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2.1 IN'TRODUCTION: THE AFRICAN CONTINENT 

Spanning 7.680 lkm north to south ancl 7.200 Ian 6om east to west, Africa is the sccond largest 
contilient ofthe world with a total surfilce area, i~~cludingseveral silrrounding islands of 30,3 13,000 
square Icilo~iietres. It has a rich mosaic of diverse countries and peoples. Africa as the second 
largest contic~e~it of'11ie world co~~iprises 54 sovereigl~ states. The size oftlte states are also varied, 
tlie smallest in area being the state ofCo~iioro wit11 just 2000 sqilare kilometres of land area to the 
continental giant oftlie state oSS~ldan with over 2,506 of square kilometres. Afsica's vast expanse 
of 1 1,677,240 square niiles stretches from the Mediterranean in tlieNortli to tlie ~lieetingpoil~t of 
the Atlantic and Indian Oceans in tlie SOLI~II. Africa's peoples are as diverse as l.he terrain they 
inhabit. Tlie Black and the Arabs living on 1 he contine~il with the spri~lkli~ig ofAsiai~s and Whites 
speak ~iiore tlian 800 I a ~ ~ g ~ ~ a g e s  and belolig to equal number ofdiverse ellinic groupings. Wliereas 
the Seychelles have a popitlation of less Ilia11 t ,00,000 Seycliellois are of 11iixed African, South 
Asia11 and European descent Nigeria leads tlic continent witli over 1 10 111iIlio11 citizens divided 
amolig 11early250 ethnic groiips. Overtlie years the people of Afiica have embraced many religio~~s 
beliefsystetlls i~icludiiigall tlie ~najor religio~is. While ~lrbanisation has talcen place i n s  limited scale, 
the continent's niore t1ia11 70 per cent people live in r~lral areas and live on agriculti~re and other 
related activities. Econoniically, a tiny island of Scycl~elles boasts of liigliest GDP per capita of US 
$6,993. Torn by civil wars and droughts Ethiopia's per capita GNP was only US $97 in llle year 
2001. Tlie political de~iiogt*aplly ofAkican mosaic isalso as diverse as its multiplicity ofculture, 



etlinicity, language and religion. l-;spousing m ~ ~ j u r  pol ;tical idcolugics ofthc present times, African 
leaders have frecluently adopted ancl experimcl?ted capiralisnl, M:vxisrn, socialism ancl Islamic 
revivalisln as tlie bases forcreatingu wide variety ol'poli~rcul regimes, inclc~clirig munaschies, military 
dictatosship, Islamic republics ancl liberal de~noclricics. In spilc of bountiti~l natural rcsources and 
mineral reserves, a continent-\vide economrc cr~sih dusing tlie 1980s sevcscly tlircalcnecl ttie 
econo~iiic sovereig~ity oftlie Aliican statcs. -I lie illilia1 ,yt~ipto~-~i ol'tlii s csisih, \ V I I  icli ni:lnili.sted 
during the second lialf'oftlie 1970s as extl.emcIj \~~l~iel .aI , lc eco~lomic gro~vt l~ .  was IbIlo\vccl by 
steep economic decline during'tlic 1980s. A simple ) vt d i~ t i~ r l ing  i~idiciitor-pet. capita income- 
captured tlic economic dile~iimn coufson~ecl by Ati.ic;ln policy makers. Froii? 1975 to 1079, pel- 
capita income Tor tlie Aiiican continent scgistcsecl l i ~ ,  Ili;~n o t ~ c  per ccnl : ~ n n ~ ~ a l  gso\vtIi rate. 
During tlie decade of tlie I98Os, this riieagrc g1.0\\1tI1 iatr: \\oI-scnccl illto n 3.2 per cent anl~unl 
decline in per capita inconie. Al'rican Icndcrs Iiacl c\l~;~nclccl 111~ scope oi'hlate 1~cs\vcl- ~ l i t l i ~ ~ l t  
increasing the state's capr~city to use that power tv C I  ~ I I L C  ~\,c:rlil~. Ali'ica~i I c ~ ~ c I c ~ s  I'ailc~l t ~ )  niL1ster 
the resources to ~iiaintnin lhc AlYicnn state's trn~~:~~~allclccl l-o~~trol ol'thc cconolnic and j~olitical 
syste~ns. The growing inclcbtedness ol'lhe AlYic~~n co~ili~lcnt li~sther co~npoundcci tlic problem. 
From 1980 to 1989, Af'rica's dcbt burclcn ncaslq tsilllccl---li-0111 $55 billion to $ I GO billion. Inclced, 
nearly every econoniic itidicatosco~npilcd by tlic Wosk.1 I3;1nl, a~ld  illc International Monclary Fund 
suggested an emerging econo~iiic crisis ol'cpic proporLions. 

'The crisis of tlie Afi.ica11 statc was also clcmonstrnted by the growi~ig inability of thc  state to 
provide a wide variety ofsocial amenities, cspcctcd by civil st~ciety and nosmally takcn f'orgsantcd 
ill [lie ind~~strialisecl democracies, Iilte effcctivc tlanspostntion and Lcleco~iimi~nicotions n~two~.Iis, 
access to electricity and clean watel; education mid twining i l l  a public school systc~n, llcclinc in  
p~tblic services was olie~i due to cuts in  government social spending, in favour o['i~icreascs in 
government military spending l'or tlie policc and otlicr cocl-civc npparatus. A5 il'it was not all, 
AIDS lilrtlier cot~ipounded tlic situation. 

2.2.1 Slave Trade 

European colonisation of A1'rican continent was followed by early European contact tlirougli 
niissionaries, traders and explorers. 'l'lie Scramble for Africa resulted in the creation offor~iial 
E~tsopean enipires and splieres oTinferest1:IiroilgIio~1t Ai-iica. 111 October 1 884, the Europea~i cololiial 
powers ~ilef in a conkrencr in'~e;l in, which fortnally ended in 1 885. Tlie Berl i l l  Conference was 
designed to dampen escalating imperial conflicts in Africa by officially de~narcating the boundaries 
of European penetration into Afkica overa period ol'rouglily 450 years. Poit~lgi~ese were tlie initial 
explorers in Afiica and tlie overriding econolnic objectives of Portuguese explorers were to have 
an edge over the Arab traders. Tlie otlie~.goals oftlie initial European explorers in Africa included 
the spread of Ch1-istianity and tlie etihancement of [lie political and military strength. Towards the 
end of 15th Century one ofthe liiost devastating aspects oftlie predominantly Euro-centric world 
was tlie perception of slavery as a legitimate and necessary tool oFpolitical-military and econo~i~ic  
expansion. Tlie trans-Atlantic slave trade was "the greatest tragedy in h u ~ n a ~ i  history" beccl~~se of 
its exlent and its clumtion. This tragedy wrenched tens oFmil Iio~is of Afiicans .fio~ii tlieir villages to 
be transported to tlie Americas and tlie Caribbean. 1-lo\vever, racisn~ against blaclcs existed well 
before the slave tnde.  Wheti, for example, tlie Port~~guese began navigating tlie Afiica~i coasts, 
tlie Pope autliorised them to take Africans ns slaves, 111 this way, slavery and racism becariie 



i~ltertwined in the West. Slave trafficking also w o ~ ~ l d  not have lasted as long as it did without an 
ideology of moral justification and legal structures. The ideology of intellectual superiority, the 
cultural denigration of blaclc.people and ofArrica rationalised the sale ofhuman being as merchandise. 
The slave trade-and apartheid-has 11ow disappeared. But the racism that i~nderpinned it is st~ll 
wrealti~ig havoc. 'The trans-Atlantic slave trade, which is widely ltnown as European slave trade, 
co-existed with Isla~nic slave trade. In both tlie trade, Afiicans were the casualties though the 
duration ofthe European slave trade and lsla~nic slave trade varied significantly. The Islaniic slave 
wade last at least 750 years longer than its European counterparts and was responsible for the 
Ibrced displacement ofl1early'14 million Africans. On the otlier- Iiand, the European slave trade, 
which lasted roughly for 450 years managed to transport much larger number of slaves. The 
European slave trade surpassed tl;e Islamic one in terms ofgeographical scope and sliecr numbers 
during the 17th Century, and it increasingly dominated Isla~nic slave trade as the European powers 
expanded their political, milita~y and econori~ic control oves Arab and Afiican countries alilte during 
the 1 9th Century. The overall impact ofthe slave trade put Afsica in a weak position, opened LIP 
new vistas for European penetration in the hinterland and forced then1 to subn~it  to the colonial 
system. 

With tlie enlightenment ofthe 18th Century came attempts to discontin~~e slave trade. It was 
inspired by Icnowledge fsom the 16th Century on ~~nprecede~ited crinles against (Red) Indians and 
blaclc an3 the idea of deknding the rights of these people and o humanity as a whole. The 
enlightenment was also a revolt against European domination orthe world. A notable turning point 
in rising European global influence was Great Britain's decision in 1807 to make the slave trade 
illegal for British citizens. By the elid of the 19th Century, the majority of tlie world's nations 
considered slave trade as illegal. However, with the end of slave trade began enslavemetlt of a 
different Itind, which was more devastating. Slave trade ~~prooted millions of  Africans but the 
"Scra~lible for Africa" ushered Afiica's decimation, subjugation oftraditional Itingdo~ns, ruin of 
local production systenl and enslaved the entire psyche ofAfrican continent. Europe simply chose 
another colonial syste~n. Instead ofdisplacing people, they si~iiply set up tlieir production system in 
Africa. 

Great Britain'sactive opposition to the slave trade was not pri~ilarily driven by an enliglitenecl vision 
of humanltind that believed the West's domination of non-white peoples outside of Europe, to be 
repiignant. The econo~nic ilnperatives associated with h e  rise and spread ofthe industrial revoli~tiol~ 
had made it nlore profitable for Great Britain and tlie other European powers to engage in legitimate 
trade with the African continent, as  opposed to the iilegitimate trade in Iiuman beings. The 
transforniatiori that tookplace fi-at71 the end of 1 8th Ce~iti~ry to the end ofthe 19tli Century entailed 
the gradual replacement of tlie slave trade with the p~lrcliase ofprima~y prodi~cts grown on Akican 
plantations. Indigenous to the region, the palm tree and the peallilt served as critical soilrces ofoil 
that lubricated tlie ~uachines of Europe's industrial revolution and served as the base of a variety of 
Europeal~ manufactured products, such as soup, candles, and butter. Cotton wasanother important 
primary product whose prod~~ction expanded in leaps and bo1111ds to satisfy the textile mills of 
Europe. European manufacturers also perceived the African conti~ierit as tlie marltet .for sales of 
inanufactured goods. Simply put, the Europeal~ industrial isttlio~~gl~t: "Why destroy Afiican ~narlcets 
by exporting slwe to plalltations in the Western He~nisphere wlieli we can better profit horn trade 
with Africans wlio work their plantations i l l  closer proxi~nity to Europe?" 

The shift to legitimate commerce througll the 19th Century was acco~npanied by tlie arrival of 
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steadily rising numbers of oflicial and non-official Europeans in Africa. T l ~ e  official E ~ w p e a n s  
were government civil servants who transformed early slave ports into administrative enclaves. In 
many cases these enclaves, more importantly the Cape oi'Good Hope, clianged Iiands as European 
powers rose and declined in influence. The enclavespri~iiasily served as stratcgic-diplomatic ontposts. 
The activities of local European officials ranged f'ron~ tlie nianagement o f  trade relations and  
coordination ofnaval visits to dealing wit11 tlie unexpected proble~ns conlionted by ~heircitizeris. In 
most cases, the enclave was the centrepiece of an emerging illformal ellipire: political-military and 
econolnic domination without the forlnal occupation and control usually associated with the 
establisliment of centralised government over a given territory. 

The most important pressures for further European expansion werc lbund among the nun-official 
Europeans. 111 tlie economic realm, private traders and entrepl.eneurs interested in gaining greater 
profits relenllessly pressi~rised their horne governments to extend the political-military reach ofthe 
enclaves into the interior. The E~~ropean traders wzre especially intorestcd in cutting out the Africa 
traders who controlled European access to tlie sources ~Slucrative trade beyond the coastal regions. 
Demands for political-militatyxpansion were also s i~p~~orted by thc n ~ ~ ~ n e r o u s  ~nissiona~y societies, 
such as the London Missionary Society, tliat established tlieni on tlie ASrican continent. Renownccl 
for establ ishing missionary outposts initially they were beyond the political-military reacli oftheir 
respective governments. ~iss ' ionaries demanding government protection during periods ofcivil 
ul~rest not s~~rprisingly received a sylnpatlzetic Iieasing bolll at home and in tlie imperial eliclaves. 

2.2.2 Colonisation 

The physical occupation oftlie African continent by the colonial powers was o.fen met with political 
and even arnied resistance From African kingdoms ancl ethnic groups. In the case oftlie Asante 
Empire, the troops first clashed with the British colonial a r n ~ y  i n  1823. In fact, they fo~ouglit a series 
of battles (1 826,1874, and 1896) that delayed tlie final subjugation oftlie Asante to British colonial 
rule until 1900. Three factors nonetlieless ensured [hat armed resistance by the Asante and other 
ethnic groups opposed to European colonial isln would itlti~n~ltely be i~nsuccessful, First, the European 
colo~iial powers,'regardless oftheir conflicts on the European continent, were ~liiitcd in their conquest 
ofthe African continent. Seco~id, the European armies euijoyed tecl~nological superiority. The gating 
gun, the precursor to present-day machine guns, was used to devastating effect against ~iulnerically 
superior African armies. Finally, the Europeans were able to exploit regiolial rivalries as part of  a 
conscio~is policy o.fdivide.and-conq~~er. In shol-t, European subj~~gat ion o f  a particular African 
kingdom was often advanced by seelting the short-term aid ofthat Itingdom's traditional African 
conipetitoc 

Except for the unique cases ofEt1iiopia and Liberia (a country settled by repatriated African slaves 
froni Alnericas) the scralnble for Afiica resulted in the iniposition of foreign colonial rule. By the 
beginning ofthe First World War, the African continent found itself divided into seven colonial 
empires varying in size, shape, arid geographical distribution. France and Britain maintained the 
most extensive colonial enipires. The British empire in pal-ticular was constructed along a north- 
south axis as part of an uiirealised British dream to construct a Cape-Cairo railroad network Iinlting 
South Afiica with Egypt, and also included significant Iioldings in West Africa,   no st notably Nigeria 
and Ghana. Belgi~i~ii and Portugal led the second-tier empires that were relativelysmc?ller than illat 
orthe French and the British. Belgiu~n and Portugal were restricted to two neighbo~~ring regions- 
Central Afsica for Belgium and Soutliern Afsica for Pol-tugal, Pot-tugal also ruled Guinea-~issau in 



West Africa and the island territories of Cape Verde and Sao Toliie and Principe. Germany was 
stripped of its geographically widespread colonies following her defeat in the First World Wac In an 
expel-iment at the launching ofthe League ofNations, the forerunner to the United Nations, each 
German colony was teniporarily transferred to another colonial power as a mandate territory pending 
transition to self-rule. 111 the case+ofItaly, its defeat i n  the Second World War ensured tlie loss of 
colonial holdings in Libya and ~ritrea.  The previously fascist Italian government was nonetheless 
"rewarded'Yor its final role in contributing to an Allied'victory in the Second World War with 
permission to oversee an UN-mandated trusteeship of (Italian) Somaliland during the 1950s. Spain 
maintained the smallest of the European empires, including control over the Moroccan coastal 
territories ofCeuta and MeIiIla (Spanish Sahara). 

2.2.3 Patterns of Colonisation 

British colonialism toolc on two specific for~ns. In those territories such as South Afiica and liliodesia 
(Zimbabwe), in which a significant white population had permanently settled and was administering 
the domestic affairs of tlie colonies, Britisli policy-makers envisaged granting some for111 of 
independent status to the state within the British Cornmonwealtli ofNations, following the models 
of Australia and New Zealand. Tliroughout tlie remainder ofATrica, British colonialis~n was based 
on the concept of indirect rule'. This concept was popularised by Lord Lugard, perhaps tlie most 
renowned of British colonial admjtiistrators, who ulti~nately co~~ceived ofBritish colonialisni as 
leading to independence under black lnajority ruled governments. Building upon tile assu~nption 
that it was neither ~ossible nor desirable to transform Africans inlo Englisli citize~is, British colonial 

/ ad~ninistraion sought to rule indirectly tliro~~gli existing traditional leaders. As a result, British coloninl 
administrators not only kept in place, but also in Inany cases strengthened a myriad of traditional 
fornis of leadership within their colonies. 

Fre~icli colonialism was based on a highly centralised forni ofdirect r ~ ~ l e  in which each colony was 
divided according to administrative sub-divisions. French officials directly administered at the highest 
levels, and Africans considered loyal to France were appointed to administer at tlie lower levels. 
The French ~xiodel of coloiiialistii was tile most far-reaching in that it was based on a policy of 
assiniilation. According to this concept, all African subjects c o ~ ~ l d  tlieoretically acliieve the statirs 
offull-fledged Frencli citizens ifthey fully ernbraced French culture, and in so doing fi~lfilled a 
variety of requirements, itlcludingachieving fluency in the Frencli language, converting to Cliristianity, 
obtaining at least a high scliook education, and beconling a properly owner. Several Africans, s ~ ~ c l i  
as Leopold Sedar Senghor, tlie first president of Senegal after independence, fi~lly embraced this 
policy to achieve tlie status ofevolue (literally, an  evolved or civilised person) and lead prestigious 
political careers both prior to and aAer independence oftlieir countries fioni Frencli coloninl r~lle. 
In reality, the policy ofassiniilatio~i was at best limited to a very small portion of the African elite 
who often found ~hemselves daug]1t between two worlds, one African and one French, in which 
their French co~npatriots would never truly accept them as equal citizens. 

The Belgian and Pol-tuguese colonial ~iiodels were siniilar to the Frencli ill their desire to create a 
class of evolucs (ussimilcrdos in Portuguese) that had adopted the major cultural traditions of 
Belgium and POI-tugal ~.espectively. UnliEte their Frencli counter pa^-ts, neither the Belgian cvolzces 
nor the Port~~guese assimilados were ever likely to wield political power, whether in tlie form of 
political i~icl~rsion (as in  an expanded French Republic) or i~lti~mate i~idepe~ldetxce (as envisioned 
under tlie British model). The Belgians deemed tlaeir approach "Scientific colonialism" in an effort 



to put the best public face on what in reality was an extremely despotic form of governallce 
designed to promote Belgian economic interest. The Portuguese were less concerned with such 
rationales, particularly after the 1928 emergence of a military dictatorship headed by Antonia de 
Oliveira Salazar. Si~nilar to tlie British encoul-agernent to white settlers, the Salazar dictatorship 
supported the ~nigration of Po

r

tuguese settler communities capable of administering the colonies on 
a permanent basis. 

2.3 COLONIAL LEGACIES (POLITICAL) 

2.3.1 Introduction of Nation-State System to Africa 

In terms ofworld history the period of direct colonial rule was relatively short in duration (1 884- 
1961); I~owever, for the vast majority ofAfiican nations it had a far-reaching impact on the don~estic 
and international politics. Tile tilost far-reaching political impact ofcolonialism was the imposition 
oftl~e European nation-state system onto the extre~nely rich and varied African political systems 
that existed during the pre-slave trade and pre-colonial independence era. The origins ofthe nation- 
state systenl lie in the 1648 Treaty of Westphalia, which ended the Thirty Years' War (1 61 8-48) in 
Europe. The Treaty marked the begillni~lg ofthe nation-state system. When this syste~n was grafted 
onto Africa, sovereignty remained in the hands oftlie occupying colonial powers. The application 
of this system to Afiica therefore entailed the sub-division of the entire continent into separate 
colonies with clearly defined boundaries and centralised political authorities. With any rare exceptions, 
the bo~lndaries of these colonid1 political unit became the basis for the contemporary political ]nap 
of Afi-ica. The imposition ofthe European n tion-state system created a series of artificial states 
that, imlike their corinterpasts in Eumpe, did \ I\ t evolve gradually according to the wishes of local 
Afiican peoples. European authorities constr~rcted them with little concern for local socio-economic 
or political-military conditions. Indeed, a fdvourite account of AFricanisb is the image oftwo European 
leaders resolving a colonial teiritorial dispute by standing over a lnap and drawingn new line wit11 
a ruler. As a result, the artificially created colonial territories bore little resemblance to tlie classic 
definition of a nation-state--one people or ethnic group (the nation) ruled by a Iegiti~itate centrill ised 
authority (the state). 

2.3.2 Creation of Divided byalties . 

The primaly long-ten11 problel* associated with the division d o n e  people among Inany states is the 
potential emergence of irredentism: the pdlitical des-ire 6f nationalists to rennite their separated 
peoples in one unified nation-state: 111 tj~e case of ~onialia, for example, isredentism anerged as the 
cornerstone of a Solnali llat,iona.list lnokg~<ent duiing the 195 O i ,  which cklled for redrawing of 
inherited colonial bdundaries intlle I'Iom ofhfiica. ~ ~ ~ n b o l i s e d  by the'five-pointed state &riblazoned 
on the national flag oFtheRepliblic of ~omal.ia, th[s ir~ebeitist.~uest envisioned the re-uliificntion of 
all five Som'ali t t r r i ' t ~ r i e s ~ t h i n ~ n e ~ a n ~ ~ o m a l i  state: The ~epubl ic  of Somalia qli-cadyiricluded 
two of the iel'riforieb (British Soinaliland.and Italia~~Somaliland), mid therefo1-e songht the "riturh" 
of Ethiopia's 0gadeli regidu, the Somali poi-tion of ~jibouti, and theNorthern Frontier District of 
~ e n ~ a .  ~ o m a i i  leaders ofthe irredentist movel,nent opted to seek reunification by force of anns. 
Yis a result, Solnali leaders funded guerrilla ins~ir~encies in Djibouti, Ethiopia, and Kenya during the 
,1960s, which led to the further deterioratiorl~of rilations between the Republic of Somalia and its 
neighbours. The ~ e ~ ~ i b l i c  of ~omalia  and Et11ioi)ia also fought a war (1 977-78) over the Ogaden 



region, wliicli becan~e internationalised due to the supes-power i~~volvement. I<egardless ofwhether 
one is sympatlietic to past Somali demands to redraw the inherited colonial boundaries ofthe IHom 
of Africa, or ultilnately accepts the extrenie methods of tnilitary force employed there, there is no 
doubt that the roots oftliese conflicts are at least partially tlie result of illogically drawn European 
colol~ial boundaries. 

2.4 COLBNIAL LEGACIES (SOCIAL) 

2.4.1 Collapse of Traditional Authority 

The social inlpact of colonialis~n was the dismantling of the traditional checks-and-balances that 
regulated political systern during the pre-colonial-independence era. Whereas traditional leaders 
a~lswered to the political norms and customs oftheir individual societiesand/or ethnic groups during 
the pre-colonial-independence era, the creation oftlie colonial state meant that the ultimate source 
ofpower became the Europea~i adn~inistrator. I11 most cases, the European administrator would 
appoint only those Africans as traditional rulers who pledged iitiswerving allegiance to the colonial 
power, Even under the British niodel of indirect rule, highly pop~llar tracjilional rulers who were kept 
it1 power by British colonial administrators ofie~i saw tlieir traditional power base deteriorate. Tensions 
frequently surfaced when the demands of British colonialis~n ran counter to the interests ofthe 
local popillation, and the local rulers had to choose between siding with his people and risking 
removal h n i  office and sidingwith the colonial authorities and maintaining Savour with the Europeans 
at the cost ofhis people. In Inany cases, even autl~oritarian Afiican leaders could count 011 remaining 
in power as long as they served tlie interests ofthe European colonial power. 'This model remained 
operative even after political independence of Akican cotlntries. 

2.4.2 Creation of Centralised Authoritarian System 

With the repudiation oftri bal authority, an authoritarian legacy tliat permeated all aspects oI'socio- 
political life was fostered. In anornlal ly f~tnctioning democracy, tlie relationship between the nation 
and tlie state is based on legitimacy. The prinlary objectives ofthe colonial nation-state, Iiowever, 
were to achieve and maintain European doniination. A coercive apparatus ofpolitical and nlilitary 
forces was therefore created in every colony with the intention of ensuring local co~npliance with 
colonial rules and regulations. Success was achieved through a conscious policy ofdivide-and-rule. 
Drawing upon the 111~1ltietlinic and sorneti~nes multiracial nature oftheir empires, the European 
powers wo~tld station troops from other ethnic or racial groilps within a given colony. Colonial 
admiliistrators so~ight to avoid the stationing of troops witliin tlieir colony of origin, and certainly 
avoided the stationing ofthese troops among their ethnic group ofbil-tli. The British were renowned 
for deploying troops fro111 South Asia and stationing them in tlieir Afiican colonies. The cornerstone 
of this practice was the expectation that troops with little or no ethnic attachment to the sub.jugated 
population wou Id have few reservations about talcing military action against that population..The 
same divide-and-rule logic was e~uployed when creating local police forces. The coercive nature 
of colonial police and military forces contributed to the creation of an authoritarian environnient 
that carried over into tlie contemporary independence era. The first generation ofAfrican elites, 
w1io were trained witliin this colonial system and who led their countries to iiidependence beginning 
in the late I950s, tended to create single-part political syste~nstliat banned political dissent. This 
authoritarian trend was lnatclied by an explosion ofmilitary coup d'ctar in the 1960s that replaced 
civilian regimes with a variety of mi Iitary fon i~s  of governance. 



The effect of colonialisn~ was inore detrimental to women than to Inen. In general, the role and 
status ofwornell deteriorated in the colonial period and continued to decline following independence. 
In pre-colonial Africa wolnen often Ilad effective control of econo~nic resources. As their ethnic 
groups were incorporated into a cash economy, they were disadvantaged in money or land and they 
lost their traditional rights. One ofthe two things happened-they were either excluded fkom areas 
of prod~tction in which they had previously been involved and relegated to the "domestic" sphere, 
orthe productive ectivities in which they continued to engage were altered and devalued in  a new 
context. 

2.5 COLONIAL LEGACIES (ECONOMIC) 

2.5.1 Liquidation of the Regional Economies 

The period oFdirect colonial rule also permanently altered the domestic and international econor~~ic 
relations of the African continent. 111 the afterr~~ath ofthe i~nposition of direct colonial rule, color.ial 
adtlliliistrators oversaw the destruction of regional eco~~omic ties thro~lgli the transformation of 
individual colonies into closed econolnic systelns. Colonial adtllinistrators sought to ensure that all 
econo~nic interaction \vithin a given elmpire toolc place exclusively between the European colo~lial 
power and its individual colonies. In the case of Gennan colony ofTogoland, for example, German 
colonial adlninistrators strove to eliminate cross-border trade wit11 the neighbouring British colony 
ofthe Gold Coast (Ghana) and the neiglibouring French colonies of Dahomey (Benin) and Upper 
Volta (Burlcina Faso), and instead fostered strong exclnsive econoniic ties with Germany. An impol-tant 
elelnent of the closecl econotnic model was the government's granting of trade monopolies to 
clial-tered cornparlies that often.assumed cornplete responsibility .for overseeing the socio-economic 
and pol itical-military transfornlation ofthe colony, at least until a "proper" state structure could be 
developed by color~ial adniinistrators. Themost important impact ofthese closed trading systems 
was that all regional trade, except that wl~ich toolc place within respective empires, was virtually 
destroyed-as illustrated by the decline ofthe trans-Saharan trade network. Regional trade that 
once crisscrossed the Sahara 'desert was gradually replaced, during the last quarter of the 19th 
Century by exter~lally oriented economies' shipping of products fs0111 the interior to the coastal 
regions, for eventual transhipment to Ellrope and other o~~tposts of the global European empires. 
As a result, the once vibrant outposts ofthe Sahara desert, SLICI I  as the fan;lmous city o f T i ~ i ~ b i ~ k t ~ ,  
wl~icl~ were bi~ilt L I ~ O I I  regional trade and eco~io~nic development, entered aperiod of severe socio- 
econo~nic decline. 

2.5.2 Fostering Export-Oriented, Mono-CropIMono-Mineral Economies 

The second econol~nic in~pact of European exploitation oFAli.ica was the transformation of itidivid~~al 
colonies into export-oriented econon~ies that, in the extreme, produced one primary product desired 
by the European colonial power. These so-called II~OIIO-crop or mono-tnit~eral econolnies were 
designed Lo serve as convenient and cheap sources of  raw materials for Ec~ropeall industry. Once 
developed, the colo~Iies were also.expect.ed to serve as markets for the sale of ~nan~~factured goods 
produced in Europe ancl other regions ofthe wiclely scattered European empires. The pro~~~ot ion  of 
these  non no-crop or mono-mineral colonial economies during the colonial era was not without high 
costs for the local Afiican popi~lsltions, and significantly hindered the long-ter1-11 econornic development 
ofthe African continent. Two trends in  pal-ticular det-t~onstrate that the peanut economy nurtured 



under French colonialism constituted at best a mixed blessing for Senegal's socio-economic 
developmel~t. First, an economy geared toward the prod~~ction o fa  prilna~y product is vulnerable to 
the unreliability of international prioes paid for that p rod~~c t .  The econornic history ofthe second 
half of the 20th Century clearly de~nonstrates that the prices for priniary product fluctuate 
dramatically, and in general have gradually declined relative to the costs of~i~anufactured products. 
A second important point revblves around tlie negative relationship between the promotion of 
primary productions and food production. Specifically, the creation of mono-crop and mono-mineral 
colonial econonlies were directly associated with a draniatic decline in the production oftraditiolial 
foodstuffs. This agricultural sl~ortcorning carried over into the contetnporary independence era as 
levels of food production declined relative to the needs ofthe growing population, contributing to 
malnutrition and chronic falnine conditions i n  vario~ls regions ofAfrica. One troubling consequence 
ofthis trend is that Africa was the only region of the world that suffered from a per capita decline 
in food production continuously. 

2.5.3 Asymmetrical lnfrastructural Development 

A third economic inipact of colonialisni was the perverse develop~nent ofinfiastr~~cture, such as 
railroadsand telecoriiliiu~iications, critical to econon~ic development. ,%ri a~iaiysis of tlie railroads 
sector oCers some tel I ing insights:Tl~e colonial railroads were designed to Iiaul primary products to 
the coast for eventual expost to Europe and other geographical regions o f t l ~ e  Europeaq enipires. 
The export-oriented nature of these ~aailroads is significant for two reasons. rirst, the design of. 
these transportation systems inkvitably hilldered regioiial development. In the case o f w k s i ~ f r i c a ,  
for example, a series of railroads designed with little consideration of its impact ~n*regional  . 
development siniply links the interior with tlie coastal regions. Dreams of linlcing these iailrq'ads,' 
even iftlie financial resources were available, are unlikely to be realised in the near.fut;lrk piitnaril3, 
due to the fact that each railway line was often built using a different rail gauge. ' , . . . 

The export-oriented railroad system a Iso fbstered the gmwth of other perverse forms of infrastrict~;ral 
development. For example, the primary reason why Baniako became the capital o f  ~ a l i w a ;  its 
strategic location at tlie end of Dakar-Bamako railway line. ~ndeed,  the inipot?anceof the riilroad 
as one ofthe cornerstones oftlie colonial econ~my ensured that rotids>eleplione links, and slnaller 
towns and cities would eventually be built along the maid rai~lway'line. The asitnmetrical 
infrastruct~~ral denlands oftlie colonial economy contributed to the uneven d e ~ e l o ~ r r i e n t ' ~ f t h e  
African colonies, prompting some colonial observers to speak of the creationof dual ecdnomies: 
tlie first revolving around a Ellropean-induced cash econo~ny and the second'revolving.~ro~~nd 
Afiican subsistence farming. The inherent inequality between these various ~ctorsposed.significant 
cllallenges to leaders of the independence era who were intent on prolnoting bro!dlyshired economic 
development. 

2.5.4 Monopolistic Economic Control 

The last but not the least economic impact of colonialisn~ was an authoritarian legacy that permeated 
all aspects of e c o ~ ~ o ~ n i c  life. The lnost nef'arious side of this legacy was the instit;ltion of forced 
Iabour to ensure that sufficient nuriiber of far~iiers and worlters were,avai~laljle,to ~iieet  the needs of 
the colonial economy, such as tending plantation crops, working at  the mines, and constr~~cting 
roads and rail-roads.Britai~iabolished forced labour in its colonies ill 1923, but retained another less 
intrusive-yel nonetheless autlioritarian-ele~nent ofthe colonial economy: niarkeling boards. This 
colonial eco~iomic institution, adopted in varying f o r ~ i ~ s  by a1 I colonial powers maintained l~ionopolistic 
controI. over the buying and selling of pri~nary products in each colony. Each year the board wo~lld 



determine a set price to be paid to fastness for a specific amount ofa product. Lacking alternatives, 
the farmers had no choice but to sell their goods thro~rgh the colonial marketing boards. The most 
apparent inj~lstice of this econo~nic relationship was the marketing board practice of purcllasing 
products at prices well below that ofthe international market. In turn the marketing boards would 
then szll the product at a handsome profit for the colonial authority. Although the most coercive 
elelnents of the colonial economy, such as forced labour were eventually abolished, the coercive 
role ofthe state in the economic arena carried over into the post-independence era. During the first 
three decades of this era, the lnajority of African policy makers oversaw the strengthening of state 
involvelnent in  the economy. An inlportant element of state economic involvelnent was the creation 
and rapid expansion of government owned or government controlled corporations (known as 
'parastatals') in all sectors of the economy, especially telecolnmunications, energy, and transportation. 
Corruption and inefficient nature ofthese corporations contributed i l l  the 1980s to what is now 
colnmonly referred to as the "crisis ofthe African stateJ'; the increasing inability ofthe independent 
successors ofthe colonial state to respond to the day-to-day needs of African populations. 

2.6 SUMMARY 

The scramble for Africa brought in several different colonial powers to rule Africa. Though the 
colonial rule, in  the truest sense ofthe terrn, was for a brief period, the informal colonisation 
process ofAfrica goes baclc to the days of slave trade. As there were several imperial powers, the 
colonial legacies also varied depending on the area oftheir rille. That is why generalisations regarding 
colonial legacies would be little difficult. I-Iowever, one can infer that econolnies ofthe African 
states were I ~ g e l y  developed in tune with the needs ofthe respectivc impel-ial powers. Primary 
products, whether cash crops such as cocoa and coffee or n~inerals such as  copper and bauxite, 
wereexposted to European markets in unfinished and unrefined fonn. In return, the African countries 
imported lnanufactured goods fiom the mother country. Colonisatiot~ of Africa provided an easy 
access to the richly endowed raw materials and natural resources for the industries ofthe imperial 
powers wit11 cheap labour available at the local level. Furtl~ermore, the continent of'Afiica provided 
a vast marlcet for the finished products oftlie ilnpcrial industries. As a result the post-independent 
African economics remained volatile to the inflationary pressures of the European domestic 
econolnies. The econon~ic linkages wit11 mother imperial economies were so entrenched that political 
independence did not herald in economic independence of Africa. The post-independent African 
econori~ies slipped into the web ofaNeo-colonialism". The level of industrialisation was low in 
colonial Africa. The level ofresearcl~ and developrnelit was non-existent, Independence generated 
heightened expectations on t l~e Afiican state. The political leaders ofthe newly emerging independent 
African state inherited dependent econolnies that were still entangled with the former colonial 
powers by internationally established patterns oftrade and by ~liembersl~ip of European currency 
blocs. Rising denla~ids on the African state and the failure ofthe political leadership to deliver 
goods and services to the large segment of the African people created hindrances in the process of 
nation building. The mil itmy coilps and attempts to ovel-tlirow civilian segime and the present economic 
crisis are, ifnot solely, the contrib~~tion oi'the colonial legacies. 
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2.7 EXERCISES 

1 )  bescribe the process ofcolonisation of ~ r r i c a .  

2) What were the political and social eft'ects ofcolonialism in Africa? 

3) Direct colonial rule altered the domestic and international economic relations ofthe Africaq 
continent. Explain. 


