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The world does not radically reinvent itself on a continuous basis. It evolves. There
are no total revolutions where all that has gone before is laid to rest, and a new polity
is born enjoying a completely clean slate. Traditions, customs, institutions and social
relationships will survive and adapt from one era to another.
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This is why the study of history is so useful to the political scientist. A scholar
who wishes to understand the present must know something of the past. Some would
say, for example, that modern French politics are still steeped in a republican tradition
that stretches all the way back to the revolution of 1789. Similarly, those interested
in the contemporary politics of the United States would be wise to familiarise them-
selves with the ideas of that country’s ‘founding fathers’. The same goes for Africa.
As will be seen, there are lines of continuity that run from the pre-colonial period,
through the colonial era, right into the modern age.

This chapter searches out the continent’s historical trajectories. What in Africa’s
past still has an impact on the politics of the continent today? First, influences that
have their roots in the pre-colonial era will be acknowledged. Issues of ‘porous states’
and lineage are identified. The chapter then goes on to explore Africa’s colonial
inheritance. An investigation of this later historical period highlights influences such
as arbitrary boundaries, detached political institutions, and externally facing
economies. Whether pre-colonial or colonial in origin all these factors are legacies that
modern African states and actors have to accommodate. They thus serve as an
excellent introduction to contemporary African politics.

n THE PRE-COLONIAL INHERITANCE

The majority of historians studying Africa have concentrated on the colonial era.
They concern themselves with the ‘European’ impact on Africa. These scholars have
produced much enlightening work, but their collective yield falls far short of revealing
the continent’s complete historical trajectory. This is bound to be the case given
formal European rule usually represented just 70 or 80 years out of centuries of
African history. Humanity, after all, originated in Africa some two to three million
years ago. Before investigating the colonial legacy, therefore, it would be wise first to
consider what modern Africa has inherited from this earlier, pre-colonial period.

Pre-colonial Africa was as varied as the continent itself. Different circumstances
produced different societies with different traditions, customs and politics, and these
societies rose, fell and adapted as the centuries passed. Despite this variety, it is
possible to divide political organisation amongst these communities into two broad
categories: states and stateless societies.

Low population densities, and the production of relatively small economic
surpluses, hindered the formation of states in many parts of pre-colonial Africa. This
was particularly the case in central and southern regions of the continent. These
stateless societies, however, did not lack political organisation. Westerners, steeped
as they are in state traditions, often regard the lack of state institutions as a sign of
backwardness. This simply was not the case. The political systems that these stateless
societies developed were well adapted to the environment they served. Considerable
evidence of sophisticated forms of representation, justice and accountability among
these communities has been unearthed. In many cases, confederations of villages
provided security and a community for many thousands of Africans.

Several of these larger stateless societies developed institutions and hierarchies that
evolved, over time, into states (see Map 2.1). This occurred most commonly, though
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certainly not exclusively, in West Africa. The stimulus for state formation was often
the production of an economic surplus. This wealth enabled communities to sustain
leadership groups, as well as administrative structures to support these governors. The
states of Ghana and Mali, for example, were built on the profits from trans-Saharan
trade. Further east, it was agricultural surpluses, from the fertile lands of the Nile River
and the central Great Lakes, which helped establish ancient Egypt and the kingdom
of Buganda. Elsewhere, the empires of Ashanti and Benin were founded on mining
and metalwork skills. States could also be built around monarchical authority,
religious affiliation or, in the case of the Zulu nation, military prowess.

Some of these grand civilisations were in advance, technically and socially, of their
European contemporaries, but the fascinating details of these states, given the
particular focus of this book, will have to be left to the historians. The task of this
chapter is to extract relevant aspects of history that help to explain African politics
today. The factors of continuity that stand out from this pre-colonial era, in this
respect, are the issues of non-hegemonic states and lineage.

Non-hegemonic states

Even when state formation did take place in pre-colonial Africa, the result was very
different from what defines a state today. Permanent, precisely delineated boundaries,
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were rare. Power broadcast from the centre of a kingdom would dissipate the further a
village was from the capital, and would ebb and flow according to the fortunes of the
central administration. Indeed, there could even be an overlapping of authority, with
a community owing degrees of allegiance to more than one political leader. This was
very different from the European states of the same time, where governments sought
to be the sole source of political authority within rigidly defined sovereign territories.
Consequently, European wars have largely been about securing or expanding borders.
By contrast, inter-community conflict in Africa, given the abundance of land, was not
about borders; it was more often about winning booty: gold, slaves and cattle.

The ready availability of land also reduced internal conflict within pre-colonial
African societies. If parts of a community wished to escape a certain political
authority, they simply occupied land further away from the centre. It was easier to
escape political opponents rather than fight them. As a result there has been a long
tradition of population flow in Africa, with groups of people creating new polities,
moving their community, or choosing to join other states.1

The absence of defined state borders, the free movement of people, and the fact
that pre-colonial African governments broadcast power only over a limited range has
led some scholars to label these states ‘non-hegemonic’. Simply put, pre-colonial states
were not designed to be all-powerful political entities, monopolising politics within
a given territory. In the next section, the argument will return to this idea of the non-
hegemonic state, to see how it was reinforced by the nature of colonial rule. Similarly,
in Chapter 10, this idea is used to explain why some contemporary African states
collapsed in the 1990s and early twenty-first century.

Lineage

Our second pre-colonial historical trajectory is that of ‘kinship’. This is the idea of the
extended family. A lineage kinship group can theoretically trace its past back to the same
ancestor, and these bonds of origin bind communities together. Consequently, ancestor
worship is at the heart of many African spiritualist traditions. In reality, actual
genealogical links are sometimes tenuous, with membership of the group usually being
flexible. Outsiders may be brought into the clan, individuals will marry into families
of different lineages, and groups as a whole interlink and disperse over time (commonly
as a result of migration or war). Even the most instrumental lineage associations,
however, construct powerful social bonds. As a member of the group, individuals will
obey life-determining customs regarding marriage, inheritance, justice and the
allocation of land. This gives the leader of a clan, village or ethnic group a great deal of
political power. Lineage groups, in return, provide solidarity, offering security and
welfare to their members. There is thus a reciprocal relationship between those who
respect the authority of ethnic leaders and the chiefs who are obliged to look after their
followers. Even today this results in Africans seeing themselves more as members of a
community, rather than adopting the degrees of individuality widespread in the West.

Chapter 3, tracing the historical trajectory of these pre-colonial lineages, explores
how this sense of community influenced the state ideologies of post-colonial Africa
(notably ‘African socialism’). Following this, Chapter 4 investigates just how these
powerful ethnic ties helped shape political exchange in the modern era.
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n THE COLONIAL INHERITANCE

Africa did not evolve in isolation prior to European colonisation. The continent, like
other parts of the world, had to adapt to invasions and imperial rule as history
unfolded. Just as Britain experienced eras dominated by Roman and Norman
occupation, North Africa played host to Persian, Greek, Roman and Ottoman
empires over time. Africa was also subject to religious influences. Islam spread across
the North, reaching the Atlantic Ocean in the first years of the eighth century, while
Christianity had gained a permanent foothold in Ethiopia in the fourth century.
Further south, to some extent, the barrier of the Sahara desert limited cultural
exchange between the rest of the world and tropical Africa, but sub-Saharan Africans,
by the fifteenth century, had built strong land and maritime trading links with both
Arabs and Europeans. The whole continent, in this respect, participated in the
international economy prior to colonialism.

In 1415, the Portuguese established a garrison on Africa’s Mediterranean coast at
Ceuta. They then went on to build a number of trading posts on both the west and
east coasts of the continent. Later, in 1652, the Dutch established Cape Town on
the southern tip of Africa, which under British control developed into modern-day
South Africa. By the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, numerous trading posts
could be found along Africa’s coastline, with Europeans busy buying gold, ivory and
slaves, amongst other products. Christian missionaries were also establishing them-
selves on the continent by this time. All this was achieved without direct colonisation.
This situation was to change dramatically, however, in the second half of the nine-
teenth century.

Again, it is best to leave the details and motivations behind the ‘scramble for Africa’
to the historians, but the results of this imperial competition are obvious.2 Whether
it was for economic, strategic or cultural reasons, agreements ratified at the 1884–85
Berlin Conference (and after) saw Africa carved up between the European powers.
Only the empire of Ethiopia and the territory of Liberia (a country established for
freed slaves) escaped this partition.

France favoured North, West and Central Africa; Britain claimed great chunks of
West, East, Central and Southern Africa; Portugal took the territories of Angola,
Mozambique and Guinea-Bissau; King Léopold of Belgium was awarded the Congo;
Italy established control in Libya, Eritrea and part of Somalia; Spain did likewise in
north Morocco, the Spanish Sahara and Spanish Guinea; while Germany gained areas
in the south-west and the east of the continent, as well as the Cameroons and
Togoland. Germany, however, was to lose these possessions as a consequence of its
defeat in the First World War (the League of Nations distributing these territories
among the other colonial powers; see Map 2.2).

This colonial era may have been relatively short in duration (in most cases from
the 1880s or 1890s through to the 1960s), but its impact on the subsequent political
environment was considerable. Once more, lines of continuity can be traced between
the past and the present. Seven elements within this colonial inheritance of particular
importance (summarised in Table 2.1) are: the incorporation of Africa into the
international modern state structure; the imposition of arbitrary boundaries; the
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reinforcement of the non-hegemonic state; the weak link between state and civil
society; the promotion of an African state elite; the building of specialist export
economies; and the absence of strong political institutions. Each of these elements
will now be examined in turn.

Modern states

The most obvious legacy of colonial rule was the division of Africa into modern states.
European rule resulted in Africa being fully integrated within the international jigsaw
puzzle of sovereign territories. This meant that worldwide (Antarctica excepted),
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states now accounted for the entire land surface of the globe. All of these had clearly
delineated and fixed boundaries, and all legal political interaction was now channelled
through, or at least held accountable to, state institutions.

As already indicated, pre-colonial Africa hosted many stateless societies, and even
where there were states, these were considerably less well defined than their modern
descendants. In this respect, few Africans had previously experienced the reality of the
modern state. The post-colonial consequences of being incorporated into this
international political system feature prominently in all the chapters of this book.

Arbitrary boundaries

The imperial powers’ imposition of state borders on African territory had major
ramifications. The problem lies with the fact that, when they were delineated, these
state boundaries rarely matched existing pre-colonial political, social or economic
divisions. They were ‘arbitrary’. Not arbitrary in the sense of random, but arbitrary
because they reflected the short-term strategic and economic interests of the imperial
powers, and not the interests of the Africans they housed.3

A quick glance at the contemporary map of Africa, for example, clearly shows an
external, rather than an internal, logic to the units chosen. Many of the boundaries
are ruler-straight, following lines of longitude and latitude. Historically determined
political divisions, such as the state borders of Europe, don’t do this. Other oddities
also stick out. Why was German South West Africa (Namibia), for example, awarded
a narrow tract of land (the Caprivi Strip) to its north-east; and why does West Africa
host the tiny state of The Gambia? In the first instance, Namibia’s odd shape was
created by the strategic requirements of Germany’s foreign minister, Count von
Caprivi. He insisted that this territory should have access to the Zambezi River, in
order to deploy a gunboat. The second case arose because British commercial interests
had established a trading post at the mouth of the River Gambia. Despite French
cajoling, the British government refused to give up this territory. Consequently, The
Gambia is a micro-state, no more than 50 kilometres wide at any one point, and
entirely engulfed by Senegal (except for its short coastline).

Then there is the curiosity of Cabinda. This oil-rich enclave is part of Angola.
Yet, the Democratic Republic of the Congo separates it from greater Angola. This is
because King Léopold of Belgium insisted that his African kingdom should adjoin
the Atlantic Ocean. Again, it is important to stress that if African state borders had
reflected ‘natural’ social and economic divisions, rather than having been imposed
arbitrarily and virtually overnight, then these, and other, anomalies would not have
become a reality on the modern map of Africa. As the British prime minister of the
day, Lord Salisbury, quipped at an 1890 Anglo-French conference: ‘we have been
engaged in drawing lines upon maps where no white man’s foot ever trod; we have
been giving away mountains and rivers and lakes to each other, only hindered by the
small impediment that we never knew exactly where the mountains and rivers and
lakes were.’4 Salisbury’s after-dinner joke loses some of its humour when put into
the context of the problems that these ‘arbitrary’ borders created for post-colonial
governments.
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Many of these borders do not make economic sense. As well as the initial dis-
ruption to lines of communication and trade, colonial boundaries also created longer-
term problems for African states. Decisions made in the capitals of Europe in the
late eighteenth century, for example, have resulted in 14 African countries being
landlocked. In terms of trade, this puts a state at a significant disadvantage. They have
to rely on their neighbours’ willingness and ability to transport the bulk of their
imports and exports. No other continent is home to so many landlocked states.

Imperially imposed borders also left several states without significant resources
from which to build their economies. Whether this be a shortage of agricultural land,
minerals, other raw materials or people, no country can secure its future without an
economic foundation. Polities that grow into states ‘organically’ do this precisely
because they can command such resources. There was no such imperative in the
formation of African states. Niger, for example, has little land within its borders
suitable for agriculture, and only minor mineral deposits. Consequently this state,
like many others on the continent, struggled to prosper after independence. Borders
agreed at the Berlin conference simply ignored economic imperatives. It is only
belatedly that the discovery of oil deposits within the Sahara region has made Niger,
Chad and the Sudan more rational states in terms of their economies.

Alongside economic obstacles, Africa’s artificial boundaries have also precipitated
political and social problems. Colonial borders ran through existing political and 
social units, resulting in many communities finding themselves split between different
states. Some pre-colonial political entities did survive. Rwanda, Burundi, Lesotho 
and Swaziland have boundaries acknowledging pre-colonial realities, but such 
an acknowledgement was rare. Imperial partition scattered the Somali people, for
example, among five sovereign states. Fellow Somalis were now to be found in British
Somaliland, Italian Somaliland, French Somaliland, Ethiopia and Kenya. Similarly, the
present-day borders of Burkina Faso cut across the traditional territory of 21 cultural
and linguistic groups.5 In this sense, colonial rule ‘dehumanised’ Africa’s borders.6

This failure of the imposed boundaries to recognise existing divisions was at the
root of two major problems for post-colonial governments. First, there was the
possibility of irredentism. Irredentism is the desire to unite under one flag a community
that is currently divided. If a pre-colonial political unit found itself split between two
states, then there was always a danger that, after independence, violence would be
used to reunite this community. Somalia unsuccessfully went to war with Ethiopia
in the 1970s, for example, to try to win the Ogaden, an area populated by ethnic
Somalis. The government in Mogadishu wanted to house all the Somali people within
the boundaries of just one sovereign state.

The second potential problem is the possibility of internal ethnic conflict within
a state. Imperial boundaries not only split social groups, they also caged them together
within these new nation-states. There are over 200 ethnic groups residing within the
boundaries of Tanzania, for instance. Post-colonial states were thus forced to find
institutions and political procedures that ensured that any conflict among their
socially divided populations could be resolved peacefully. Just how successful govern-
ments have been at managing the legacies of these arbitrary boundaries is the focus
of Chapters 3 and 4, which respectively examine nationalism and ethnicity in post-
colonial Africa.
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Reinforcing the non-hegemonic state

As well as producing arbitrary boundaries, European colonialism also reinforced the
non-hegemonic nature of the African state. Only in South Africa, Southern Rhodesia,
Kenya, South West Africa and Algeria were there pretensions of building a modern
state, with each of these territories receiving significant numbers of white settlers. In
the rest of the continent, the imperial powers had only limited goals. There was no
desire to invest resources to ensure the state could project its authority into every
corner of the new colonies. Instead, they only concentrated on economically pro-
ductive or strategically important regions. A minimal infrastructure was built, backed
by a ‘thin white line’ of administrators and troops, but the imperial governments were
not prepared to implement the theories of the ‘civilising mission’ and ‘assimilation’.
This was colonialism on the cheap. No wholesale economic or political development
was planned for the colonies. As such, despite the massive impact this period of
European colonialism would have on African political development, the actual
penetrative capacity of the state was relatively weak. This lack of state capacity, as it
will be seen in Chapters 6 and 10, was a legacy that post-colonial governments had
difficulty overcoming.

Weak links between state and civil society

A natural consequence of this lack of state penetration was that independent Africa
also inherited weak links between state and society. Colonial political authority had
been gained on the continent through conquest, and political institutions imposed.
Coercion acted as a substitute for legitimacy. The state, in this sense, never rested on
a social contract between government and people. Indeed, colonial administrators
were not even accountable to the Africans they ruled. Instead, they obeyed orders
emanating from their superiors back in the capitals of Europe. Government was
therefore about maintaining order, balancing budgets and overseeing the extraction
of raw materials for export. It was never about the provision of public services for
citizens. This is why Crawford Young describes the African colonial state as ‘alien to
its core’.7

By comparison, stronger links between state and society developed more
organically within the modern European state. Here, the state had both grown out
of, and been shaped by, its own society. Over centuries, elements of civil society had
competed with monarchs and emperors, resulting in first the middle class, and then
the working class, gaining empowerment. Each group eventually succeeded in
shaping state institutions to reflect their demands. Today, notions of democracy
underpin this relationship between state and society, and a complex provision of
public services has resulted.

This contrasts strongly with Africa, where the modern state arrived almost
overnight, and its nature owed little to existing indigenous civil society. Africans were
simply left out of any representative relationship between government and people.
Consequently, trust and shared political values never developed between the rulers
and the ruled. State institutions never sought or gained the respect of the people.
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This was a situation that did not bode well for a successful interaction between
the state and society in post-colonial Africa. Chapter 6 will show how the independent
governments followed the example of their imperial forebears, also restricting political
activity within civil society. Legitimacy continued to be substituted by coercion.
Chapter 10 examines this state/civil society relationship from a different angle. It
explores how, during the 1980s and 1990s, civil society took its ‘revenge’ by dis-
engaging from these authoritarian and exploitative states.

The formation of state elites

Although, by and large, colonial states were content to distance themselves from their
African subjects, some contact was needed. After all, the ‘thin white lines’ of imperial
administrators could not keep the state going all by themselves.8 A number of Africans
were required to sustain the imperial administration’s authority over the masses. This
led to the creation of small indigenous elites within the colonies. These elites, having
benefited from their access to state institutions, would then go on to fight the
liberation campaigns, and form the first governments after independence.

Initially, colonial administrators selected traditional leaders to be the intermediaries
of imperialism. Chiefs or monarchs, who already commanded authority among their
people, were charged with raising taxes, supplying labour and ensuring that colonial
laws and regulations were respected. In return, these intermediaries could expect the
power of the state to back their leadership, with considerable benefits in terms of
‘tribute’. Administrators, for example, fully expected chiefs to take a percentage of the
tax revenue they raised or the fines they imposed. These traditional leaders were also
left to run their jurisdiction largely as they saw fit, as long as colonial interests were
not compromised. This method of ‘indirect rule’ was, again, colonialism on the cheap.

The state elite was not just composed of traditional leaders, however. As time
progressed, a younger African elite began to emerge. These individuals also gained
their position from their proximity to state power, but their source of social mobility
was not necessarily traditional authority. The main currency was education. Access
to an education (usually from a mission school) brought access to the state. This
‘proto-elite’ was often employed in the lower ranks of the government, as clerks,
teachers or court interpreters, or became professionals such as lawyers and doctors.
As such, they received relative prosperity from their salary, and they engaged in the
‘Western’ society of the towns and cities. Towards the end of colonial rule, most
colonial governments attempted to ‘Africanise’ their civil service. As a consequence,
the numbers of this bureaucratic class swelled, as did the numbers of professionals
employed by the state.

In effect, imperial rule had created its own executioners. By the 1950s, the forces
of nationalism were challenging nearly all the colonial states, and these movements
were led by those who had prospered most under colonial rule. Nationalist politics
flourished among the educated urban elite. To take the example of the Uganda
National Congress, its Central Committee consisted in 1952 of five shopkeepers, four
journalists, three full-time politicians, two clerks, two lawyers, two schoolteachers,
and a student studying abroad.9
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Nationalism certainly had considerable support among the peasantry in the
countryside, but it was not a case of society, as a whole, demanding independence.
Instead, it was about the colonial governments handing over power to African
educated elites. The very element of African society that had been most closely
associated with the colonial state ousted its former employers. The clerks, teachers
and lawyers captured state institutions for themselves. Chapter 5, investigating 
social class within African politics, assesses the consequences of this elite inheriting
the state.

The economic inheritance

Of all the elements of Africa’s colonial inheritance, it has been the economic legacy
that has been most widely debated among Africanists. This is because the most
obvious feature of modern African history has been the continent’s poor economic
performance. Ignoring widely supported contemporary predictions, economies
simply failed to ‘take off ‘ after independence. In several cases, despite economic
development being the priority of governments, African states were worse off at the
end of the twentieth century than they were during the 1960s at decolonisation.

A dominant school of thought, at its height in the 1970s and early 1980s, directly
blamed the colonial inheritance for this lack of development. Its followers maintained
that the continent had been systematically underdeveloped by imperial interests, and
this now left the new independent states in a highly vulnerable ‘dependent’ position.
As such, colonial administrators had failed to provide Africa with the basic economic
foundations governments now needed if their countries were to flourish.

The arguments of the underdevelopment school are well worth investigating. They
clearly reveal present-day structural problems that can be attributed to colonial 
rule. More recent academic work, however, broadens the blame for this economic
failure. Although Africans were certainly exploited in the past, and left with relatively
weak economies at independence, this position was not insurmountable, and
economic failure was not inevitable. Just as much as their imperial predecessors,
policies and practices adopted by governments in the post-colonial period have also
contributed to Africa’s economic malaise.

Central to the idea of underdevelopment is the premise that all states operate in
a single, global system. This has increasingly been the case over the last four centuries,
with capitalism gradually coming to influence all societies around the world as the
dominant method of economic exchange and production. Not all states are equal
within this single international system, however. They are divided into two groups.
There are those developed states at the centre or core (Western countries), and the
less-developed countries on the periphery (largely the Third World).

The differences in wealth between core and periphery have not resulted from the
West and the Third World embarking on two historically different economic paths.
They are the product of the same process, with the core developing at the periphery’s
expense. The prosperity the West enjoys today has been founded on exploitation 
of the periphery’s resources. Development and underdevelopment, therefore, are 
two sides of the same coin. Economic activity, which could have helped African
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economies, has instead advanced the position of the West. Imperial rule was the
formal political authority that underwrote this process of exploitation.

Numerous examples of underdevelopment have been put forward in support of
this thesis. The more convincing of these included the exploitation of labour, the
drain of capital from the periphery to the core states, and the failure of colonial states
to diversify local economies.

Examining the issue of labour exploitation first, the West began to take advantage
of African workers even before formal colonial rule was established. The Atlantic slave
trade transported up to 15 million people from Africa to work on the plantations of
the Caribbean and the Americas, and more died in the process of capture, or during
transit. Portuguese and Arab merchants organised a similar trade in human beings
from the east coast of the continent. The results were far reaching. Populations in parts
of Africa were devastated. Also destroyed were local political and social formations.
People whose labour could have advanced the development of African economies and
societies were, instead, forced to contribute to capital accumulation elsewhere.
Europeans (and Arabs) had underdeveloped Africa by literally stealing its labour force.

Exploitation of labour also continued into the formal colonial era. Once imperial
authorities realised that the bulk of Africa (South Africa excluded) was not going to
be a new Eldorado, as gold-rich South America had been for the Spanish empire,
they set about exploiting other resources that could be found on the continent.
African labour was an obvious target. Colonial laws and tax systems were devised to
force peasants from their subsistence farming, pushing them into employment in
mines, on the commercial plantations, or growing cash crops to be exported to the
West. The colonial authorities, however, did not pay African labour the wages enjoyed
by European workers. Even taking into account the vast gap in standards of living,
a worker on the African continent was still paid below the level of his or her sub-
sistence needs. This forced workers to supplement their cash income from sources
elsewhere (usually additional subsistence farming). In parts of Africa, if a labour force
could not be raised voluntarily, forced labour was introduced. Africans in the Congo
and Mozambique, for example, were legally compelled to work for the state for part
of the year, or face prosecution. Had African workers been paid more for their labour
during the colonial era, enough capital may have been accumulated locally to ensure
that post-colonial governments inherited a much healthier economic situation.

Underdevelopment also resulted from the export of surplus. Instead of African
economies benefiting from new economic activity on the continent, raw materials
extracted and profits raised by African labour were simply whisked away from the
periphery in order to develop the economies of the West. For economic advancement
to occur anywhere in the world not only does a surplus have to be produced, it also
has to be used productively. Reinvestment of profits into the economies of Africa
could have stimulated growth locally. Instead, the West expropriated this surplus for
its own use. It is no coincidence that the economies of the core expanded at a
previously unprecedented rate during the years of colonialism.

Underdevelopment also stunted African advancement by only developing primary
production on the continent (mining and agriculture). Colonial rule ensured that
peripheral economies became predominantly export economies (minerals, coffee, tea,
cocoa, vegetable oil, groundnuts, cotton, sisal, etc.). As a result, at independence,
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many African states were faced with the problem of a ‘monocrop’ economy. In
Zambia, for example, the economy is overwhelmingly dominated by copper
extraction, while in Ghana it is cocoa production. If the price of this commodity
falls on the world market, then there is no other economic sector that the country
can fall back on. A balance of payments crisis ensues. If the colonial authorities had
developed economic sectors such as food production and secondary manufacturing
industry, then post-colonial African economies would have been less specialised, and
consequently less vulnerable. Imperial administrators, however, were only concerned
about the needs of Western industry (the demand for raw materials). They had no
interest in building strong integrated economies in the periphery.

The external imperatives of African economies are also very apparent with respect
to investments that the colonial authorities did make in their territories. Transport
infrastructure, for instance, only revolved around moving goods from the point of
extraction to a port (allowing export to the West). By comparison, few lines of
communication were built to enhance internal or regional trading links. This is why
African commerce today remains more engaged with Western, rather than local,
markets. The Côte d’Ivoire (Ivory Coast), for example, trades more with France than
it does with its neighbour, Ghana.

Similarly, little investment was made in African human resources. As David Lamb
observes, after 300 years of Portuguese rule in Guinea-Bissau, imperialism left just
14 university graduates, an illiteracy rate of 97 per cent, only 265 miles of paved road,
and a single factory (a brewery that served the Portuguese troops).10 A greater
proportion of the profits generated in Africa, reinvested locally, would have produced
a much healthier economic inheritance for post-colonial African governments.

More recent academic thought, however, considers the underdevelopment thesis
too polemic. Although most scholars agree that exploitation and expropriation held
back potential African development to a degree, they argue that the colonial economic
experience was not entirely negative for Third World countries. The African continent
prior to imperial rule, for example, was not on the brink of economic ‘take-off ’.
Population densities were relatively stable, and there were no major technological
breakthroughs imminent. The plough and the wheel were not utilised, wind and
water power remained largely absent, nor was irrigation extensive. Indeed, Bill Warren
argues that colonialism, as the pioneer of capitalism, was necessary to close the
development gap between the West and the Third World.11 Imperial rule may have
brought great hardship to Africa, but it also brought improved economic techniques,
better health and wider experience of education to the continent. Warren argues that,
in this respect, there is no better indicator of development than infant mortality 
rates and life expectancy. Both of these improved dramatically under colonialism.
Smallpox, diphtheria and tuberculosis were reduced considerably with Western
medicines, and better health enhanced productive forces across the entire continent.

Similarly, it could be argued that, although the imperial authorities only really
concentrated on developing the primary sector within their colonies, at least this was
one area of the economy that had the potential to provide a platform for later
diversification. Zimbabwe, for example, was left with coal mines to produce power
for any post-independence industrial development, while Algeria had a small steel
industry to build upon.

H I S T O R Y

20Thomson, Alex. An Introduction to African Politics, Taylor & Francis Group, 2010. ProQuest Ebook Central,
         http://ebookcentral.proquest.com/lib/unisa1-ebooks/detail.action?docID=537906.
Created from unisa1-ebooks on 2018-08-11 09:47:45.

C
op

yr
ig

ht
 ©

 2
01

0.
 T

ay
lo

r &
 F

ra
nc

is
 G

ro
up

. A
ll 

rig
ht

s 
re

se
rv

ed
.



How, then, should one judge Africa’s economic inheritance? Did colonial exploita-
tion destroy Africa’s potential, or did minor (admittedly self-interested) investments
leave these territories with at least the substructure of a modern economy? Well, there
is no doubt that the imperial powers extracted a great deal of wealth from their
colonial possessions via labour exploitation, and raw material and profit export. This
capital could have been used to benefit Africa rather than the West, and may have
resulted in a more prosperous continent today. The colonial era did, however, leave
Africa with economic foundations based on the primary sector. These economies may
not have been particularly diverse, but nor were they condemned to permanent
poverty as some underdevelopment theorists have suggested. Political independence
brought at least the potential for more rapid economic growth. The flow of profit
export to the core could now be stemmed by political means, and the capital
reinvested locally. The successful diversification of several ex-colonial economies in
the Far East (the Asian ‘Tiger’ economies) would seem to support this view. The
book returns to these issues of underdevelopment (and charges of continued exploita-
tion in the post-colonial era) in Chapter 8.

Weak political institutions

The final element of Africa’s colonial inheritance to be examined are the weak political
institutions left by the imperial powers. As decolonisation approached, nationalist
movements began to mobilise, leading the colonial authorities to look for ways of
transferring power to indigenous governments. In the majority of cases, negotiation
proved to be the key to independence.12 The result of this negotiation was usually
the (eventual) agreement of the imperial authorities to oversee multi-party elections,
with the victor of this poll taking up the reins of power under a new independence
constitution. All these constitutions guaranteed pluralist democracy and the rule 
of law.

This was the ultimate irony of colonial rule. Imperial powers sought to leave a
legacy of constitutional liberal democracy. These were the liberties and political
representation that imperial administrators had consciously withheld from Africans
during their own rule. Colonial structures were about control and expropriation at
the lowest possible cost. Imperialism did not have as its goal the creation of legal-
rational institutions on foreign soil. In this respect, colonial states had been highly
bureaucratic and authoritarian. They never sought legitimacy from their subjects;
they were highly interventionist; they had few pretensions about representing the
views of their subjects; and they ruled through domination, supported by coercion.
The political culture that these realities underpinned was hardly an appropriate
midwife to oversee the birth of new liberal democratic states. Indeed, despite the
last-minute installation of democratic trappings, many of the elements of the colonial
authoritarianism listed above would simply resurface in the post-colonial era.
Bureaucratic authoritarianism would be the true institutional legacy left to the former
colonies, as will be seen in Chapters 6 and 10.
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n STATE AND CIVIL SOCIETY

Having identified the most relevant elements of Africa’s past which would have an
influence on post-colonial politics, this chapter can now conclude by briefly con-
sidering this historical inheritance in the light of the book’s underlying theme: the
relationship between state, civil society and external interests.

There were certainly major obstacles to be overcome if Africa was to achieve
economic and political development after independence. States, for example, were
in a vulnerable position. They had to manage divided communities created by
arbitrary colonial boundaries. Institutional mechanisms and ideologies of solidarity,
for example, would have to be found to reduce ethnic tensions, while ‘good neigh-
bourliness’ would also have to emerge to prevent the threat of irredentism. Similarly,
the newly independent economies had to be diversified and expanded. This was the
only way to reduce their monocrop insecurity and provide the capital for previously
absent basic public services (such as health and education).

Civil society also had to overcome major challenges in the post-colonial era. The
danger was that these voluntary associations would become dominated by the state.
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Table 2.1 Chapter summary: potential problems created by the colonial inheritance

Arbitrary boundaries Potential problems:
• Illogical territorial units
• Divided communities
• Irredentist movements
• Internal ethnic competition
• Inappropriate economic units (landlocked, under-resourced)

Non-hegemonic states Potential problems:
• Inability to project state power into hinterland
• State power concentrated only on strategic and profitable regions

Weak links between Potential problems:
state and society • No shared political culture between state and society

• A deficit of legitimacy
• Unaccountable states
• Distant civil societies
• Society disengaging from the state

Formation of a state elite Potential problems:
• Strong links between political office and personal wealth
• Social mobility dominated by access to the state
• Corruption
• An exploitative ‘bureaucratic bourgeoisie’

The economic inheritance Potential problems:
• Disadvantage in the international economy
• Underdevelopment of human resources
• Lack of public services
• Economies over-reliant on primary sector
• Over-reliance on exports
• Bias towards European, not local or regional, markets

Weak political institutions Potential problems:
• Fragile liberal democratic institutions without historical moorings
• Return to colonial-style authoritarian and bureaucratic state
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This would damage opportunities for pluralist competition, and thus limit society’s
influence over state policies. After all, modern states in Africa had no track record
of either representation or accountability. The colonial example had been one of
bureaucratic authoritarianism. It was now possible that the educated elite that had
inherited these states would simply adopt the same style of rule practised by their
imperial predecessors. If state domination returned it would be civil society that
would suffer.

This is not to say, however, that the pre-colonial and colonial inheritance pre-
destined the continent to fail economically and politically. It was never inevitable that
this legacy would get the better of African politicians. Independence had been won.
The nationalists who took over the state had gained the trust and support of civil
society though their liberation leadership and independence election campaigns.
Consequently, a degree of legitimacy had been generated between the governors and
the governed. There was also an economic base to work on, however fragile this was.
And, what is more, democracy had been proven to work once, with multi-party
elections successfully selecting the successors to colonial governments. Indeed, at the
time, there was great hope in Africa, as well as abroad, that the continent was poised
to enter a prosperous new epoch.

Building on the historical trajectories explored in this chapter, the rest of the book
will seek to explain why, at the start of the twenty-first century, Africa is still yet to
enter into this more affluent era.
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n CASE STUDY: KENYA’S HISTORICAL INHERITANCE

Kenya straddles the Equator on the east coast of Africa, and has a number of climatic
zones. Much of the country is arid or semi-arid, only supporting low-density subsis-
tence farming. Other areas, however, are suitable for intensive agriculture. The coastal
strip along the Indian Ocean is one such region, but it is the highlands either side 
of the Great Rift Valley, and the shores of Lake Victoria, that have proved to be
especially productive. Kenya can also boast the bustling cities of Nairobi, Mombasa
and Kisumu.

Archaeological evidence shows present-day Kenya to have been one of the first hosts
to human life. Human remains have been found near Lake Turkana dating back two to
three million years. An equally significant event in the peopling of Africa was the Bantu
migrations. These Bantu people, originating from West Africa, over centuries would
eventually inhabit all of Tropical Africa, pushing down into what is now South Africa.
As they travelled south and east, they colonised many of the societies they came across.
The Kikuyu, Embu, Mbere, Kamba, Tharaka, Luhya and Gusii of present-day Kenya are
the descendants of these Bantu migrants. Their ancestors reached the Rift Valley
approximately 1,000 years ago.

Another significant migration arrived later, in the fifteenth century. Niolitic and
Cushitic groups came from the north, and produced lines of descent that formed today’s
Masai, Kalenjin, Luo and Somali ethnic groups. In addition to these African peoples,
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Arab traders have also been visiting Kenya since the seventh century, while Europeans
settled here from the end of the nineteenth century onwards. Adding to this diverse
population, Asians originating from the Indian subcontinent have been a significant
part of Kenya’s society since the twentieth century.

Political organisation in pre-colonial Kenya rested largely on stateless societies. The
most sophisticated of these could be found in the highlands, and westwards towards
Lake Victoria. Although each of the African groups mentioned in the previous paragraph
had its own identity, social, economic and cultural boundaries were permeable, and co-
existence (as well as war) existed between these various parties. The ‘Lords of the Rift’,
the Masai, for example, were the ‘bankers of the highlands’.13 They were a purely
pastoral people, but benefited from residing close to other, mixed farming, ethnic
groups. This was so that they could profit from providing cattle to their neighbours:
cattle being the primary form of currency and exchange among these communities
(used for trade and paying social debts, such as the marriage bride-price).

This region was also well connected with both the rest of Africa and the wider world.
Coastal trade existed from early times, while Arab caravans entered the interior regularly
throughout the nineteenth century. Largely trading for ivory and slaves, these caravans
operated between Mombasa (on the Indian Ocean coast) and Lake Victoria. This
commercial activity was controlled from the island of Zanzibar, from where Omani Arabs
exerted authority over the whole region.

The British gained influence in this part of Africa towards the end of the nineteenth
century. In 1888, a royal charter for what would become Kenya was granted to the
commercial Imperial British East Africa Company. Company rule, however, proved
something of a disaster. London had to take direct control itself when the company
became bankrupt. The British government established its East African Protectorate in
1895. Kenya became a formal crown colony 25 years later, by which time white
settlement was firmly entrenched. In the space of these 25 years, Kenya had been
transformed from a region that provided a home for numerous stateless societies into
a single modern colonial state. The territory now had powerful central administrative
structures, defined borders and a significant white settler community.

Kenya reflects the rest of Africa in that it inherited arbitrary state boundaries from
its colonial past. To the south, for example, Kenya’s ruler-straight border with Tanzania
suddenly changes course at Moshi. It is as if a mistake has been made, and the map-
maker’s pen has slipped temporarily, before continuing its geometrically correct journey
to the Indian Ocean. Queen Victoria wished to make a gift of Mount Kilimanjaro to her
grandson, the future Kaiser Wilhelm II. The border between German and British East
Africa was thus moved accordingly. In this respect, and illustrating the irrational nature
of African borders, the reality of whether thousands of Africans are today citizens of
Kenya or Tanzania was decided by the bestowing of a birthday present.

Although this is an extreme case, it is obvious that African states were not created
with local necessities in mind. Instead, they were shaped to meet the demands of
imperialism and the interests of its managers. This is a fact also reflected in Kenya’s
western border with Uganda. This boundary, despite being moved in 1926, still cuts
across the territory of 10 cultural groups.14
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It is Kenya’s north-eastern boundary, however, that has created most problems in
the post-colonial era. As discussed above, the Somali people were divided among five
colonial states as a result of imperial partition. Consequently, north-eastern Kenya has
a large ethnic Somali population, many of whom identify more with their ethnic origins
rather than the Kenyan state. Across the border, the Somali Republic itself, before its
collapse in the 1990s, certainly wished to see this part of Kenya become Somali
sovereign territory.

During the First World War, the British government partially addressed this situation.
The UK government came to a secret agreement with Italy to transfer 94,050 square
kilometres of its East African protectorate to Italian Somaliland. This was Italy’s reward
for allying with Britain during its war with Germany. The treaty was honoured, and
Jubaland was ceded in 1924. Many ethnic Somalis, however, were still left living on
Kenyan territory, even after this boundary change. The issue was thus revisited just before
independence, in 1963. Britain negotiated with Somalia, and was apparently willing to
give up further territory. Somalia demanded the whole of Kenya’s Northern Province,
however. This was much more than Britain would cede, and the talks ended in stalemate.
Kenya’s independent government inherited this boundary dispute, and an irredentist
guerrilla war was fought in this province. Relations improved between Kenya and Somalia
from 1967, however, and the war faded out. The fact remains, though, that there are
still many Somalis living in Kenya who owe their political loyalties more to kin across the
border than to the Kenyan government.

Kenya’s economic inheritance from its colonial rulers was equally problematic.
Evidence supporting the underdevelopment thesis can certainly be found. Land was
alienated in the most fertile areas (the ‘white highlands’) from Africans and used to
settle European farmers instead; labour was also exploited, with Africans being taxed,
forcing them into the cash economy; and economic development concentrated largely
on cash crops (tea and coffee), denying the Kenyan economy the chance to diversify.
Even today, after 40 years of ‘independence’, relatively industrialised Kenya is still buying
the vast bulk of its imported goods from the old metropolitan state of Britain, rather
than from neighbouring, local markets in East Africa.

The result of this ‘underdevelopment’ would be that post-colonial administrations
would inherit a land problem: how should the land owned by European settlers be
returned to the farmers it was taken from? There was also the difficulty of producing
development from an economy based primarily on agricultural exports. The Kenyan
economy would indeed suffer each time the price of coffee or tea fell.

The economy was not completely underdeveloped, however. Kenya inherited a good
communications infrastructure from the colonial state, a basic health service and an
education system. What is more, by comparison with the rest of Africa, Kenya had a
significant industrial sector. Based on a nucleus that developed to serve white settlers,
manufacturing grew during the post-colonial period. Kenya has consequently profited
from sales to the rest of East Africa and beyond. Although it still relies heavily on its cash-
crop farming, the Kenyan economy is also active in the chemical industry, in producing
cement, manufacturing consumer goods, and is particularly successful in refining
petroleum products (from imported oil). Tourism also attracts considerable sums of
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foreign exchange each year. Although Kenyan labour and resources had been exploited
by imperial interests before independence, and it had inherited an economy seriously
skewed towards the export of primary produce, it would seem that the economy was
not ‘underdeveloped’ beyond hope. The present-day economy still has massive obstacles
to overcome, but it has reaped limited successes through diversification.

Organised opposition to colonial rule in Kenya, especially amongst the Kikuyu, can
be traced back to the 1920s. It was the so-called Mau Mau uprisings, however, that
finally forced the British into the negotiations that led to Kenya’s independence. Some
13,000 Africans and 1,000 Europeans died in this unrest that centred on land rights in
the highlands. The Kikuyu wanted access to their land, and threatened to take this by
force. Over 80,000 Africans were detained in ‘re-education’ camps by the colonial
authorities. When the level of violence rose sharply in 1952, a state of emergency was
declared. Nationalist leaders were imprisoned (including future president Jomo
Kenyatta), and British troop reinforcements deployed to quell the rebellion. Once this
had been achieved, the colonial authorities sought to foster a political class with which
it could build a collaborative partnership of government.

The nationalist leaders that the imperial authorities sought to engage certainly did
not represent a cross-section of African society in Kenya. They were an urban educated
elite, who often already had close associations with the state (as employees or business
partners). When, for example, Africans were allowed to sit alongside European
representatives in the Legislative Council for the first time in 1957, the employment 
of the candidates standing was revealing. Most were teachers; others included
veterinarians, journalists, businessmen, civil service union leaders, an army warrant officer,
a social worker and a lawyer. The vast majority of these had a secondary school education;
a sizeable proportion were university graduates; and several had studied or worked
abroad.15 They shared few social characteristics with the peasants who sustained the
Mau Mau rebellion. It would be this elite, however, that would inherit the Kenyan state
from the imperial authorities at decolonisation. As will be shown later in the book, it can
be argued that this elite subsequently formed an exploitative ‘bureaucratic bourgeoisie’.

Kenya’s independence came in 1963, rather more quickly than Britain had planned.
Nationalists were looking for complete independence and self-rule, rather than just a
junior partnership with the imperial administration. Power-sharing formulae were swept
aside, and with this, colonial rule perished. Before departing, however, the British
government did leave Kenya with a liberal democratic constitution, drawn up during
pre-independence negotiations.

With the benefit of hindsight, it was obvious that the political institutions created
by this constitution would be incredibly weak. Like the colonial state itself, they were
imposed. They had not grown, over time, out of society, but had been ushered in
overnight. For example, the new constitution instigated multi-party democracy for
Kenya. In reality, such pluralism had never previously existed. There had not been a
single African national political party established prior to the Second World War; and
after the war, organisations of this nature were often banned. Nor had there been a
representative parliament in Kenya under colonial rule. In short, liberal democracy had
no historical foundations in Africa. Yet this was the legacy that imperial rule left. Kenya
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was expected instantly to create a political culture that could support these pluralist
political institutions.

The Westminster constitutional model of politics soon broke down in post-colonial
Kenya. Within a year of decolonisation, the smaller of two parties that had contested
the independence elections, the Kenya African Democratic Union, merged with the
victor, the ruling Kenya African National Union (KANU). KANU governed Kenya without
an opposition from this point in 1964, right through until electoral reforms were forced
upon the state, and it lost elections in 2002. The most serious challenge to the ruling
party came in 1966, when the Kenya People’s Union was formed. President Kenyatta
promptly banned this organisation.

Other moves to centralise state power were also undertaken by KANU. In 1964, for
example, the Office of the Prime Minister was abolished, with a more powerful and
centralised presidential office being established instead. Similarly, in 1966, Kenya’s
second chamber was dissolved, creating a unicameral system, further centralising the
state. Also in that year, the Preventative Detention Act became law, bypassing the
independence constitution’s Bill of Rights (by permitting detention without trial in the
interests of ‘public security’). Power was systematically being taken away from
Parliament and given to Kenyatta’s Office of the President, and his allies in the civil
service and army. Kenya was reverting to a style of bureaucratic authoritarianism familiar
in the colonial era.

Plate 2.1 President Jomo Kenyatta of Kenya celebrating his country’s independence, 1963. Photographer: Harry Benson
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The accession to the presidency of Daniel arap Moi in 1978, following Kenyatta’s
death, promised a programme of political liberalisation. Moi did indeed release a number
of political prisoners and start to tackle issues of corruption, but this did not last.
Consolidating his own position of power after an attempted air force coup in 1982,
Kenya became a formal one-party state. The last vestiges of liberal democracy were
thus removed. The independence constitution that had tried to usher in pluralist, multi-
party competition, but had been built on the shaky historical foundations of colonial
bureaucratic autocracy, was now itself history.

It was only in the 1990s that Moi came under serious pressure to reform his
government. Multi-party politics returned to Kenya during this decade (events which
will be examined in Chapter 11). The president himself managed to deploy his wily and
brutal political skills to survive two competitive General Elections, eventually retiring in
2002. His party, KANU, was finally removed from office in December of that year,
defeated in multi-party elections by an opposition coalition. Yet, despite this political
watershed, and an outpouring of optimism at the start of the new millennium, Kenya
has still to live up to the standards demanded by the independence constitution of 
40 years previously. The 2008 power-sharing arrangement agreed between the two
leading political parties, in the wake of serious post-electoral violence, effectively ignored
the will of the voting public. Meanwhile, corruption amongst state officials of all political
allegiances remains endemic. These events would suggest that a colonial inheritance
of ‘bureaucratic authoritarianism’ still has more influence on Kenyan political culture
than do ideals of liberal democracy.

n KENYA16

Territory: 580,367 sq. km. Population: 37.5 million
Colonial power: Britain Independence: 1963
Major cities: Nairobi (capital) Major ethnic groups: Kikuyu

Mombasa Luhya
Kisumu Luo

Urban population: 22 per cent Kamba
Languages: Kiswahili Kalenjin

English Masai
Currency: Kenyan Shilling Life expectancy: 47 years
Infant mortality: 64 deaths/1,000 inhabitants Adult literacy: 74 per cent
Religions: Traditional Major exports: Coffee

Christian Tea
Hindu Vegetables/fruit
Islam GDP per capita: US$650
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n QUESTIONS RAISED BY THIS CHAPTER

1. Which elements of pre-colonial African society continue to influence African
politics today?

2. How have Africa’s imperially imposed borders affected the continent politically,
economically and socially?

3. To what extent did the state and civil society engage in colonial Africa?
4. What role did the African educated elite play in colonial rule and national liberation?
5. Does the evidence from Africa support the thesis of underdevelopment?
6. How appropriate were the political institutions left to Africa at independence?

n GLOSSARY OF KEY TERMS

Arbitrary borders State boundaries reflecting imperial interests, rather than local
economic, social or political realities.

Bureaucratic autocracy A system of government that relies on coercion rather than
legitimacy, and seeks to administer a territory avoiding public representation and
accountability.

Cash crop Agricultural produce grown for export (e.g. coffee, tea, cocoa, sisal, and
other commodities), not produce for personal or domestic consumption (e.g. food
staples).

Core and peripheral states The notion that the international system consists of
wealthy states (the West), which have enhanced their economic position by
exploiting and ‘underdeveloping’ those territories on the periphery of the inter-
national system (the Third World).

Export of surplus The export of profits denying investment opportunities in the
country of origin.

Indirect rule A system of colonial administration favouring the use of local
intermediaries, rather than full-scale central government intervention.

Irredentism The desire to unite under one flag a community that is currently
divided between states.

Lineage and kinship ties Social bonds based on ties of family, clan, origin and
descent.

Monocrop economy An economy that is over-reliant on one commodity.
Primary sector Economic activity (e.g. mining and agriculture) other than

secondary manufacturing industry or the service sector.
Scramble for Africa The late nineteenth- and early twentieth-century partition of

Africa among European imperial powers.
State elite An educated and urban class which owes its privilege to its access to

state institutions.
Stateless society A society whose political organisation does not rely on strictly

defined territory and centralised political institutions.
Underdevelopment The systematic holding back of a state’s economic potential

in order to serve an imperial power’s interests instead.
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n FURTHER READING

Basil Davidson’s book provides an excellent place to start learning about pre-colonial
Africa, while Molefi Kete Asante’s historical survey covers more of the continent,
over a wider time span. These works could be combined with McEvedy’s collection
of maps giving a different perspective of African history, stretching from 175 million
years ago to the present day.

For a more specialist text on the state, Crawford Young’s look at colonial Africa
is invaluable. For those interested in Africa’s boundary politics, although dated, Saadia
Touval’s book is still the best introduction to this subject. Similarly, Jeffrey Herbst
provides an excellent account of Africa’s ‘non-hegemonic’ states through time.

Underdevelopment theory commands a vast literature. For an introduction to this
school of thought from one of its strongest advocates, it is well worth reading Andre
Gunder Frank’s Capitalism and Underdevelopment. To see how this thesis was applied
specifically to Africa, a combination of Samir Amin’s article and Walter Rodney’s book
proves useful. These should be balanced by criticisms of underdevelopment theory,
from which Bill Warren’s Imperialism: the Pioneer of Capitalism stands out.

Ieuan Griffiths has written a particularly profitable and accessible book that covers
many of the issues tackled in this chapter.

Amin, Samir. Underdevelopment and dependency in Black Africa. Journal of Modern African
Studies. 1972, 10(4), 503–24.

Asante, Molefi Kete. The History of Africa: the Quest for Eternal Harmony. New York:
Routledge, 2007.

Davidson, Basil. West Africa Before the Colonial Era: a History to 1850. London: Longman,
1998.

Frank, Andre Gunder. Capitalism and Underdevelopment in Latin America. London: Penguin,
1971.

Griffiths, Ieuan Ll. The African Inheritance. London: Routledge, 1995.
Herbst, Jeffrey. States and Power in Africa: Comparative lessons in authority and control.

Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2000.
McEvedy, Colin. The Penguin Atlas of African History. London: Penguin, 1995.
Rodney, Walter. How Europe Underdeveloped Africa. Nairobi: East African Educational

Publishers, 1989.
Touval, Saadia. The Boundary Politics of Independent Africa. Cambridge, MA: Harvard

University Press, 1972.
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