staff” level in the civil service. In
the period before the last world war, Buropean civil servants in the Gold
Coast received an average of 40 pounds per month, with quarters and
other privileges. -Africans got an average salary of 4 pounds. There were
instances where one European in an establishment earned as much as his
twenty-five African assistants put together. Qutside the civil service,
Africans obtalned work in building projects, in mines, and as domestics—
all low-paying jobs. It was exploitation without responsibility and without
redress. In 1934, forty-one Africans were killed in a gold mine disaster in
the Gold Coast, and the capitalist company offered ou@ 3 pounds to the
dependents of each of these men as compensation.

Where European settlers were found in considerable numbers, the wage
differential was readily perceived. In North Africa, the wages of Moroccans
and Algerians were from 16 percent to 25 percent those of Furopeans. In
East Africa, the position was much worse, notably in Kenya and Tangan-
yika. A comparison with white settler earnings and standards brings out by
sharp contrast how incredibly low African wages were. While Lord
Delamere controlled 100,000 acres of Kenya’s land, the Kenyan had to
carry a kipande pass in his own country to beg for a wage of 15 or 20
shillings per month. The absolute limit of brutal exploitation was found in
the southern parts of the continent; and in Southern Rhodesia, for ex-
ample, agricultural laborers rarely received more than 15 shillings per
month. Workers in mines got a little more if they were semi-skilled, but
they also had more intolerable working conditions. Unskilled laborers in
the mines of Northern Rhodesia often got as little as 7 shillings per month.
A truck driver on the famous copper belt was in a semi-skilled grade. In
one mine, Europeans performed that job for 30 pounds per month, while
in another, Africans did it for 3 pounds per month.
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In all colonjal territories, wages were reduced during the period of
crisis which shook the capitalist world during the 1930s, and they were
not restored or increased until after the last capitalist world war. In
Southern. Rhodesia in 1949, Africans employed in municipal areas were
awarded minimum wages from 35 to 75 shillings per month. That was a
considerable improvement over previous years, but white workers (on the
job for 8 hours per day compared to the Africans’ 10 or 14 hours) re-
ceived a minimum wage of 20 shillings per day plus free quarters and
other benefits.

The Rhodesians offered a miniature version of South Africa’s apartheid
systemn, which oppressed the largest industrial working class on the con-
tinent. In the Union of South Africa, African laborers worked deep under-
ground, under inhuman conditions which would not have been tolerated
by miners in Europe. Consequently, black South African workers re-
covered gold from deposits which elsewhere would be regarded as non-
commercial. And yet it is the white section of the working class which
received whatever benefits were available in terms of wages and salaries.
Officials have admitted that the mining companies could pay whites H:uwop.
than miners in any other part of the world because of the superprofits
made by paying black workers a mere pittance.*

In the final analysis, the shareholders of the mining companies were
the ones who benefited most of all. They remained in Europe and North
America and collected fabulous dividends every year from the gold,
diamonds, manganese, uranjum, etc., which were brought out of the South
African subsoil by African labor. For years, the capitalist press itself
praised Southern Africa as an investment outlet returning superprofits on
capital invested. Frem the very beginning of the Scramble for Africa, huge
fortunes were made from gold and diamonds in Southern Africa by people
Eke Cecil Rhodes. In the present century, both the investment and the
outflow of surplus have increased. Investment was mainly concentrated in
mining and finance where the profits were greatest. In the mid-1950s,
British investments in South Africa were estimated at 860 million pounds
and yielded a stable profit of 15 percent, or 129 million pounds every
year. Most mining companies had returns well above that average. De
Beers Consolidated Mines made a profit that was both phenomenal and
consistently high—between $26 million and $29 million throughout the
1950s.

The complex of Southern African mining concerns operated not just in
South Africa itself, but also in South-West Africa, Angola, Mozambique,

* As is well known, those conditions still operate. However, this ~chapter presents
matters in the past tense to picture the colonial epoch.
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Northern Rhodesia, Southern Rhodesia, and the Congo. Congo was con-
sistently a source of immense wealth for Europe, because from. the time of
colonization until 1906, King Leopold II of Belgium made at least $20
million from rubber and ivory. The period of mineral exploitation started
quite early, and then gained momentum after political coatrol passed from
King Leopold to the Belgium state in 1908. Total foreign capital inflow
into the Congo between 1887 and 1953 was estimated by the Belgians to
have been 5,700 million pounds. The value of the outflow in the same
period was said to have been 4,300 million pounds, exclusive of profits
retained within the Congo. As was true everywhere else on the continent,
the Qﬁmﬁmaos of surplus from Congo increased as the colomial period
wore on. In the five years preceding independence the net outflow of
capital from Congo to Belgium reached massive proportions. Most of the
expatriation of surplus was handled by a major European finance mo-
nopoly, the Société Générale. The Société Générale had as its most im-
portant subsidiary the Union Miniévre de Haute-Katanga, which has
monopalized Congolese copper production since 1889 (when it was known
as the Compagnie de Katanga): Union Miniére has been known to make
a profit of 27 million pounds in a single year.

It is no wonder that of the total wealth produced in Congo in any given
year during the colonial period, more than cne-third went ouf in the form
of profits for big business and salaries for their expatriate staffs. But the
comparable figure for Northern Rhodesia under the British was one-half.
In Katanga, Union Miniére at least had a reputation for feaving some of
the profits behind in the form of things like housing and maternity services
for African workers. The Rhodesian Copper Belt Companies expatriated
profits without compunction.

It should not be forgotten that outside Southern Africa there were also
significant mining operations during the colonial period. In North Africa,
foreign capital exploited natural resources of phosphates, oil, lead, zinc,
manganese, and iron oré. In Guinea, Sierra Leone, and Liberia, there were
important workings of gold, diamonds, iron ore, and bauxite. To all that
should be added the tin of Nigeria, the gold and manganese of Ghana, the
gold and diamonds of Tanganyika, and the copper of Uganda and Congo
Brazzaville. In each case, an understanding of the situation must begin
with an inquiry into the degree of exploitation of African resources and
labor, and then must proceed to follow the surplus to its destination out-
side Africa—into the bank accounts of the capitalists who control the
majority shares in the huge multinational mining combines.

The African working class produced a less spectacular. surplus for
export with regard to companies engaged in agriculture. Agricultural
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plantations wers widespread in North, East, and South Africa; and they

also appeared in West Africa to a lesser extent. Their profits depended on
the incredibly low wages and harsh working conditions imposed on African
agricultural laborers and on the fact that they invested very little capital
in obtaining the land, which was robbed wholesale from Africans by
colonial powers and then sold to whites at nominal prices. For instance,
after the Kenya highlands had been declared “Crown Land,” the British
handed over to Lord Delamere 100,000 acres of the best land at a cost of
a penny per acre. Lord Francis Scott purchased 350,000 acres, the East
African Fstates Ltd. got another 350,000 acres, and the BEast African
Syndicate took 100,000 acres adjoining Lord Delamere’s estate—all at
giveaway prices. Needless to say, such plantations made huge profits, even
if the rate was lower than in a South African gold mine or an Angolan
diameoend mine.

During the colonial era, Liberia was supposedly independent; but to all
intents and purposes, it was a colony of the U.S.A. In 1926, the Firestone
Rubber Company of the U.S.A. was able to acquire one million acres of
forest land in Liberia at a cost of 6 cents per acre and 1 percent of the
value of the exported rubber. Because of the demand for and the strategic
importance of rubber, Firestone’s profits from Liberia’s land and’ labor
carried them to 25th position among the giant companies of the U.S.A.

European Trading Companies versus the African Peasant

So far, this section has been dealing with that part of the surplus produced
by African wage earners in mines and plantations. But the African working
class under colonialism was extremely small and the vast majority of
Africans engaged in the colonial money economy were independent peas-
ants. How then can it be said that these self-employed peasants were con-
tributing to the expatriation of African surplus? Apologists for colonialism
argue that it was a positive benefit for such farmers to have been given the
opportunity to create surplus by growing or collecting produce such as
cocoa, coffee, palm oil. It is essential that this Emﬂmﬁammmﬁﬁmaouu be
clarified.

A peasant growing a cash crop or collecting produce had his labor
exploited by a long chain of individuals, starting with local businessmen.
Sometimes, those local businessmen were Europeans, Very rarely were
they Africans, and more usually they were a minority group brought in
from outside and serving as intermediaries between the white colomialists
and the exploited African peasant. In West Africa, the Lebanese and
Syrians played this role; while in East Africa the Indians rose to this
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position. Arabs were also in the middleman category in Zanzibar and a
few other places on the East African coast.

Cash-crop peasants never had any capital of their own. They existed
from one crop to another, depending on good harvests and good prices.
Any bad harvest or fall of prices caused the peasants to borrow in order
to find money to pay taxes and buy certain necessities. As security, they
mortgaged their future crops to moneylenders in the middleman category.
Non-payment of debts could and did lead to their farms’ being taken away
by the moneylenders. The rate of interest on the loans was always fan-
tastically high, amounting to what is known as “usury.” In East Africa,
things were so bad that even the British colonial government had to step
in and enact a “Native Credit Ordinance” to protect Africans from Asian
businessmen.

However, in spite of some minor clashes between the colonialists and
the middlemen, the two were part and parcel of the same apparatus of
exploitation. On the whole, the Lebanese and Indians did the smaller jobs
whick Europeans could not be bothered with. They owned things such as
cotton gins which separated the seed from the lint; while of course Euro-
peans concentrated on the cotton mills in Europe. The middlemen also

" went out to the villages, while Europeans liked to stay in towns. In the

villages, the Indians and Lebanese took over virtually all buying and
selling, channeling most of the profits back to Europeans in the towns and
those overseas.

The share of profits which went to middlemen was insignificant in
comparison to those profits reaped by big European business interests and
by the European governments themselves. The capitalist institution which
came into most direct contact with African peasants was the colonial
trading company: that is to say, a company specializing in moving goods
to and from the colomies. The most notorious were the French concerns,
Compagrnie Francaise d’ Afrique Occidentale (CFAQ) and Société Com-
merciale Ouest Africaine (SCOA), and the British-controlled United
Africa Company (UAC). These were responsible for expatriating a great
proportion of Africa’s wealth produced by peasant toil.

Several of the colonial trading companies already had African blood on
their hands from participation in the slave trade. Thus, after French
merchants in Bordeaux made fortunes from the European slave trade, they
transferred that capital to the trade in groundmuts from Semegal and
Gambia in the middle of the nineteenth century. The firms concemed
continued to operate in the colonial period, although they changed hands
and there were a lot of mergers. In Senegal, Mauritania, and Mali, the
names of Maurel & Prom, Maurel Brothers, Buhan & Teyssere, Delmas &
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Clastre, were all well known. Several of them were eventually incorporated
into SCOA, which was dominated by a consortium of French and Swiss
financiers. A parallel process in the French port of Marseilles led to the
transfer of slave-trade capital into direct trade between Africa and France.
After the end of the First World War, most of the small Marseilles firms
were absorbed into the massive CFAQ, which imported into French West
Africa whatever European goods the market would-take, and exported in
turn the agricultural produce that was largely the conséquence of peasant
labor. CFAO also had British and Dutch capital, and its activities ex-
tended into Liberia and into British and Belgian colonies. Tt is said that
SCOA and CFAO made a profit of up to 90 per cent in good years ‘and
25 per cent in bad years.

In Britain, the notorious slave trading port of Liverpool was the first
to switch to palm oil early in the nineteenth century when the trade in
slaves became difficult or impossible. This meant that Liverpool firms were
no longer exploiting Africa by removing its labor physically to another
part of the world. Instead, they were exploiting the labor and raw materials
of Africa inside Africa. Throughout the nineteenth century and right into
the colonial era, Liverpool concentrated largely on importing African
peasant produce. Backed by the industrial districts of Manchester and
Cheshire, this British port was in control of a great proportion of Britain’s
and Europe’s trade with Africa in the colonial period—just as it had done
in the slave trade period. Glasgow also had a keen interest in the colonial
trade, and so did the merchants and big business interests of London. By
1929, London replaced Liverpool as the chief port dealing with African
import and export.

As indicated, the UAC was the British company which was best known
among the commercial concerns. It was a subsidiary of the giant Anglo-
Dutch monopoly, Unilever; and its agencies were found in all the British
colonies of West Africa and on a smaller scale in East Africa. Unilever also
controlled the Compagnie du Niger Francais, the Compagnie Francaise de
la Céte d’Ivoire, SCKN in Chad, NOSOCQ in Senegal, NSCA in Portu-
guese Guinea, and John Walken & Co. Ltd. in Dahomey. Certain other
British and French firms were not found in every colony, but they did
well in the particular area in which they were entrenched. For example,
there was John Holt in Nigeria.

In East Africa, the import-export business tended to have smaller firms
than in West Africa, but even so there were five or six which were much
larger than the rest and appropriated the largest amounts. One of the
oldest was Smith Mackenzie, which was an offshoot of the Scottish com-
pany of Mackinnon and Mackenzie which had spearheaded British colon-
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ization in East Africa and which also had interests in India. Other notable
commercial firms were those of A. Baumann, Wigglesworth -and Company,
Dalgetty, Leslic & Anderson, Ralli Bros., Michael Cotts, Jos. Hansen, the
African Mercantile and Twentsche Overseas Trading Co. Some of them
amalgamated before colonial rule was over, and they all had several
other subsidiaries, as well as themselves being related to bigger companies
in the metropoles. The UAC also had a slice of the East African import
trade, having brought up the firm of Gailey and Roberts which was
started by white settlers in 1904.

The pattern of appropriation of surplus i Fast Africa was easy to
follow, in that there was centralization of the extractive mechanisms in
Nairobi and the port of Mombasa. All the big firms operated from Nairobi,
with important offices in Mombasa to deal with warehousing, shipping,
insuring. Uganda and Tanganyika were then brought into the picture via
their capital cities of Kampala and Dar es Salaam, where the big firms had
branches. Up to the start of the last war, the volume of trade from FEast
Africa was fairly small, but it jumped rapidly after that. For instance, the
value of Kenya imports rose from 4 million pounds in 1938 to 34 million
in 1950 and to 70 million in 1960. The value of exports was of course

- 1ising at the same time, and the commercial firms were among the principal

beneficiaries of the growth in foreign trade.

Trading companies made huge fortunes on relatively small investments
in those parts of Africa where peasant cash-crop farming was widespread.
The companies did not have to spend a penny to grow the agricultural
raw materials. The African peasant went in for cash-crop farming for
many reasons. A minority eagerly took up the opportunity to continue to
acquire European goods, which they had become accustomed to during
the pre-colonial period. Many others in every section of the continent took
to earning cash because they had to pay various taxes in money or because
they were forced to work. Good examples of Africans literafly being forced
to grow cash crops by gun and whip were to be found in Tangamnyika
under German rule, in Portuguese colomies, and in French Equatorial:
Africa and the French Sudan in the 1930s.* In any event, there were Very
few cases where the peasant was wholly dependent on the cash for his
actual sustenance. The trading companies took full advantage of that fact.
Knowing that an African peasant and his family would keep alive by their
own food shambas, the companies had no obligation to pay prices sufficient

* These facts came most dramatically to the attention of the outside world when
Africans resorted to violence. For example, forced cultivation of cotton was a major
grievance behind the outbreak of Maji Maji wars in Tanganyika and bekind the
nationalist revolt in Angola as late as 1960.
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for the maintenance of a peasant and his family. In a way, the companies
were simply receiving tribute from a comquered people, without even the
necessity to frouble themselves as to how the tributary goods were pro-
duced.

Trading companies also had their own means of transport inside Africa,
such as motor vessels and trucks. But, usually they transferred the burden
of transport costs on to the peasant via the Lebanese or Indian middle-
men. Those capitalist companies held the African farmer in a double
squeeze, by controlling the price paid for the crop and by controlling the
price of imported goods such as tools, clothing, and bicycles to which
peasants aspired. For example, prices of palm products were severely
reduced by the UAC and other trading companies in Nigeria in 1929,
while the cost of living was rising owing to increased charges for imported
goods. In 1924, the price for palm oil had been 14 shillings per mmﬁ.on.
Thig fell to 7 in 1928 and to slightly over one shilling in the following
year. Although the trading companies received less for every ton of palm
oil during the depression years, their profit margin increased——showing
how brazenly surplus was being pounded out of the peasant. In the midst
of the depression the UAC was showing a handsome profit. The profits
in 1934 were 6,302,875 pounds and a dividend of 15 per cent was paid on
ordinary shares.

In every part of colonial Africa, the depression years followed the same
pattern. In Sukumaland (Tanganyika) the price of cotton dropped in 1930
from SO cents to 10 cents per pound. The French colonies were hit a
little later, because the depression did not make its impact on the French
monetary zone until after 1931. Then, prices of Senegalese groundmuts
were cut by more than half. Coffee and cocoa dropped even further, since
they were relative luxuries to the European buyer. Again, it can be noted
that French firms such as CFAQ and SCOA faced lower prices when they
sold the raw materials in Europe, but they never absorbed any losses.
Instead, African peasants and workers bore the pressure, even if it meant
forced labor. African peasants in French territories were forced to join
so-called cooperative societies which made them grow certain crops like
cotton and made them accept whatever price was offered.

Hardly had the depression ended when Europe was at war. The Western
powers dragged in the African people to fight for freedom! The trading
firms stepped up the rate of plunder in the name of God and country. On
the Gold Coast, they paid 10 pounds per ton for cocoa beans as compared
to 50 pounds before the war. At the same time, the price of imported
goods doubled or trebled. Many necessities passed beyond the reach of
the ordinary man. On the Gold Coast, a piece of cotton print which had
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sold before the war for 1232 shillings was 90 shillings in 1945. In Nigeria,
a yard of khaki which was 3 shillings in prewar days went up to 16; a
bundle of iron sheets formerly costing 30 went up to 100.

Urban workers were hardest hit by rising prices, since they had to
purchase everyday necessities with money, and part of their food was
imported. Worker dissatisfaction highlighted this exploitative postwar
situation. There were several strikes, and in the Gold Coast, the boycott
of imported goods in 1948 is famous as the prelude to self-government
under Nkrumah. However, peasants were also restless under low prices
and expensive imports. In Uganda, the cotton-growing peasants could
stand things no longer by 1947. They could not get their hands on the
big British import-export firms, but they could at least deal with the
Indian and African middlemen. So they marched against the Indian-owned
cotton gins and demonstrated outside the palace of the Kabaka—the
hereditary ruler who often functioned as a British agent in Uganda.

To insure that at all times the profit margin was kept as high as pos-
sible, the trading firms found it convenient to form “pools.” The pools
fixed the price to be paid to the African cultivator, and kept the price
down to the minimum. In addition, the trading companies spread into
several other aspects of the economic life of the colonies, in such a way
as to introduce several straws for the sucking out of surplus. In Morocco,
to give one example, the Compagnie Générale du Maroc owned large
estates, livestock farms, timber workings, mines, fisheries, railways, ports,
and power stations. The giants like CFAO and UAC also had their fingers
in everything. CFAQ’s interests ranged from groundnut plantations to
shares in the Fabre & Frassinet shipping line. The people of Ghana and

- Nigeria met the UAC everywhere they turned. It controlled wholesale and

retail trade, owned butter factories, sawmills, soap factories, singlet fac-
tories, cold storage plants, engineering and motor repair shops, tugs,
coastal boats. Some of those businesses directly exploited African wage
labor, while in one way or another all operations skimmed the cream
produced by peasant efforts in the cash-crop sector. -

Sometimes, the firms which purchased agricultural products in Africa
were the same concerns which manufactured goods based on those agri-
cultural raw materials. For instance, Cadbury and Fry, the two foremost
English manufacturers of cocoa and chocolate, were buyers on the West
African coast, while in East Africa the tea manufacturing concern of
Brooke Bond both grew and exported tea. Many of the Marseilles,
Bordeaux, and Liverpool trading companies were also engaged in manu-
facturing items such as soap and margarine in their home territories. This
applied fully to the UAC, while the powerful Lesieur group processing
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oils and fats in-France had commercial buyers in Africa. However, it is
possible to separate the trading operations from the industrial ones. The
latter represented the final stage in the long process of exploiting the
labor of African peasants—in some ways the most damaging stage.

Peasants worked for large numbers of hours to produce a given cash
crop, and the price of the product was the price of those long hours of
labor. Since primary produce from Africa has always received low prices,
it follows that the buyer and user of the raw material was engaging in
massive exploitation of the peasants.

The above generalization can be illustrated with reference to cotton,
which is one of the most widely encountered cash crops in Africa. The
Ugandan farmer grew cotton which ultimately made its way into an English
factory in Lancashire or a British-owned factory in India. The Lancashire
factory owner paid his workers as little as possible, but his exploitation of
their labor was limited by several factors. His exploitation of the labor of
the Ugandan peasant was unlimited because of his power in the colonial
state, which insured that Ugandans worked long hours for very little.
Besides, the price of the finished cotton shirt was so high that when re-
imported into Uganda, cotton in the form of a shirt was beyond the
purchasing power of the peasant who grew the cotton.

The differences between the prices of African exports of raw materials
and their importation of manufactured goods constituted a form of un-
equal exchange. Throughout the colomial period, this inequality in ex-
change got worse. Economists refer to the process as one of deteriorating
terms of trade. In 1939, with the same quality of primary goods colonies
could buy only 60 per cent of manufactured goods which they bought in
the decade 1870-8C before colonial rule. By 1960, the amount of Euro-
pean manufactured goods purchasable by the same quantity of African
raw materials had fallen still further. There was no objective economic
law which determined that primary produce should be worth so little.
Indeed, the developed countries sold certain raw materials like timber
and wheat at much higher prices than a colony could command. The
explanation is that the unequal exchange was forced upon Africa by the
political and military supremacy of the colonizers, just as in the sphere of
international relations unequal treaties were forced upon small states in
the dependencies, like those in Latin America.

The unequal nature of the trade between the metropole and the colonies
was emphasised by the concept of the “protected market,” which meant
even an inefficient metropolitan producer could find a guaranteed market
in the colony where his class had political control. Furthermore, as in the
preceding era of pre-colonial trade, European manufacturers built up use-
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ful sidelines of goods which would have been substandard in their own
markets, especially in textiles. The European farmer -also gained in the
same way by selling cheap butter, while the Scandinavian fisherman came
into his own through the export of salted cod. Africa was not a large
market for European products, compared to other continents, but both
buying-prices and selling-prices were set by European capitalists. That
certainly allowed their manufacturers and traders more easy access to the
surplus of wealth produced in Africa than they would have had if Africans
were in a position to raise the price of their own exports.
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The Colonial Administration as Economic Exploiter

In addition to private companies, the colonial state also engaged directly
in the economic exploitation and impoverishment of Africa. The equivalent
of the colonial office in each colonizing country worked hand in hand with
their governors in Africa to carry out a number of functions, the principal
ones being as follows:

(1) To protect national interests against ooHEuomaon from other

capitalists.

(2) To arbitrate the conflicts between their own capitalists.

(3) To guarantee optimum conditions under which private companies

could exploit Africans.
The last-mentioned objective was the most crucial. That is why colonial
governments were repeatedly speaking about “the maintenance of law and
order,” by which they meant the maintenance of conditions most favorable
to the expansion of capitalism and the plunder of Africa. This led the
colonial governments to impose taxes.

One of the main purposes of the colonial taxation system was to provide
requisite funds for administering the colony as a field of exploitation.
European colonizers insured that Africans paid for the upkeep of the
governors and police who oppressed them and served as watchdogs for
private capitalists. Indeed, taxes and customs duties were levied in the
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nineteenth century with the aim of allowing the colonial powers to recover
the costs of the armed forces which they dispatched to conquer Africa.
In effect, therefore, the colonial governments never put a penny into the
colonies. All expenses were met by exploiting the labor and natural re-
sources of the continent; and for all practical purposes the expense of
mainiaining the colonial government machinery was a form of alienation
of the products of African labor. The French colonies were especially
victimized in this respect. Particularly since 1921, the local revenue raised
from taxation had to meet all expenses as well as build up a reserve.

Having set up the police, army, civil service, and judiciary on African
soil, the ooHoEqu.w powers were then in a position to intervene much more
directly in the economic life of the people than had been the case pre-
viously. One major problem in Africa from a capitalist viewpoint was how
to induce Africans to become laborers or cash-crop farmers. In some
areas, such as West Africa, Africans had become so attached to European
manufactures during the early period of trade that, on their own initiative,
they were prepared to go to great lengths to participate in the colonial
money economy. But that was not the universal response. In many in-
stances, Africans did not consider the monetary incentives great enough to
justify changing their way of life so as to become laborers or cash-crop
farmers. In such cases, the colonial state intervened to use law, taxation,
and outright force to make Africans pursue a line favorable to capitalist
profits.

When colonial governments seized African lands, they achieved two
things simultaneously. They satisfied their own citizens {who wanted min-
ing concessions or farming land) and they created the conditions whereby
landless Africans had to work not just to pay taxes but also to survive. In
settler arcas such as Kenya and Rhodesia the colonial government also
prevented Africans from growing cash crops so that their labor would be
available directly for the whites, One of the Kenya white settlers, Colonel
Grogan, put it bluntly when he said of the Kikuyu: “We have stolen his
land. Now we must steal his limbs. Compulsory labor is the corollary of
our occupation of the country.”

In those parts of the continent where land was still in African hands,
colonial governments forced Africans to produce cash crops no matter how
low the prices were. The favorite technique was taxation. Money taxes
were introduced on numerous items—cattle, land, houses, and the people
themselves. Money te pay taxes was got by growing cash crops or working
on Buropean farms or in their mines. An interesting example of what
colonialism was all about was provided in French Equatorial! Africa, where
French officials banned the Mandja people (now in Congo Brazzaville)



166 HOW EUROPE UNDERDEVELOPED AFRICA

from hunting, sc- that they would engage solely in cotton culfivation. The
French enforced the ban although there was little livestock in the area
and hunting was the main source of meat in the people’s diet.

Finally, when all else failed, colonfal powers resorted widely to the
physical coercion of labor—backed up of course by legal sanctions, since
anything which the colonial govermment chose to do was “legal.” The
laws and by-laws by which peasants in British East Africa were required
to maintain minimum acreages of cash crops like cotton and groundnuts
were in effect forms of coercion by the colonial state, although they are
not normally considered under the heading of “forced labor.”

The simplest form of forced labor was that which colonial governments
exacted to carry out “public works.” Labor for a given number of days
per year had to be given free for these “public works”—building castles
for governors, prisons for Africans, barracks for troops, and bungalows for
colonial officials. A great deal of this forced labor went into the construc-
tion of roads, railways, and ports to provide the infrastructure for private
capitalist investment and to facilitate the export of cash crops. Taking
only one example from the British colony of Sierra Leone, one finds that
the railway which started at the end of the nineteenth century required
forced labor from thousands of peasants driven from the villages. The
hard work and appalling conditions led to the death of a large number of

those engaged in work on the railway. In the British territories, this kind-

of forced labor (including juvenile labor) was widespread enough to call
forth in 1923 a “Native Authority Ordinance” restricting the use of com-
pulsory labor for porterage, railway and road building. More often than
not, means were found of circumventing this legislation. An international
Forced Labor Convention was signed by all colonial powers in 1930, but
again it was flouted in practice.

The French government had a cunning way of getting free Hm_uoﬂ by
first demanding that African males should enlist as French soldiers and
then using them as unpaid laborers. This and other forced labor legislation
known as “prestation” was extensively applied in vast areas of French
Sudan and French Equatorial Africa. Because cash crops were not well

established in those areas, the main method of extracting surplus was by

taking the population and making it work in plantation or cash-crop re-
gions nearer the coast. Present-day Upper Volta, Chad, and Congo Braz-
zaville were huge suppliers of forced labor under colonialism. The French
got Africans to start building the Brazzaville to Pointe-Neire railway in
1921, and it was not completed until 1933. Every vear of its construction,
some ten thousand people were driven to the site—sometimes from more
than a thousand kilometers away. At least 25 per cent of the labor force
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died annually from starvation and disease, the worst wmnoa being from
1922 to 1929.

Quite apart from the fact that the “public works” were oH direct value
to the capitalists, the colonial government also aided private capitalists by
providing them with labor recrnited by force. This was particularly true
in the early years of colonialism, but continued in varying degrees up to
the Second World War, and even to the end of colonialism in some places.
In British territories, the practice was revived during the economic depres-
sion of 1929-33 and during the subsequent war. In Kenya and Tangan-
yika, forced labor was reintroduced to keep settler plantations functioning
during the war. In Nigeria, it was the tin companies which benefited from
the forced-labor legislation, allowing them to get away with paying workers
5 pence per day plus rations. For most of the colonial period, the French
government performed the same kind of service for the big timber com-
panies who had great concessions of territory in Gabon and Ivory Coast.

The Portuguese and Belgian colonial regimes were the most brazen in
directly rounding up Africans to go and work for private capitalists under
conditions equivalent to slavery. In Congo, brutal and extensive forced
labor started under King Leopold 11 in the last century. So many Congolese
were killed and maimed by Leopold’s officials and police that this earned
European disapproval even in the midst of the general pattern of colonial
outrages. When Leopold handed over the “Congo Free State” to the
Belgian government in 1908, he had already made a huge fortune; and
the Belgian mo<mmbuuouﬂ hardly relaxed the intensity of exploitation in
Congo.

The Portuguese have the worst record of engaging in slavery-like prac-
tices, and they too have been repeatedly condemned by international public
opinion. One peculiar characteristic of Portuguese colonialism was the
provision of forced labor not only for its own citizens but also for capital-
ists outside the boundaries of Portuguese colonies. Angolans and Mozam-
bicans were exported to the South African mines to work for subsistence,
while the capitalists in South Africa paid the Portuguese government a
certain sum for each laborer supplied. (The export of Africans to South
Africa is still continuing.)

In the above example, the Portuguese colonialists were cooperating with
capitalists of other nationalities to maximize the exploitation of African
labor. Throughout the colonial period, there were instances of such co-
operation, as well as competition between metropolitan powers. Generally
speaking, a European power was expected to intervene when the profits
of its national bourgeoisie were threatened by the activities of other na-
tions. After all, the whole purpose of establishing colonial governments in
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Africa was to provide protection to pational monopoly economic interests.
Thus, the Belgian government legislated to insure that freight to and from
the Congo would be mainly carried by Belgian shipping lines; and’ the
French government placed high taxes on groundnuts brought into France
by foreign ships, which was another way of insuring that groundnuts from
French Africa would be exported in French ships. In a sense, this meant
that Africans were losing their surplus through one straw rather than
another. But it also meant that the sum total of exploitation was aiso
greater, because if competition among Europeans were allowed, it would
have brought down the cost of services and raised the price paid for
agricultural products.

Africans suffered most from exclusive trade with the “mother country”
in cases where the “mother country” was backward. African peasants in

Portuguese colonies got lower prices for their crops and paid more for

imported ifems. Yet, Britain, the biggest of the colonialists in Africa, was
also faced with competition from the more vigorous capitalists of Ger-
many, the U.S.A., and Japan. British merchants and industrialists lobbied
their government to erect barriers against competition. For ecxample,
Japanese cloth exports to British East Africa rose from 25 million yards
in 1927 to 63 million yards in 1933; and this led Walter Runciman, presi-
dent of the British Board of Trade, to get Parliament to impose heavy
tariffs on Japanese goods entering British colonies in Africa. This meant
that Africans had to pay higher prices for a staple import, since British
cloth was more expensive. From the viewpoint of the African peasant, that
mBocEma 8 H.E.EE., alienatio he truits of his labar.
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reached 60 million Hum.,.&.mw while in 195% the British government was
holding 210 million derivet{gom s sale of cocoa and minerals from

the total gold and reserves of Britain and thé&Commonwealth, which
then stood at 2,120 million. Men like Arthur Creech-Jones and Oliver

The British government was surpassed by its Belgian counterpart in
exacting tribute from its colonies, especially during and after the last war.
After Belgium was overrun by the Germans, a government-in-exile was
set up in London. The Colonial Secretary of that exiled regime, Mr.
Godding, admitted: _ ;

During the war, the Congo was able to finance zll the expenditure of the
Belgian government in London, including the diplomatic service as well
as the cost of our armed forces in Burope and Africa, a total of some 40
million pounds. In fact, thanks to the resources of the Congo, the Belgian
government in London had not to borrow a shilling or a dollar, and the
Belgian gold reserve could be left intact.

Since the war, surplus of earnings by the Congo in currencies other than .

the Belgian franc have all accrued to the National Bank of Belgium. There-
fore, quite apart from all that the private capitalists looted from Congo, the
Belgian government was also a direct beneficiary to the tune of millions of
francs per annum.

To discuss French colonialism in this context would be largely to repeat
remarks made with reference to the British and Belgians., Guinea was
supposedly a “poor” colony, but in 1952 it earned France one billion
{old) francs, or about 5.6 million dollars in foreign exchange, based on the
sale of bauxite, coffee, and bananas. French financial techniques were
slightly different from those of other colonial powers. France tended to
use the commercial banks more, rather than set up separate currency
boards. France also squeezed more out of Africans by imposing levies for
military purposes. The French government dressed Africans in French
army uniforms and used them to fight other Africans, to fight other
colonized peoples like the Vietnamese, and to fight in European wars. The
colonial budgets had to bear the cost of sending these African “French”
soldiers to die, but if they returned alive they had to be paid pensions ou
of African funds. :

To sum up briefly, colonialism meant a great intensification of exploita-
tion within Africa—to a level much higher than that previously in existence

y-making, admitted that in
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under communalism or feudal-type African societies. Simultaneously, it
meant the export of that surplus in massive proportions, for that was the
central purpose of colonialism.

The Strengthening of the Technological and Military Aspects of Capitalism

A Preliminary Examination of the Non-monetary Benefits of Colonialism
to Europe

There are still some bourgeois propagandists who assert that colonialism
Wwas not a paying concern for Europeans, just as there are those who say
that the slave trade was not profitable to Europeans. It is not worthwhile
to engage in a direct refutation of such a viewpoint, since it consumes time
which could otherwise be more usefully employed. The foregoing section
was a statement on the level of actual monetary profits made by colonialist
powers out of Africa. But, Africa’s contribution to European capitalism
was far greater than mere monetary returns. The colonial system permitted
the rapid development of technology and skills within the metropolitan
sectors of imperialism. It also allowed for the elaboration of the modem
organizational techniques of the capitalist firm and of imperialism as a
whole. Indeed, colonialism gave capitalism an added lease of life and pro-
longed its existence in Western Europe, which had been the cradle of
capitalism.

At the beginning of the colonial period, science and technology as

‘applied to production already had a firm base inside Europe—a situation

which was itself connected to overseas trade, as previously explained.
Europe then was entering the age of electricity, of advanced ferrous and
non-ferrous metallurgy, and of the proliferation of manufactured chemicals.
All of these were carried to great heights during the colonial period.
Electrical devices were raised to the quaiitatively new level of electronics,
incorporating miniaturization of equipment, fantastic progress in tele-
communications, and the creation of computers. Chemical industries were
producing a wide range of synthetic substitutes for raw materials, and a
whole new branch of petrochemicals had come into existence. The com-
bination of metals by metallurgical innovations meant that products could

"be offered to meet far-reaching demands of heat resistance, lightness,

tensile strength. At'the end of colonialism (say 1960), Europe was on the
verge of another epoch~—that of nuclear power.

It is common knowledge that the gap between the output of the metro-
poles and that of the colonies increased by at least fifteen to twenty times
during the epoch of colonialism. More than anything else, it was the ad-
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vance of scientific technique in the metropoles which was the cause of ﬁ.ﬁo
great gulf between African and Western European levels of productivity
by the end of the colonial period. Therefore, it is essential to understand
the role of colonialism itself in bringing about the scientific progress in the
metropoles, and its application to industry. ..

It would be extremely simple-minded to say that colonialism in Africa
or anywhere else caused Europe to develop its science and ﬁnownowomw.
The tendency towards techmological innovation and renovation was in-
herent in capitalism itself, because of the difve for profits. However, it
would be entirely accurate to say that the colonization of Africa and oQ.HQ,.
parts of the world formed an indispensable link in a chain of events which
made possible the technological transformation of the base of European
capitalism. Without that link, European capitalisra would not have been
producing goods and services at the level attained in 1960, In other éo.a.mu
our very yardsticks for measuring developed and underdeveloped nations
would have been different.

Profits from African colonialism mingled with profits from every other
source to finance scientific research. This was true in the general sense that
the affiuence of capitalist society in the present century allowed more
money and leisure for research. It is also true because the development of
capitalism in the imperialist epoch continued the division of labor inside
the capitalist metropoles to the point where scientific research was a
branch of the division of labor, and indeed one of its most important
branches. European society moved away from scientific research as an
ad hoc, personal, and even whimsical affair to a situation g&m.ﬂw research
was given priority by governments, armies, and private \om@wm&mﬁ.. It was
funded and guided. Careful scrutiny reveals that the source of funding mEa._
the direction in which research was guided were heavily influenced by the
colonial situation. Firstly, it should be recalled that profits made by Europe
from Africa represented investible surpluses. The profit was not merely an
end in itself. Thus, the East and West African Currency Boards invested
in the British government stock, while the commercial banks and .Emcmmbnm
companies invested in government bonds, mortgages, and industrial shares.
These investment funds acquired from the colonies spread to many sectors
in the metropoles and benefited industries that had nothing to do with
processing of colonial products. o

However, it is easier to trace the impact of colomial exploitation on
industries directly connected with colonial imports, Such industries had .8
improvise that kind of machinery which most effectively utilized colonial
raw materials. That led for example to machinery for crushing palm
kernels and to a process for utilizing the less delicately flavored coffee by
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turning it into a soluble powder, namely “instant coffee.” Merchants and
industrialists also considered ways in which colonial raw materials could
be modified to meet specifications of European factories in quality and
quantity. An example of this type would be the care taken by the Dutch in
Java and by the Americans in Liberia to breed and graft new varieties of
rubber plants yielding more and being more resistant to disease. Ultimately,
the search for better-quality raw materials merged with the search for
sources of raw material which would make European capitalism less de-
pendent on colonial areas—and that led to synthetics.

In the sphere of shipping, it can readily be appreciated that certain
technological modifications and innovations would be connected with the
fact that such a high proportion of shipping was used to tie together
colonies and metropoles. Ships had to be refrigerated to carry perishable
goods; they had to make special holds for bulky or liquid cargoes such as
palm. oil; and the transport of petroleum from the Middle Bast, North
Africa, and other parts of the world led to oil tankers as a special class of
ships. The design of ships and the nature of their cargoes in turn affected
the kind of port installations in the metropoles.

Where connections were remote or even apparently non-existent, it can
still be claimed that colonialism was a factor in the European technological
revolution. As science blossomed in the present century, its interconnec-
tions became numerous and complex. It is impossible to trace the origin
of every idea and every invention, but it is well understood by serious
historians of science that the growth of the body of scientific knowledge
and its application to everyday life is dependent upon a large number of
forces operating within the society as a whole, and not just upon the ideas
within given branches of science. With the rise of imperialism, one of the
most potent forces within metropolitan capitalist societies was precisely
that emanating from colonial or semi-colonial areas.

The above considerations apply fully to any discussion of the military
aspects of imperialism, the protection of empire being one of the crucial
stimulants added to the science of armaments in a society that was already
militaristically inclined ever since the feudal era. The new colonial dimen-
sion to European military preoccupation was particularly noticeable in the
sharp naval rivalry among Britain, Germany, France, and J apan before
and during the First World War. That rivalry over colonies and for spheres
of capitalist investment produced new types of armed naval vessels, such as
destroyers and submarines. By the end of the Second World War, military
research had become the most highly orgamized branch of scientific re-
search, and one that was subsidized by the capitalist states from the profits
of international exploitation. IN
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- & ing the inter-war years, Africa’s foremost contributigff to the .965-
tion o wrganizational techniques in Europe was to th Hmﬁm\&mﬁbm of
HIODOPO capital. Before the war of 1914, the Egh-Africanists waw
Mohamme®yAli and W. E. B. Du Bois recognized#hat monocpoly capital
was the leadlgg element in imperialist expansiongthe most thorcugh wn&
the best-knowR, analysis of this phenomenon gas made by the Russian
revolutionary leRder, Lenin. Lenin was virtugly prophetic, because as the
colonial age advafced it became more and®more cbvious that @.Bm@ who
stood to benefit m&gt were the monopolf concerns, and especially those
involved in finance,

Africa (plus Asia an
the strategies by which

is monopoly practice spread rapidly to the
a high pitch in West Africa in the early
nercial side, 1t was in West Africa that
both the French and thegBnglish &grived considerable experience .E pool-
ing and market-sharing, apart frot, the fact that mﬁo ‘companies were
steadily being gobblegrup by bigger oRes from the beginning to the end of
colonialism.

It was in Southfirn Africa that there &
structures of ig#erlocking directorates, hold
porations whigh were multinational both in ﬁ . . )
through thegfact that their economic activitielywere dispersed in many
lands. Ind#idual entrepreneurs like Oppenheim®8 made huge moﬂEs.@m
from thegbouthern African soil, but Southern Africh was never really in
the eraghf individual and family businesses, characte ic of Europe m.na
j wEu to the early part of this century. The big .sm. companies
impersonal professional things. They were organizs in terms of
pegfonnel, production, marketing, advertising, and Eo%. Sald under-
gk long-term commitments. At all times, inner @.Hogcncﬁ forces gave
dapitalism its drive towards expansion and aog.m;mnow.r It was the system
which expanded. But in addition, one can see in Africa and in moﬁ.ﬁoﬁu
Africa in particular the rise of a capitalist superstructure manned by E.ET
viduals capable of consciously planning the oﬁ&o;mﬁoa of resources right
into the next century, and aiming at racist domination of the black people

“Conference Lines” in 1875.
South African trade and re

ged the most carefully planned
companies, and giant cor-
I capital subscriptions and

of Afe - be gl Ho

m/w_m_....mﬁo.@ the mﬁomﬁr oaDEQu..mEowo was in strategic command o
world trade and of the legal and organizational aspects of Ew Ekon.Hadﬁ
of goods between continents. Europe’s power increased with imperialism,
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because imperialism meant mmvestments, and investments (with or without
colonial rule) gave European capitalists' control over production within
each continent. The amount of benefits to capitalism increased accordingly,
since Europe could determine the quantity and quality of different raw
material inputs which would need to be brought together in the interests
of capitalism as a whole, and of the bourgeois class in particular. For
instance, sugar production in the West Indies was joined in the colonial
period by cocoa production within Africa, so that both merged into the
chocolate industry of Europe and North America. In the metallurgical
field, iron ore from Sweden, Brazil, or Sierra Leone could be turned into
different types of steel with the addition of manganese from the Gold
Coast or chrome from Southern Rhodesia. Such examples could be multi-
plied almost indefinitely to cover the whole range of capitalist production
in the colonial period.

As John Stuart Mill said, the trade between England and the West
Indies in the eighteenth century was like the trade between town and coun-
try. In the present century, the links are even closer and it is more marked
that the town (Europe) is living off the countryside (Africa, Asia, and
Latin America). When it said that colonies should exist for the metropoles
by producing raw materials and buying manufactured goods, the under-
lying theory was to introduce an international division of labor covering
working people everywhere. That is to say, up to that point each society
had allocated to its own members particular functions in production—
some hunted, some made clothes, some built houses. But with colonial-
ism, the capitalists determined what types of labor the workers should
carry on in the world at large. Africans were to dig minerals out of the
subsoil, grow agricultural “crops, collect natural products, and perform a
number of other odds and ends such as bicycle repairing. Inside Europe,
North America, and J apan, workers would refine the minerals and the raw
materials and miake the bicycles.

The international division of labor brought about by imperialism and ‘
colonialism insured that there would be the maximum increase in the level
of skills in the capitalist nations. Tt took mainly physical strength to dig
the minerals from and to farm the African soil, but the extraction of the
metals from the ores.and the subsequent manufacture of finished goods in
Europe promoted more and mere technology and skills there as time went
on. Take the iron and steel industry as an example. Modern stee]l manu-
facture derives from the Siemens open-hearth system and the Bessemer
process, which were both already in existence in the second half of the last
century. They both underwent major modifications, transforming steel
manufacture from intermittent operations to something requiring huge
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continuous electrical furnaces. In more recent years, skilled workmen have
been replaced by automation and computerization, but altogether the gains
in technology and skills were immense, as compared with the years before
imperialism got under way. ‘

Iron ore was not one of Africa’s major exports in the colonial days and
it may therefore appear to be an irrelevant example. However, iron was
very significant in the economy of Sierra Leone, Liberia, and North Africa.
1t can be used to illustrate the trend by which the international division of
labor allowed technology and skills to grow in the metropoles. Further-
more, it must be recalled that Africa was an important source of the
minerals that went into making steel alloys, notably manganese and
chrome. Manganese was essential in the Bessemer process. It was mined in
several places in Africa, with the Nouta mine on the Gold Coast having the
largest single manganese deposit in the world. American companies owned
the Gold Coast and North African mines and used the product in the steel
industry of the U.S.A. Chrome from South Africa and Southern Rhodesia

also played a similar role in steel metallurgy, being essential for the manu-

facture of stainless steel.

Columbite was another of the African minerals valuable for the creation
of steel alloys. Being highly heat-resistant, one of its principal uses was in
making steel for jet engines. First of all, it was the rapid development of
European industry and technology which caused columbite to assume
value. It had been a discarded by-product of tin mining in Nigeria up to
1952. Then, once it was utilized, it gave further stimulus to European
technology in the very sophisticated sphere of airplane engines.

Obviously, according to the international division of labor prevailing
under colonialism, it was the American, Canadian, British, and French
workers who had access to the skills involved in working with columbite,
rather than the Nigerian worker who dug the ore out of the ground. For
certain reasons, columbite fell off sharply in demand after a few years,
but during that time it had contributed towards making the European
metallurgist even more proficient and experienced. In that way, it was
helping to promote self-sustained growth and to produce the gap which is
evident in any comparison of the developed and underdeveloped countries.

Copper, too, fell neatly into the category under discussion. Unskilled
production by Africans was required to get the ore for export, followed
by refinement in a Furopean capitalist plant. Copper was Africa’s chief
mineral export. Being an excellent conductor of electricity, it became an
indispensable part of the capitalist electrical industry. It is an essential
component of generators, motors, electric locomotives, telephones, tele-
graphs, light and power lines, motor cars, buildings, ammunition, radios,
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refrigerators, and a host of other things. A technological era tends to be
defined by the principal source of power. Today, we speak of a Nuclear
Age, since the potential of nuclear power is shown to be immense. The
Industrial - Revolution in Europe during-the eighteenth and nineteeth
centuries was the Age of Steam. In a parallel manner, the colonial epoch
was the Age of Electricity. Therefore, the vital copper exports from Congo,
Northern Rhodesia, and other parts of Africa were contributing to the
leading sector of European technology. From that strategic position, its
multiplier effects were innumerable and were of incalculable benefit to
capitalist development. ‘

In the context of a discussion of raw materials, special reference must
again be made to the military. African minerals played a decisive role both
with regard to conventional weapons and with regard to the breakthrough
to atomic and nuclear weapons. It was from the Belgian Congo during the
Second World War that the U.S.A. began getting the uranium that was a
prerequisite to the making of the first atomic bomb. In any case, by the
end of the colonial period, industry and the war machine in the colonizing
nations had become so interwined and inseparable that any contribution to
one was a contribution to the other. Therefore, Africa’s massive contribu-
tion to what initially appears as peaceful pursuits such as the making of
copper wire and steel alloys ultimately took the shape of explosive devices,
aircraft carriers, and so on.

It was only after European firearms reached a certain stage of effective-
ness in the nineteenth century that it became possible for whites to colonize
and dominate the whole' world. Similarly, the invention of a massive array
of new instruments of destruction in the metropoles was both a psycho-
logical and a practical disincentive to colonized peoples seeking to regain
power and independence. It will readily be recalled that a basic prop to
colonialism in Africa and elsewhere was the “gunboat policy,” which was
resorted to every time that the local police and armed forces seemed
incapable of maintaining the metropolitan law and the colonial order of
affairs. From the viewpoint of the colonized, the strengthening of the
military apparatus of the European powers through colonial exploitation
was doubly detrimental. Not only did it increase the overall technological
gap between metropole and colony, but it immeasurably widened the gap
in the most sensitive area, which had to do with concepts such as power
and independence.

The international division of labor of the colonial period also imsured
that there would be growth of employment opportunities in Europe, apart
from the millions of white settlers and expatriates who earned a livelihood
in and from Africa. Agricultural raw materials were processed in such a
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way as to form: by-products, constituting industries in their own right. The
number of jobs created in Europe and North America by the import of
mineral ores from Africa, Asia, and Latin America can be seen from the
massive employment roll of institutions such as steel works, automobile
factories, alumina and aluminum plants, copper wire firms. Furthermore,
those in turn stimulated the building industry, the transport industry, the
munitions industry, and so on. The mining that went on in Africa left
holes in the ground, and the pattern of agricultural production left African
soils impoverished; but, in Europe, agricultural and mineral imports built
a massive industrial complex.

In the earliest phases of human organization, production was scattered
and atomized. That is to say, families preserved a separate identity while
working for their upkeep. Over time, production became more social and
interrelated in character. The making of a pair of shoes in a mature feudal

trading economy involved the cattle rearer, a tanner of the leather, and a

shoemaker-—instead of one peasant killing an animal and making himself
a pair of shoes, as under self-sufficient communalism. The extent to which
a society achieves this social interdependence in making commodities is an
index of its development, through specialization and coordination.
Undoubtedly, European capitalism achieved more and more a social

character in its production. It integrated the whole world; and with colonial .

experience as an important stimulus, it integrated very closely every
aspect of its own economy—irom agriculture to banking. But distribution
was not social in character. The fruits of human labor went to a given
minority class, which was of the white race and resident in Europe and
North America. This is the crux of the dialectical process of development
and underdevelopment, as it evolved over the colonial period.

The Example of Unilever as a Major Beneficiary of African Exploitation

Just as it was necessary % follow African surplus through the channels of
exploitation such ‘as banksegad mining companies, so the non-monetary
contribution which Africa m%e to Furopean capitalism can also be
accurately traced by mozoSEm theWgreers of the said con ¥ We offer
below a brief outline of the relevank %4&0%505 of a
single firm——that of Unilever—in H&mﬂ its exploitation of African
resources and people. :

In 1885, while Africa gae®being carved up allge noumﬂ.@nnm table, one
William H. Lever gia o5} making soap on the Mers &a near Liverpool
in England. H# %alled his soap “Sunlight” and in %m wgmps where his
factory stood, the township of Port Sunlight grew up. Within%gn years, the

foap and margarine manufacture on the Europea
§ Dutch firms, Jurgens and Van der Bergh, and th% Austrian firms of
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mﬁ.b of H\ kver was selling 40,000 tons of soap per uaE.. in Englang ...._.oso

and was b ding an export business and factories in other parts Urope,
America, ayd the British colonies. Then came Lifebuoy, Luy im, and
within anoth§e ten years, Lever was selling 60,000 tons of sgflp in Britain,
and in additiog had factories producing and selling in Candda, the U.S.A.,

South Africa, Sitzerland, Germany, and Belgium. Howgter, soap-did not
grow in any offthose countries. The basic item in manufacture was
stearin, obtained§rom oils and fats. Apart from ani#fal tallow and whale
oil, the desirable Jaw materials all came from thedfropics: namely, palm
oil, palm-kernel oil, groundnut oil, and copra. West -Africa happened to
be the world’s great§palm produce zone and also a major grower of
groundnuts.

in the Unilever combi¥e, built the firg# palm-kernel crushing mill in
Liverpool firm of ofl merchants.
That was not simply coindidence, butgpart of the logic of imperialism and
the opening up of Africa material reservoir for Europe. As
early as 1902, Lever sent ‘own. “explorers” to Africa, and they
came to the decision that the £gfizo would be the most likely place to get
palm produce, because the Bgigian government was willing to offer huge
concessions of land with i perable palm trees. Lever obtained the
necessary concessions in G¥ngo Ynd brought in machinery to extract oil
from palm kernels. . .

But the main palm-ojfexperts ca

e from areas on the coast to the north

of the Congo. Therefgife, in 1910, Lédyer purchased W. B. Mclver, a small
Liverpool firm ie Njferia. That was f8llowed by acquisitions of two small
companies in Sie
Lever Bros.) g
breakthrough

-

ndeed, Lever (at that time called
in West Africa. The first major
Ew Niger Company in 1920

foothold:in every colo
curred when H\mﬁﬁ bough

big rival tgfiding concern, Smm daonmrﬁ into nership; “and the result of
the mergfr was called the United Africa Compayy (UAC). .
ng the 1914-18 war, Lever had begunYmaking margarine, which
requifed the same raw materials as soap; namel®, oils and fats. The sub-
mm...m.muﬁ years were ones in which such enterpri in Europe were con-
gntly getting bigger through takeovers and mergdyrs. The big names in
/ % continent were two

Schicht and Centra. The Dutch companies first achieve§] a dominant posi-
tion; and then in 1929 there was a grand merger bet #en their combine
and Lever’s, who in the meantime had been busy buying off virtually all
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aatered and miles ific rechniouest The reverse side of the coin

was presented in Africa: no industry meant no generatjon of skills. Even
in the mining industry, it was arranged that the most valuable labor should
be done outside Africa. It is sometimes forgotten that it is labor which
adds value to commodities through the transformation of natural products,
" For instance, although gem diamonds have a value far above their practical
usefulness, the value is not simply a question of their being rare. Work
had to be done to locate the diamonds. That is the skilled task of a geolo-
gist, and the geologists were of course Europeans. Work had to be done
to dig the diamonds out, which involves mainly physical labor. Only in
that phase were Africans from South Africa, Namibia, Angola, Tan-
ganyika, and Sierra Leone brought into the picture. Subsequently, work
had to be done in cutting and polishing the diamonds. A small portion of

this was performed by whites in South Africa, and most of it by whites in-

Brussels and London. It was on the desk of the skilled cutter that the
rough diamond became a gem and soared in value. No Africans were al-
lowed to come near that kind of technique in the colonial period.

Much of the dynamism of capitalism lay in the way that growth created
more opportunities for further growth. Major industries had by-products,
they stimulated local raw-material usage, they expanded transport and the
building industry—-as was seen in the case of Unilever. In the words of the
professional economists, those were the beneficial “backward and forward
linkages.” Given that the industries using African raw materials were
located ousside Africa, then there could be no bensficial backward and
forward linkages inside Africa. After the Second World War, Guinea began
to export bauxite. In the hands of French and American capitalists, the
bauxite became aluminum. In the metropoles, it went into the making of
refactory material, electrical conductors, cigarette foil, kitchen utensils,
glass, jewel bearings, abrasives, light-weight structures, aud aircraft.
Guinean bauxite stimulated European shipping and North American hydro-
electric power. In Guinea, the colonial bauxite mining left holes in the
ground.

With regard to gold, the financial implications in Europe were enormous,
and African gold played its part in the development of the monetary sys-
temm and of industry and agriculture in the metropoles. But, like bauxite
and other minerals, gold is an exhaustible resource. Once it is taken out of
a country’s soil, that is an absolute loss that cannot be replaced. That
simple fact is often obscured so long as production continues, as in South
Africa; but it is dramatically brought to attention when the minerals have
actually disappeared during the colonial epoch. For instance, in the south
of Tanganyika, the British mined gold as fast as they could from 1933
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onwards at a place called Chunya. By 1953, they had gobbled it all up and
exported it abroad. By the end of the colonial period, Chunya was one of
the most backward spots in the whole of Tanganyika, which was itself
known as the poor Cinderella of East Africa. I that was modernization,
and given the price paid in exploitation and oppression, then Emombm
would have been better off in the bush. :

Industrialization does not only mean factories. Agriculture itself has
been industrialized in capitalist and socialist countries by the intensive ap-
plication’ of scientific principles to irrigation, fertilizers, tools, crop selec-
tion, stock breeding. The most decisive failure of colonialism in Africa was
its failure to change the technology of agricultural production. The most
convincing evidence as to the superficiality of the talk about coleonialism
having “modernized” Africa is the fact that the vast majority of Africans
went into colonialism with a hoe and came out with a hoe. Some capitalist
plantations introduced agricultural machinery, and the odd tractor found
its way into the hands of African farmers; but the hoe remained the over-
whelmingly dominant agricultural implement. Capitalism could revolu-
tionize agriculture in Europe, but it could not do the same for Africa.

In some districts, capitalism brought about technological backwardness
in agriculture. On the-reserves of Southern Africa, far too many Africans
were crowded onto inadequate land, and were forced to engage in intensive
farming, using techniques that were suitable only to shifting cultivation. In
practice, that was -a form of technical retrogression, because the _mu.a
vielded less and less and became destroyed in the process. Wherever >WT
cans were hampered in their use of their ancestral lands on a wide-ranging
shifting basis, the same negative effect was to be found.. Besides, some of
the new cash crops like groundnuts and cotton were very demanding on
the soil. In countries like Senegal, Niger, and Chad, which were already on
the edge of the desert, the steady cultivation led to scil impoverishment and
encroachment of the desert. ‘

White racist notions are so deep-rooted within capitalist society that the
failure of African agriculture to advance was put down to the inherent in-

feriority of the African. It would be much truer to say that it was due to

the white intruders, although the basic explanation is to be found not in the
personal ill-will of the colonialists or in their racial origin, but rather in
the organized viciousness of the capitalist/colonialist system. :
Failure to improve agricultural tools and methods on behalf of African
peasants was not a matter of a bad decision by colonial policy-makers. It
was an inescapable feature of colonialism as a whole, based on the under-
standing that the international division of labor aimed at-skills in the
metropoles and low-level manpower in the dependencies. It was also a
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result of the considerable use of force (including taxation) in African
labor relations. People can be forced to perform simple manual labor, but
very little else. This was proven when Africans were used as slaves in the
West Indies and America. Slaves damaged tools and carried out sabotage,
which could only be controlled by extra supervision and by keeping tools
and productive processes very elementary. Slave labor was unsuitable for
carrying out industrial activity, so that in the U.S.A. the North went to
war in 1861 to end slavery in the South, so as to spread true capitalist re-
lations throughout the land. Following the same line of argument, it be-
comes clear why the various forms of forced agricultural labor in Africa
had to be kept quite simple, and that in turn meant small earnings.
Capitalists under colonialism did not pay enough for an African to
maintain himself and family. This can readily be realized by reflecting on

the amounts of money earned by African peasants from cash crops. The:

sale of produce by an Adrican cash-crop farmer rarely brought in 10
pounds per year and often it was less than half that amount. Out of that,
a peasant had to pay for tools, seeds, and transport and he had to repay
the loan to the middleman before he could call the remainder his own.
Peasants producing coffee and cocoa and collecting palm produce tended
to earn more than those dealing with cotton and groundnuts, but even the
ordinary Akwapim cocoa farmer or Chagga coffee farmer never handled
money in quantities sufficient to feed, clothe, and shelter his family. In-
stead, subsistence farming of yams or bananas continued as a supplement.
That was how the peasant managed to eat, and the few shillings earned
went to pay taxes and to buy the increasing number of things which could
not be obtained without money in the middlemen’s shops—salt,. cloth,
paraffin. If he was extremely Iucky, he would have access to zinc sheets,
bicycles, radios, and sewing machines, and would be able to pay school
fees. It must be made quite clear that those in the last category were ex-
tremely few.

One reason why the African peasant got so little for his agricultural
crops was that his labor was unskilled. That was not the whole explana-
tion, but it is true that a product such as cotton jumped in value during
the time it went through the sophisticated processes of manufacture in
Europe. Karl Marx, in clarifying how capitalists appropriated part of the
surplus of each worker, used the example of cotton. He explained that the
value of the manufactured cotton included the value of the labor that went
into growing the raw cotton, plus part of the value of the labor that made
the spindles, plus the labor that went into the actual manufacture. From
an African viewpoint, the first conclusion to be drawn is that the peasant
working on African soil was being exploited by the industrialist who used
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African raw material in Burope or America. Secondly, it is necessary to
realize that the African contribution of unskilled labor was valued far less
than the European contribution of skilled labor. .

It has been observed that one hour of work of a cotton peasant in Chad
was equivalent to less than one centimeter of cotton cloth, and he needed
to work fifty days to earn what was needed to buy three meters of the cloth
made from his own cotton in France. Yet, the French textile worker (using
modern spindles) ran off three meters of cloth in a matter of minutes!
Assuming that the Frenchman was not closer to God (who made the whole
world in only six days and rested on the seventh), then there must be
factors in the capitalist/colonialist system which permitted the great dis-
parity in the relative value of labor in Chad and France. In the first place,
the Chad peasant was defrauded through trade so that he sold cheap and
bought dear, and therefore received a minute proportion of the value that
he created with his labor. This was possible not because of mysterious
“market forces” as bourgeois economists would like us to believe, but
because of political power being vested entirely in the hands of the
colonialists. Tt was a consequence of monopolistic domination, both eco-
nomically -and politically. Secondly, the quantity of time spent by the Chad
peasant was longer because colonialism did not permit him to acquire the
tools to shorten the hours required to produce a given quantity of raw
cotton.

To a certain extent, it would have been in the interests of the colonial
powers to have had better agricultural techniques in Africa, leading to in-
creased volume and quality of production. All colonial regimes sponsored
some scientific research into tropical agriculture. However, the research was
almost entirely devoted to ‘cash crops, it was limited in scope, and it was
more easily adaptable by plantations than by African peasants who had no
capital. The pitiable amount devoted to agricultural improvement in Africa
during the colonial period contrasts sharply with the increasingly huge
sums that were devoted to research in Europe over the same period—with
enormous benefits to both industry and agriculture in the metropoles.

Side by side with the ill-founded claims about socio-economic moderniza-
tion went the claims by colonial apologists that European rule brought
HUOG, .Om&. .—H.@EH& N.d.Q. OB.m.H"OmHuNﬁOH». ”ﬂ R U R ( | L T A
plhdissesasection iyt fGemmigasman chaos in the nineteenth century, an
that “tribes” like the Ngoni and the Yao and gamnori's sofas were killing
|| left, right, and center. Cwggequently, Afrge®as saved by Livingstone and
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no relation one to another, so that, eve ugh the volume of commercial
activity within each compartmentalizgd cofagy may have increased, there

was no %4&%505 ooEmemEm to that which Tinked together the various

Hn recent times, moonou:mﬁm wm:a been. recogn
colonjal Africa a pattern that has been termed “growth without develop-
ment.” That phrase has now appeared as the title of books on Liberia and
Ivory Coast. It means that goods and services of a certain type are on the
increase. There may be more rubber and coffee exported, there may. be
more cars imported with-the proceeds, and there may be more gasoline
stations bumilt to service the cars. But the profit goes abroad, and the
economy becomes more and more a dependency of the metropoles. In no
African colony was there economic integration, or any provision for mak-

ing the economy self-sustained and geared to its own local goals. .H_H._ﬂ.mﬁ
fore, there was growth of the so-called enclave import-export 'sector,

but the only things which developed were dependency and underdevelop-
ment.

A further revelation of growth without development under colonialism

was the overdependence on one or two exports. The term “monoculture”
is used to describe those colonial economies which were centered around
a single crop. Liberia (in the agricultural sector) was a monoculture de-
pendent on rubber, Gold Coast on cocoa, Dahomey and southeast Nigeria
on palm produce, Sudan on cotton, Tanganyika on sisal, and Uganda on
cotton. In Senmegal and Gambia, groundnuts accounted for 85 to 90 per
cent of momey earnings. In effect, two African colonies were told to grow
nothing but peanuts!

Every farming people have a staple food, plus a variety of other supple-
ments. Historians, agronomists, and botanists have all contributed to
showing the great variety of such foods within the pre-colonial African
economy. There were numerous crops which were domesticated within the
African continent, there were several wild food species (notably fruits),
and Africans had shown no conservatism in adopting useful food plants
of Asian or American origin. Diversified agriculture was within the African
tradition. Monoculture was a colonialist invention.

Those who justify the colonial division of .labor suggest that it was
“natural” and respected the relative capacities for specialization of the
metropoles and colonies. Europe, North America, and Japan were capable
of specializing in industry and Africa in agriculture. Therefore, it was to
the “comparative advantage” of one part of the world to manufacture
machines while another part engaged in simple hoe-culture of the soil.
That kind of arrogant partition of the world was not new. In the fifteenth

ana .v.om?. .
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century, the feudal monarchies of Portugal and Spain wanted the whole
world for themselves, and they got the Pope to draw a line around the
globe, making the allocations. But Britain, Holland, and France suggested
that they were not at all convinced that Adam had left a will which gave
the earth to Portugal and Spain. In like manner, it can be questioned
whether there is any testament which stated that the river Gambia should
inherit groundmut growing while the river Clyde (of Scotland) should
become a home of shipbuilding.

. There was nothing “natural” about monoculture. It was a cousequence
of imperialist requirements and machinations, extending into areas that
were politically independent in name. Monoculture was a characteristic
of regions falling under imperialist domination. Certain countries in Latin
America such as Costa Rica and Guatemala were forced by United States
capitalist firms to concentrate so heavily on growing bananas that they
were contemptuously known as “banana republics.” In Africa, this con-
centration on one or two cash crops for sale abroad had many harmful
effects. Sometimes, cash crops were grown to the exclusion of staple foods
—thus causing famines. For instance, in Gambia rice farming was popular
before the colonial era, but so much of the best land was transferred to
groundnuts that rice had to be imported on a large scale te try to counter
the fact that famine was becoming endemic. In Asante, concentration on
cocoa raised fears of famine in a region previously famous for yams and
other foodstuff.

Yet the threat of famine was a small disadvantage compared to the ex-
treme vulnerability and imsecurity of monoculture. When the crop was
affected by internal factors such as disease, that amounted to an over-
whelming disaster, as in the case of Gold Coast cocoa when it was hit by
swollen-shoot disease in the 1940s. Besides, at all times, the price fluctua-
tions (which were externally controlled) left the African waoasnoa helpless
in the face of capitalist maneuvers.

From a capitalist viewpoint, monocultures commended Emﬂm&ﬁm most
because they made colonial economies entirely dependent on the metro-
politan buyers of their produce. At the end of the European slave trade,
only a minority of Africans were sufficiently committed to capitalist ex-
change and sufficiently dependent upon European imports to wish to con-
tinue the relationship with Europe at all costs. Colonialism increased the
dependence of Africa on Europe in terms of the numbers of persons
brought into the money economy and in terms of the number of aspects
of socio-economic life in Africa which derived their existence from the
connection with the metropole. The ridiculous situation arose by which
Buropean trading firms, mining companies, shipping lines, banks, insurance
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houses, and plantations all exploited Africa and at the same time caused
Africans to feel that without those capitalist services no money or Euro-
pean goods would be forthcoming, and therefore Africa was in debt to its
exploiters!

The factor of dependency made its impact felt in every aspect of the
life of the colonies, and it can be regarded as the crowning vice among the
negative social, political, and economic comsequences of colonialism in
Africa, being primarily responsible for the perpetuation of the colonial re-
lationship into the epoch that is called neo-colonialism.

Finally, attention must be drawn to one of the most important con-
sequences of colonialism on African development, and that is the stunting
effect on Africans as a physical species. Colonialism created conditions
which led not just to periodic famine but to chronic undernourishment,
malnutrition, and deterioration in the physique of the African people. If
such a statement sounds wildly extravagant, it is only because bourgeois
propaganda has conditioned even Africans to believe that malnutrition and
starvation were the natural lot of Africans from time immemorial. A black
child with a transparent rib cage, huge head, bloated stomach, protruding
eyes, and twigs as arms-and legs was the favorite poster of the large British
charitable operation known as Oxfam. The poster represented a case of
kwashiorkor—extreme malignant malnutrition. Oxfam called upon the
people of Eurcpe to save starving African and Asian children from
kwashiorkor and such ills. Oxfam never bothered their consciences by
telling them that capitalism and colonialism created the ‘starvation, mEnHoT
ing, and misery of the child in the first place.

There is an excellent study of the phenomenon of hunger on a world

scale by a Brazilian scientist, Josue de Castro. It incorporates considerable .

data on the food and health conditions among Africans in their .inde-
pendent pre-colonial state or in societies untouched by capitalist pressures;
and it then makes comparisons with colonial conditions. The study con-
vincingly indicates that African diet was previously more varied, being
based on a more diversified agriculture than was possible under colonialism.
In terms of specific nutritional deficiencies, those Africans who suffered
most under colonialism were those who were brought most fully into the
colonial ooOboB% meoQu Qo urban éoH.wﬂ.m .
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Africa, even the sun was not enough tdykeep children’s bones
straight. As for scurvy, that is so closely idefgified with the English
sailor that he was nicknamed “Limey,” fromRyeating limes to pre-
vent scurvy while lacking access to fresh food &g long sea voyages.
However, a scurvy epidemic broke out in the midle of Tanganyika
in the colonial epoch—among workers in the Bpldfields, whose
wages and conditions of work did not permit 5 m to get fresh
citrus and other nourishment. 4

In South Africa, white settlement and capitalism transformed
African diet from meat and cereal to dependence on mealy-meal
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it is), then seventy-five years of colonial exploitation undoubtedly have
something to do with the state of affairs; and the absurdity is so much. the
greater when one contemplates how much Africa produced in that period
and how much of that went to develop all aspects of European capitalist
society, including their educational institutions. Cecil Rhodes could afford
to leave a legacy of lavish scholarships to white students for study at Ox-
ford University, having made a fortune from exploiting Africa and
Africans.

.Those Africans who had access to education were faced with certain
qualitative problems. The quality was poor by prevailing Buropean stand-

ards. The books, the methods of teaching, and the discipline were' all! .
brought to Africa in the nineteenth century; and, on the whole, colonial

schools remained sublimely indifferent to the twentieth century. New ideas
that were incorporated in the capitalist metropoles never reached the

colonies. In particular, the fantastic changes in science did not reach

African classrooms, for there were few schools where science subjects
were taught. Similarly, the evolution of higher technical education did not
have any counterpart in colonial Africa.

There were numerous absurdities in the transplantation of a version Om
European education into Africa. When the Bemba children mentioned
above went to school, they had no program of instruction relating to the
plant life with which they would otherwise have familiarized themselves.
Instead, they were taught about flowers——and about Buropean roses at
that. Dr. Kofi Busia some years ago made the following admission:

At the end of my first year at secondary school (Mfantsipim, Cape Coast,
Ghana), I went home to Wenchi for the Christmas vacation. T had mot
been home for four years, and on that visit, I became painfully aware of
my isolation. I understood our community far less than the boys of my
own age who had never been to school. Over the years, as I went through
college and university, I felt increasingly that the education I received
taught me more and more about Europe and less and less mvoﬁ my own
society.

Eventually, Busia knew so little about African society that he proposed
that independent Africans should “dialogue” with the fascist/racist white
minority that maintains apartheid in South Africa.

Some of the contradictions between the content of colonial education
and the reality of Africa were really incongruous. On a hot afternoon in
some tropical African school, a class of black shining faces would listen to

Sﬁocm QH.Qw oH woﬁHQ ? %@H %-;.w_Bo uoow boast Eoz&w that Eo%
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their geography lesson on the seasons of the year—spring, summer, au-
tumn, and winter. They would learn about the Alps and the river Rhine
but nothing about the Atlas Mountains of North Africa or the river Zam-
bezi. If those students were in a British colony, they would dutifully write
that “we defeated the Spanish Armada in 15887=-at a time when Hawkins
was stealing Africans and being knighted by Queen Elizabeth I for so
doing. If they were in a French colony, they would learn that “the Gauls,
our ancestors, had blue eyes,” and they would be convinced that “Na-
poleon was our greatest general”—the same Napoleon who reinstituted
slavery in the Caribbean island of Guadeloupe, and was only prevented
from doing the same in Haiti because his forces were defeated by an even
greater strategist and tactician, the African Toussaint L'Ouverture.

To some extent Europeans thoughtlessly applied their own curricula
without reference to African conditions; but very often they deliberately
did so with intent to confuse and mystify. As late as 1949, a Principal
EBducation Officer in Tanganyika carefully outlined that the Africans of
that colony should be bombarded in primary school with propaganda about
the British royal family. “The theme of the [British] king as father should

be stressed throughout the syllabus and mentioned in every lesson,” he

said. He further urged that African children should be shown numerous
pictures of the English wﬁboommmm and their ponies at Sandringham and
Windsor Castle.

Whatever little was discussed about the African past in colonial schools
was about European activities in Africa. That trend is now sufficiently
reversed to allow the present generation of African pupils to smile at the
thought that Europeans “discovered” Mount Kenya or the river Niger.
But in the colonial period, the paradox was that whoever had an op-
portunity to be educationally misguided could count himself lucky, because
that misguidance was a means of personal advance within the structure
created by European capitalists in and for Africa.

The French, Portuguese, and Belgians made it clear that education at
any level was designed “to civilize the African native,” and of course only
a civilized native could hope to gain worthwhile employment and recogni-
tion from the colomialists. According to the French, an African, after re-
cetving French education, stood a chance of becoming an assimilée —one
who could be assimilated or incorporated into the superior French culture.
The Portuguese used the word assimilado, which means exactly the same;
and Portuguese colonial law distingnished sharply between a native and an
assimilado. The latter was sometimes called a civilisado because of being
able 10 read and write Portuguese. That sort of African was rewarded with
certain privileges. One great iromy was that in Portugal up to 1960, nearly
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half the populaticn was illiterate, and therefore if they had been put to the
same test, they would have been judged uncivilized! Meanwhile, the Bel-
glans were parading around with the same system. They called their

“educated Bantu” in Congo the évelués (“those who have evolved” from.

savagery to civilization, thanks to the Belgians). :

Somehow, the British avoided hard and fast legal distinctions between
the educated and uneducated African, but they encouraged cultural imita-
tion all the same. Governor Cameron of Tanganyika in the 1920s was
known as a “progressive” governor. But when he was attacked for trying
to preserve the African personality in the educational system, he denied the
charge and declared that his intention was that the African should cease
to think as an African and instead should become “a fair-minded English-
man.” Students who came out of Livingstonia or Blantyre Mission in
Malawi were known as black Scotsmen, because of the effort of Scottish
missionaries. In Sierra Leone, the white cultural influence went back to the
eighteenth century, and Sierra Leone Creoles stood out even from the rest
of miseducated black people. The Creoles were not satisfied with an Eng-
lish Christian name or even with one European surname: they had to
choose two European surnames and conpect them with a hyphen. Of
course, in practical terms, the education with all its warped values meant
that the educated handful went as far as colonialism would allow Africans
to go in the civil service or in the employ of private capitalist firms.

During the colonial epoch and afterwards, criticism was justly leveled
at the colonial educational system for failing to produce more secondary
school pupils and more university graduates. And yet, it can be said that
among those who had the most education were to be found the most
alienated Africans on the continent. Those were the ones who evolved and
were assimilated. At each further stage of education, they were battered by
and seccumbed to the values of the white capitalist system; and, after
being given salaries, they could then afford to sustain a style of life im-
ported from outside. Access to knives and forks, three-piece suits, and
pianos then further transformed their mentality. There is a famous West
Indian calypsonian who in satirizing his colonial school days, remarked
that had he been a bright student he would have learned more and turned
out to be a fool. Unfortunately, the colonial school system educated far too
many fools and clowns, fascinated by the ideas and way of life of the
European capitalist class. Some reached a point of total estrangement from
African conditions and the African way of life, and like Blaise Diagne of
Senegal they chirped happily that they were and would always be “Euro-
pean.”

thinking and Yensibilities of the African and filled him with
plexes.” It follgwed that those who were Europeanized wege to that extent

. de-Africanized, §s a consequence of the colonial educatigh and the general
~atmosphere of co¥gnial life. Many examples are cited igfpresent-day Africa

ture in the colonial

of the insulting tr§ptment of aspects of African
peried, based on culjural imperialism and white facism. What is seldom
commented upon is ¥e fact that many Afrigghs were the victims of
fascism at the hands oRythe Portuguese and Sganish, at the hands of the
Italians and the Vichy Fignch regime for a Jtief period in the late 1930s
and the early 1940s, and %t the hands of ghe British -and Boers in South
Africa throughout this centry. The fascigf colonial powers were retarded
capitalist states, where the gpvernmentgolice machinery united with the
Catholic church and the capifalists tgfsuppress Portuguese and Spanish
workers and peasants and toYkeep #hem ignorant. Understandably, the
fascist colonialists wanted to ddythefsame to African working people, and
in addition they vented their r on Africans, just as Hitler had done
on the Jews. . _ ,

-Like most colonial administfatiéps, that of the Italians in Libya disre-
garded the culture of the AfficansyHowever, after the fascist Mussolini
came to power, the disteggfd gaveWwvay to active hostility, especially in
relation to the Arabic langlage and the Moslem religion. The Portuguese
and Spanish had alwaysgshown contempt for African language and reli-
gion. Schools of kindergarten and primdgy level for Africans in Portuguese
colonies were nothingfbut agencies for fge spread of the Portuguese lan-
guage. Most schoolsgwere controlled by the Catholic church, as a reflection
of the umity of chfirch and state in fasciyf Portugal. In the littie-known
Spanish colony gf Guinea (Ric Muni), the small amount of education
given to Africapfs was based on eliminating %he use of local languages by
the pupils andfon instilling in their hearts “thg holy fear of God.” Schools
in colonial Africa were usually blessed with $he names of saints or be-
stowed witll the names of rulers, explorers, ang governors from the colo-
nizing pg#ver. In Spanish Guinea, that practice Was followed, resulting in
the facgfthat Rio Muni children had to pass by tHg José Antonio school—
the egffivalent of saying the Adolf Hitler school if the region were German,
for te school was named in honor of José Antonfly, the founder of the
Spanfsh fascist party. .

Another aspect of the colonial educational and cultfgral patterns which
needs investigation is the manner in which European radism and contempt
was expressed not only by hostility to African culture but by paternalism
and by praise of negative and static social features. There were many
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their Lord?”” Nefertheless, many Africans came to accept the dehumaniz-
ing principle of alienation from self. African identification with mnHoHummbm
(be 9.3\ QmﬁEo or H@ﬁo was a pillar of
“In 9@ mnm.._ mu&wma ﬁo&m@m the most important principle of colonial
education was that of capitalist individualism. Like many aspects of the
supersiructure of beliefs in a society, it had both its negative and positive
sides, viewed historicaily. The European bourgeoisie were progressive when
they defended the individual from the excessive control of the father in the
family and against the collective regulations of the church and feudal
society. However, the capitalist system then went on to champion and pro-
tect the rights of the individual property owners against the rights of the
mass of exploited workers and peasants. When capitalism had its impact
on' Africa in the colonial period, the idea of individualism was already in
its reactionary phase. It was no longer serving to liberate the majority but
rather to enslave the majority for the benefit of a few.

When individualism was applied to land, it meant that the notions of
private ownership and the transfer of land through sale became prevalent
in some parts of the continent. Much more widespread was the new under-
standing that individual labor should benefit the person concerned and not
some wider collective, such as the clan or ethric group. Thus, the practice
of collective labor and egalitarian social distribution gave way to accumula-
tive tendencies. Superficially, it appeared that individualism brought pro-
gress. Some individuals owned large coffee, cocoa, or cotton shambas, and
others rose to some prominence in the colonial administration through
education. As individuals, they had improved their lot, and they became
models of achievement within the society. Any model of achievement is an
educational model, which directs the thoughts and actions of young and old
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in the society. The model of personal achievement under colonialism was

‘really a model for the falling apart and the underdevelopment of African
-society taken as a whole.

It is a common myth within capitalist thought that the individual
through drive and hard work can become a capitalist. In the U.S.A,, it is
usual to refer to an individual like John D. Rockefeller, Sr., as someone
who rose “from rags to riches.” To complete the moral of the Rockefeller
success story, it would be necessary to fill in the details on all the-millions
of people who had to be exploited in order for cne man to become a
multimillionaire. The acquisition of wealth is not due to hard work alone,
or the Africans working as slaves in America and the West Indies would
have been the wealthiest group in the world. The individualism of the
capitalist must be seen against the hard and unrewarded work of the
masses.

The idea of individualism was more destructive in colonial Africa than it

- was in metropolitan capitalist society. In the latter, it could be said that

the rise of the bourgeois class indirectly benefited the working classes,
through promoting technology -and raising the standard of living. But, in
Africa, colonialism did not bring those benefits—it. merely intensified the
rate of exploitation of African labor and continued to export the surplus.
In Europe, individualism led to entrepreneurship and adventurism of the
type which spearheaded Burope’s conquest of the rest of the world. In
Africa, both the formal school system and the informal value system of
colonialism destroyed social solidarity and promoted the worst form of
alienated individualism without social responsibility. That delayed the
political process through which the society tried to regain its independence.
Up to this point, it has consistently been held that development is rooted
in the material environment, in the techniques of production, and in the
social relations deriving from people’s work. There are what are known. as
“conspiracy theories of history” by which the happenings of whole epochs
are presented as being the secret scheming of one group or another. Such
an approach is not to be recommended in the study of Africa’s relations
with Europe. However, with regard to colonial educational policy, one
comes closest to finding the elements of conscious planning by a group of
Europeans to control the destiny of millions of Africans over a considerable
period of time extending into the future. The planning of colonial educa-
tion for the subjugation of Africa was most fully displayed by the French,
because French politicians and administrators had the habit of openly ex-
pressing their thoughts on Africa. Therefore, the words of the French
colonialists themselves will be cited here to illustrate how the colonial edu-
cational system did not leave vital political matters to chance, but was
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consciously carrying out policies hostile to the regaining of freedom by
African peoples.
Ever since the period of the imperialist Scramble for Africa, French

leaders realized that it was imperative to start some schools in the parts of .

Africa claimed by France, so that French language and culture might be
accepted by some Africans, who would then identify with France rather
than Britain or Portugal or some other European rival. This was par-
ticularly true in disputed frontier zones. Fugéne Etienne, a French minister
at the start of the colonial era, stated that the extension of the Fremch
language was necessary as “a measure of national defense.” As carly as
1884, there was set up the Alliance Frangaise as an instrument of educa-
tional and cultural imperialism, recognized and supported by the French
government. The reports of the Alliance Frangaise show clearly that they
thought of themselves as an arm of French imperialism, fighting so that
France could entrench itself. For example, the Alliance Frangaise wrote
of French schools in Upper Guinea in the late nineteenth century:

They have to combat the redoubtable influence of the English schools of
Sterra Leone in this region. The struggle between the two languages be-
comes more intense as one moves to the south, invaded by English
natives and by their Methodist pastors.

As seen earlier in the case of Portugal and Spain, the spread of the
language of the European colonizing power was considered of major im-
portance. Belgium on the other hand encouraged local languages as a
means of division and retardation. Only in Tanganyika, under German
rule, was there a positive reaction to the potentialities of Swahili as a teach-
ing language, so that there was a further impetus to that language, which
bad already spread by trade, political relations, and personal contacts.

Apart from language, the pillar of cultural imperialism in most colonies
was teligion. The church never played as important a role in French
colonies as it did in other parts of Africa colonized by predominantly
Catholic countries, and the Protestant churches in British colonies also
had a much more vital role than the church in French Africa. The ex-
planation is that the French bourgeois revolution of the eighteenth century
was more thoroughly anti-clerical than any other bourgeois revolution, and
the Catholic church was completely separated from government in France
by 1903, after many years of poor relations. Nevertheless, when the French
saw that mission schools were helping England to entrench itself in Africa,
the French government asked the aid of their own Catholic church to se-
cure national interests.

From the viewpoint of the colonizers, once the frontiers of a colony were
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firmly decided, the major problem remained that of securing African com-
pliance in carrying out policies favorable to the metropoles.-There was al-
ways the possible use of force for that purpose, but. naked force was best
kept in reserve, rather than utilized for everyday affairs. Only education
could lay the basis for a smooth-functioning colonial administration. In the
first place, there was the elementary language problem of Europeans
communicating with Africans. Most of the time, Europeans used trans-
lators to pass on orders, but it was known that African translators seized
the opportunity to promote themselves and to modify or even sabotage
orders. There was a saying in French colonial Africa that “translation is
equal to treason,” and the only way to avoid that was to teach the mass of
the people French.

Then there was the practical aspect of educating Africans to _u@ better
workers, just as in Europe the workers received education so that they
would be more efficient and produce extra surplus for the capitalists. In
colonial Africa, the European bourgeoisie realized that some education
would maximize the value of labor. Albert Sarraut, a French Colonial
Minister, stressed in 1914 what he termed “the economic utility of educat-
ing the [African] masses.” Several years earlier the French had made a
specific statement to the same effect on Madagascar. An ordinance of 1899
indicated that the purpose of schooling was

. . . to make the young Malagasy faithful and obedient subjects of France
and to offer an education which would be industrial, agricultural and
commercial, 50 as to ensure that the settlers and various public services of
the colony can meet their personnel requirements.

In practice, it was not necessary to educate the masses because only a
minority of the African population entered the colonial economy in such a
way that their performance could be enhanced by education. Indeed, the
French concentrated on selecting a small minority, who would be
thoroughly subjected to French cultural imperialism, and who would aid
France in administering its vast African colonial possessions. William
Ponty, an early Governor-General of French West Africa, spoke in terms
of forming “an elite of young people destined to aid our own efforts.” In
1919, Henry Simon (then Colonial Minister) outlined a program for sec-
ondary education in Africa with a view to “making the best indigenous
elements into complete Frenchmen.”

The best expressions of the political implications of French colonial
educational policy came in the 1930s; and, by that time, some action was
also matching the words. Brevié, the Governor-General of French West
Africa in 1930, urged the extension of the higher levels of primary school-
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ing for Africans “to help us in our work of colonization.” Brevié é.mm en-
couraged by the fact that by then there had appeared “a native elite, of
whose zeal for a thorough and exclusive French culture signs are already
visible.” So with the support of the Inspector-General of education, that
governor went on to outline plans for African students to attend secondary
school, so as to become colonial cadres. Any socio-political system needs
its cadres. That was the role played by the youngest age-grades in Shaka’s
armies and it was the role played by the Komsomol or Young Communists
in the Soviet Union. Being a cadre involved not just training for a practical
job but also political orientation to serve as a leading element in the sy8-
tem. The French and other colonialists understood this very well. This is
how Brevié expressed it:

It is in no wise merely a matter of turning out batches of apprentices,
clerks and officials according to the fluctuating needs of the moment. The
role of these native cadres is much wider.

Only in North Africa, with its heavy white settler population, did the
French find it unnecessary to encourage a local elite to run affairs under
the direction of the metropolis and the governor; although even in Algeria
there emerged a number of subjects called the Beni Oui Qui—literally
the “Yes, Yes men,” who always assented to carrying out French instruc-
tions in opposition to the interests of most of their brothers. Another far-
sighted aspect of French political policy in the education sphere is the
manner in which they forced the sons-of chiefs to acquire education. It
was a deliberate attempt to capture the loyalty of those persons who had
previously held political power in independent Africa, and it was an at-
tempt at continuity with the pre-colonial phase. As the French themselves
put it, by educating the sons of traditional rulers, “a bond is thus om:w&-
lished between the native cadres formed by us and those that the native
community recognizes.”

In 1935, a team of British educationalists visited French Africa, and
they admitted with a mixture of jealousy and admiration that France had
succeeded in creating an-glite of Africans in the image of Frenchmen—
an elite that was helping to perpetuate French colonial rule. To greater
or-lesser extent, all colonial powers produced similar. cadres to manage
and buttress their colonial empires in Africa and elsewhere.

. After the Second World War, it became obvious that colonial rule could
not forever be maintained in the same form in Africa; Asia already having
broken Ioose and Africa being restiess. When the awareness that the end
was in sight became generalized, the metropolitan powers turned to their
colonial cadres and handed to them the reins of policy in politically in-
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dependent Africa. It should be emphasized that the choice that Africa
should be free was not made by the colonial powers but by the people of
Africa. Nevertheless, the changeover from colonialism to what is known as
neo-colonialism did have the element of conspiracy in it. In 1960, the then
British Prime Minister, Harold Macmillan, made the oft-quoted statement
that “a wind of change was blowing across Africa.” That was the
bourgeois way of expressing what Chinese Premier Chou En-Lai was soon
to assert: namely, that “Africa was ripe for Revolution.” In order to delay
or hijack the African revolution, the colonizing powers turned to a group
which they had already created for a different purpose—the elite of colo-
nially educated Africans, from among whom were selected wherever possi~
ble those who were most suitable for elevation to political leadership, and
the administration and military apparatus were left in the hands of similar
trustworthy cadres.

There were a few farsighted Europeans who all along saw that the
colonial educational system would serve them if and when political inde-
pendence was regained in Africa. For instance, Pierre Foncin, a founder of
the Alliance Francaise, stated at the beginning of this century that “it is
necessary to attach the ‘colonies to the metropole by a very solid psycho-
logical bond, against the day when their progressive emancipation ends in
a’form of federation as is probable—that they be and they remain French
in language, thought and spirit.” Yet, it was the British who firsh appre-
ciated that they should bow to the inevitable and grant African inde-
pendence. While the French introduced a few African representatives into
their own Parliament in France so as to try and keep African territories
tied to France, the British began to prepare to hand over to certain selected
Africans. .

In the metropolitan capitalist countries, there were (and still are) elite
schools which provided the bulk of the political and other leadership. The
English public schools of Eton, Harrow, Rugby, and Winchester are well
known as training grounds of the British ruling class, and by many au-
thorities they are considered more important that the universities to which
the students of such secondary schools invariably go. In France at the
secondary level, it was, and still is, usual to find that students emerging
from places like the Lycée Louis le Grand and the Ecole Normal Superi-
eure Rue d’'Ulm are the future cabinet ministers and top executives of that
country. In the U.S.A,, in spite of the myth that everyone can reach the
top, a high proportion of the ruling class went to exclusive schools like the
private boys’ schools of Groton, St. Paul’s, St. Mark’s, and Philips Exeter.

Under African conditions, anyone who went to school in. the colonial
period virtually entered the elite, because the numbers enjoying that
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privilege even at the primary level were so small. In addition, within each
colony there tended to be at least one secondary school or higher institute
which played the role of furnishing the politico-administrative personnel
of Africa in the era of political independence. The names of cabinet minis-
ters and permanent secretaries of individual African countries can be
found on the school rolls of Gordon College (Sudan), Alliance High
School (Kenya), King's College Budo (Uganda), Tabora Secondary School
(Tanzania), Livingstonia (Malawi), William Ponty (Senegal), Sierra
Leone Grammar School, Mfantsipim (Ghana), the Lycée Gallieni (Mada-
gascar)}, and a few others. Besides, there were Makerere, Fourah Bay, and
Achimota, as long standing university or near-university institutions.

In retrospect, it is now very clear that one of the most significant as-
pects of the colonial educational system was that provided by the armed
forces and police. Colonial armies such as the King’s African Rifles, the
French Free Army, and the Congolese Force Publique produced sergeants
who later became the majors and generals of independent Africa, and in
several instances the heads of states. Policemen also achieved similar rapid
promotion, although their political position has been rather weaker than
the military proper. Like their civilian counterparts, the future police and
military elite were at one time trained to be simply low-level assistants to
the colonmial overlords; but once independence was in sight they were
judged by the colonizers to have the requisite qualities of colonial cadres—
fit to be part of the ruling class of neo-colonial Africa. In a few instances,
the colonial powers towards the latter part of the colonial period rushed to
train a few Africans at the metropolitan higher institutions of scientific
violence, notably Sandhurst Military Academy and Hendon Police School
in Britain and St. Cyr Military Academy in France. Those few who were.
selected for such training became the cream of the military elite, corre-
sponding to those African civilians who went to university either in Africa
or abroad.

Most of what emerged from the colonial educational system was not
unique. Educational systems are designed to function as props to a given
society, and the educated in the young age groups automatically carry over
their values when their turn comes to make decisions in the society. In
Africa, the colonialists were training low-level administrators, teachers,
NCOs, railroad booking clerks, for the preservation of colonial relations;
and it is not surprising that such individuals would carry over colonial
values into the period after independence was regained. The colonialists
meanwhile took action wherever possible to insure that persons most favor-
able to their position continued to man African administrations and as-
sumed new political and state police powers. Such a presentation of events
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never wanted tc be counted, mor didgfRey want their chickens to be’
counted, because bitter experience h owk, them that that was how the
colonialists assessed taxes. Simila fonal issues, there was no
confidence in colonial plans 8 @Hoﬁmw differenfaversions of education,

:...mmmﬁwoa to train Africans to fill their “natural” role of manual laborers

was that in South Africa, after the Introduction of the Bantu Education .

Act in 1953. However, the earlier attempts by the British and French to
set up what they called “farm schools” or “initiation schools™ were along

the same lines as have since been ruthlessly pursued by the racists in South .

Africa. The non-literary education had the superficial appearance of being
more relevant to Africa, but it was really inferior education for a people
who were supposedly inferior in order to make them accept their own
exploitation and oppression. As Abdou Moumini put it, “colonial educa-
tion was ‘cut-rate’ education.” It offered by European standards low-quality
substitutes to suit what was described as the limited intellectual capacity

of Africans. In French colonial Africa, the diplomas were seldom equal to '
those in the metropoles at comparable levels, and in British East Africa .

one official asked educators to bear in mind the gap between themselves
and the “grubby savages” whom Britain was attempting to civilize. It is in
this context that agricultural education in particular revealed itself as an
exercise in deception.

Consequently, the struggle against agricultural or rural schools was one -

of the most bitter struggles waged by African nationalists, and helped
heighten consciousness at all levels of African society, with regard to the
fundamentally exploitative and racist nature of colonialism. In French
West Africa, for example, the farm schools were determinedly opposed
after the last war, and the French colonial government had to abolish
them. Tn Tanganyika and Nyasa, the confrontation between the colonialists
and the African people was much bigger, because opposition to agricul-
tural education was associated with opposition to colonial agricultural
innovations (such as terracing) which were forced upon people without
consultation and without taking into account the varying conditions in
different localities.

In East Africa the British made a few determined efforts to introduce
what they considered as relevant agricultural education. One pilot scheme
was at Nyakato in Tanganyika, which involved transforming a secondary
school into an agricultural school in 1930. It lasted for nine years with
tutors recruited from Britain and South Africa, but in the end the attempt

because such Emwm almost :Zmﬂmd@ Eamﬁ an cven more EmoﬂoH onEom.
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failed because of protest by students and the population of the region. Al-
though the school claimed to be offering new agricultural skills, it was
readily recognized that it was part-of a program defining the “correct at-
titudes” and “natural place” which Europeans thought fit for the natives.

In the 1940s, as Africans sought to change features of the educational
systemn, they naturally had to demand a voice in councils that formulated
educational policy. That was in itself a revolutionary demand, because
colonial people are supposed to be ruled, not to participate in decision-
making. Besides, on the issue of educational policy-making, Africans not
only alarmed the administrators, but they trod on the corns of the mission-
aries, who generally felt that they inberited education at the partition of
‘Africa. All of those clashes were pointing in the direction of freedom for
colonial peoples, because in the background there was always the question
of political power.

It would be erroneous to suggest that educated Africans foresightedly
moved with-the intention of regaining African independence. There would
have been very few indeed who, as early as 1939, would have joined Chief
Essien of Calabarin asserting: :

Without education it will be impossible for us to get to our destination,
which is Nigeria’s economic independence and Nigeria's wo:zo.& indepen-

dence.
However, education (both formal and informal} was a powerful force
which transformed the situation in postwar Africa in such a way as to
bring political independence to most of colonized Africa within two
decades.

There were also a few Europeans who foresaw what were called the
“dangers” of giving Africans a modern education: namely, the possibility
of its leading towards freedom. Certainly, Europeans were not at all happy
with any schools which were of the Buropean type, but which were not
under direct colonialist control. For example, the Independent schools of
Kenya were disliked by white settlers in that colony and by other Euro-
peans outside Kenya. One Catholic mission report from nearby Tanganyika
in 1933 warned against allowing Tanganyika Africans to set up schools
controlled by themselves. It noted that: “Independent schools are causing
difficulties in Kenya. Such schools may easily become hotbeds of sedition.”

When the Mau Mau war for land and liberation broke out in Kenyva, one
of the first things the British government did was to close the 149 schools
of the Kikuyu Independent Schools Association, 21 schools of the Kikuyu
Karinga Education Association, and 14 other Independent schools. They
were considered “training grounds for rebellion”—a term which essentially
captures the fear expressed in the Catholic mission report just cited. Euro-
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peans knew well enough that if they did not control the minds of Africans,
they would soon cease to control the people physically and politically.
Similarly, in North Africa, the French colonial power and the white
colons, or settlers, did not take kindly to the self-help schools of the colo-
nized Algerians and Tunisians. The purpose of the schools set up by the
Society of Reformist Ulema in Algeria was that they should be modern
and scientific, but at the same time present learning in the context of Arab
and Algerian culture. Pupils at the Ulema schools began their lessons by
singing together: “Arabic is my language, Algeria is my country, Islam is
my religion.” It was no wonder, therefore, that the colopialists victimized

pupils and parents, and took repressive measures on the grounds that those

schools were also hotbeds of sedition.

The missionaries asked for control of schools, because that was one of
their drawing cards for the church itself and because they considered them-
selves as experts on the side of cultural imperialism (which they called

“civilizing”). However, thers were other Europeans both within and with-

out the colonies who were absclutely opposed to schools—be they Chris-
tian, Independent, government, or Islamic. Starting from a racist position,
they asseried that offering education to Africans was like throwing pearls
before swine, Some of the most violent expressions of racism were directed
against educated Africans. Starting from the time of individuals like Lord
Lugard and through to the days of the last colonial administrators like Sir
Alan Burns, many colonialists demonstrated hostility to educated Africans.
Educated Africans made colonialists extremely uneasy, because they did

not conform to the mqun which Europeans liked to harbor of the “nn-'

spoiled African savage.”

But, if one goes to the heart of the matter, it can be discerned 9& the
white racists did not seriously believe that Africans could not master
knowledge then in the possession of Europeans. On the contrary, the evi-
dence of educated Africans was before their eyes; and the white settlers
especially feared that, given an opportunity, far too many Africans would
master white bourgeois knowledge too thoroughly. Such Africans would,
therefore, refuse to work as agricultural laborers for 12 shillings per
month; they would compete with Europeans in semi-skilled categories; and
above all they would want to govern themselves. .

In the records of colonialism, it is not uncommon to encounter the
following type of remark: “What need is there to educate the natives? You
will give them the weapons to destroy you!”

In one sense, those BEuropeans were simply dreamers, because giving
education to Africans was not an option which could have been avoided; it
was an objective necessity to keep colonialism functioning. P. E. Mitchell,
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who later became Governor of Uganda, remarked in 1928 that “regret it
as he may, no Director of Education can resist the demand for clerks,
carpenters, shoemakers and so on—trained in Buropean methods to meet
European needs. These men are not being trained to fit into any place in
the life of their own people, but to meet the economic needs of a foreign-
race.” At the same time, the available education was also a consequence
of the irrepressible actions of the African people, who hoped to move
forward within the alien system. So, those Europeans who were absolutely
opposed to giving education to Africans did not understand the contradic-

“tions of their own colonial society. But in another sense they were defend-

ing the interests of colonialism. Firstly, however mmuch the colonialists
tried, they could not succeed in shaping the minds of all Africans whom
they educated in schools. The exceptions were the ones who were going
to prove most dangerous to colomialism, capitalism, and imperialism. And
secondly, the most timid and the most brainwashed of educated Africans
harbored some form of disagreement with the colonialists; and, in the
pursuit of their own group or individnal interests, the educated elite helped
to expose and ﬁnmonu.B.bm ﬂ.ﬁ m_“EaﬂE.o Om colonial rule.
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