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Introduction 
One of the glaring facts of to-day is that Africa's recent economic performance 

has been poor.^ These may be some differences between countries but they are ones 
of degree and not of kind. On a number of economic indicators Africa has performed 
badly no matter how much or little credibility is given to these indicators and the 
measurement problems associated with them. One of the worst hit sectors is the 
agricultural sector where declining production has occurred in food and traditional 
primary export commodities. Table I and II summarize some agricultural indicators. 

From the tables'and other information provided by F A O , the following conclu
sions may be drawn on the condition of agricultural production in general: 
(a) The percentage of total population in agriculture stood at 64.7% in 1982 having 

dropped by 8% since 1970. This drop, however, is not explained by a rise in 
industrial employment in the cities and must therefore represent rural/urban 
migration exacerbating urban unemployment. 

(b) The contribution of agriculture to total production remains high. ^ -
(c) Total food production has increased more slowly than population growth. 
(d) Per capita food output has fallen sometime by as much as 30%. 
(e) Overall agricultural production has declined,! again by as much as 30%. 

Among the important export crops, i.e. coffee, cocoa, tea and cotton, the fol
lowing trend is discernible: area harvested has grown while yields per hectare have 
fallen along with total output. This suggests a decline in productivity. For Africa as 

,a whole, for example, coffee area expanded from 3263 thousand hectares 
(1974-76) to 3591 thousand hectares (1982), yields fell from 382 kg,'ha to 336 kg/ha 
and total output fell from 1247 thousand metric tons to 1206 thousand metric tons in 
the same year. For cereals, the general observation is that area harvested grew and 
yields per hectare dropped, while total production remained stable or rose slightly. 
This suggests that productivity in cereal production has fallen. 

Explaining the Decline in Production 
Economistic/Policy Explanations 

A number of attempts have been made to explain the decUne in production. 
Almost all of the poUcy explanations have looked for md,post hocergo propter hoc, 
found causes emanating from the last twenty years or so of political independence. 
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The World Bank report of 1901. identifies the major obstacle as misguided govem
ment policies whose effect has been to distort the incentive stmctures in favour of the 
manufacturing industries and urban dwellers at the expense of agriculture and rural 
dwellers. It suggests that govemment intervention should be reduced, price incen
tives introduced for farmers and primary commodity export production 
strengthened. Johnston and Clark and others place the blame on large scale govem
ment undertakings which are usually too rigid and unwieldy to respond to changes in 
factor markets. Goran Hyden blames the decline on the failure of an entrepreneu
rial class to emerge because of the dominance of state monopolies. The O A U in the 
Lagos Plan of Action places the blame on the market power in the possession of 
Africa's trading partners which results in negative terms of trade on the one hand and 
worldwide decUning prices for agricultural exports on the other. Other analysts 
have blamed the bloated or overdeveloped bureaucracies which not only formulate 
distortive pohcies but also drain the investible surplus through overmanned, patron
izing crop authorities. This, it is argued, starves agriculture of fair retums and the 
necessary investment. 

Briefly, economic inefficiency, incorrect pubUc poUcies and mismanagement 
are the key problems. A few other explanations tend to focus on the global recession 
while others, reminscent of Jevons' sim-spot theory, place the blame on weather 
conditions. 

As will be clear, most of the foregoing explanations operate at the level of 
institutional poUcy or organizational problems. As pointed out earlier, the World 
Bank would Uke to see much less govemment involvement in the economy, more 
liberalization and increased incentives for primary commodity export production. So 
would Hyden and Aberaaty, both of whom would further want to see a reduction in [ 
the number of pubUc servants. The Lagos Plan of Action seeks to develop the Afri
can home markets but is emphatic about the necessity of extemal resource tranfers 
to finance diversification and economic transformation. No serious strategy for 
autocentric accummulafion is proposed. Finally, U N C T A D and the movement for a 
N I E O would like to establish institutions and strengthen intemational regimes that 
could ensiu-e equitable distribution of gains from trade and investment between the 
North and the South. 

It should also be noted that aU these explanations impUcitiy assume that com
modity export trade is de.sirable and even, perhaps, necessary. In so far as they deal 
with intemal conditions, in economic terms, they confime themselves to the question 
of 'how to produce', they completely ignore the other two fundamental economic 
questions: 'what is produced' or the composition of production and 'production for 
whom' or production priorities. In other words, no questions are raised either on the 
stmcture of production or on the relationship beteen what is produced and the needs 
of the producers. Moreover, as we mentioned before, these explanations tend to 
analyse African economies beginning with the period of constitutional indepen
dence. Little or no attempt is made to examine these economies as they have evolved 
over a much longer period and to suggest possible historical explanations. For exam
ple, Uttle work has been done to address the long term impact of primary commodity 



production on laboup productivity, land use and general economic development at 
the producer lev?l. And yet we know from casual observation that the rural areas 
have not made any tangible, let alone sustained, progress as a result of producing 
export commodities since the colonial days. 

Further, as Kjekshus has argued, before the colonial occupation a large part 
of Africa was not only self-sufficient in food but generated food surpluses with 
highly sophisticated agrarian systems. No concrete and systematic (cumulative) 
studies have been conducted to establish what has happened in the system of produc
tion to reverse this situation. This brings us to the importance of historical rather than 
economistic/poUcy explanations. 

Historical Explanations 

A badly neglected and highly contentious historical question is the assessment 
of the long term impact of the trans-Antlantic slave trade on the African economic, 
social and poUtical systems. Little effort (on the part of African scholars) has gone 
into analysing the four centuries of this horredous historical process which preceded 
formal partition and occupation of Africa. Among the few and hopefully growing 
endeavours are these by J . E . Inikori. Inikori has made a strong and persuasive 
claim that the demographic impact of the African slave trade was de-population of 
the continent at a scale comparable to the black death in 14th century Europe. A 
number of demographic estimates show that between the 16th and the 19th century 
Africa's population was either stagnant or decUning. For example, it is estmated by 
Kay at the upper end of the scale that this 'trade' forcefully removed nearly 50mil-
Uon people of ages between ten and thirty from the whole continent, a sizeable part 
of the total population most of whom were the able bodied (working age) popula
tion. We have to address the long term impact of such a population hemorrhage 
which must have left Africa with a demographic structure of children and old people 
for a long period. The impUcations of this for any system of production are clear. 

Quite apart from the numbers question, which remains contentious, there are 
questions of the mode of procurement which engandered widespread violence. 
People were always in a state of fright from slave raiders. Perhaps a personal anec
dote might iUustrate the point. When I was growing up (less than forty years ago) my 
grandmother used to caution us against staying out alone after dark because there 
were slave catchers and we might never be seen again. The economic cUmate prevail
ing under such conditions would be one of extreme uncertainty and instability. Such 
a climate is not conducive to sustained economic activity, let alone the development 
of the forces of production. It was in this cUmate that the export crops were coer-
cively imposed and they continue to be produced under quasi-coercive conditions. 
However, it should be remembered that the people resisted these crops then, they, 
have continued to resist them to this day. 

piese are facts on which differences of interpretation abound. For Walter Rod-
, ney and Franz Fanon , for example, the 'social violence' which characterized the 
slave trade had far reaching socio-economic, political and psychological conse
quences, not only for the people transported in slavery but also for those who 
escaped capture. Other writers, Uke Mar|ery Perham , however, tend to look at 

that period as the necessary price that Africa had to pay to be civiUzed by Europe.; 
The latter group of authors contends that African had no history before the coming 
of the Europeans. The majority of Afiican historians seems to implicitUy accept this 
assertion by studying African history largely from the time of colonial occupation 
onwards. And yet colonial occupation was a phase which directly succeeded the slave 
raiding phase of European imperialism. Whatever position one takes on these ques
tions, it is important to comprehend the long term consequences of the slave trading 
period in aU its manifestations. It makes a difference whether, in analysing African 
problems to-day, we are looking at a continent and a people (all over the world) that 
are emerging from centuries of subjugation, oppression, exploitation and de-popu
lation, or at a continent which inherited a colonial legacy twenty years or so ago 
and have messed it up. In other words, is the African cup half full or half empty? 
Would the situation have been different today, to beg the question, if formal col-
oniaUsm had continued? In what ways? Underlying these questions, is the issue of 
the overaU historical impact of Europe's contact with Africa and all colonized people 
from the 15th century to-date. We must answer these questions in very specific and 
unequivocal terms. 

In our view, Africa's present problems are not primarily of a conjunctural 
nature. They can not be reduced simply to issues of poUcies, organization, institu
tions, etc. Africa's present problems are of a historico—organic nature. The 
economic problems are merely one dimensional, albeit a very crucial one. Africa's 
problems have to do with the history of the African people, not over the last twenty 
years or so, but over the last five centuries. We will not, in this paper, go into the 
details of the trans-AnUantic slave trade and its effects on the African economy and 
poUty. Neither will we dwell on the full impact of colonial occupation. Suffice it to say 
that, in our view, Africa's problems arise, in the first instance, from its position and 
role given it by the capitaUst world system in its historical development. That role and 
position, estabUshed in the latter part of the 15th century, has not changed in 
essence. The subordinate position of Africa certainly has not changed at all and its 
role has changed only in fomi. 

From the supply of labour to fuel Etu-opean expansion to the New World 
between the 16th and 19th centuries, Africa took on a new role with the aboUtion of 
the slave trade and the partition of the continent in 1884. It is no accident, therefore, 
that the end of the slave trade to Brazil and Cuba in 1882 was followed, two years 
later, by the Berlin Conference at which Africa was partitioned. In the BerUn Con
vention itself two clauses stand out. One requires that any claim over any territory 
should be backed by"effective occupation (a principle which has earlier been estab
Ushed in the scramble for the New Worid). The other was the prohibition of slave 
trading between the colonial territories. What this means is that, by the late 19th cen
tury, Africa had graduated from supplying labour to the Americas and the Caribbean 
Islands to being exploited in its own territory under equally coersive conditions. King 
Leopold's Congo serves as testimony to the change that had occurred. The brutaUty 
perpetrated by the Belgians on the people of the Congo is sickening to describe. It 
included cutting off peoples' hands and women's breasts when they failed to collect 
the required amounts of rubber. The partition, on the whole, heralded a whole new 



era of coercive export crop production with coercive labour. In Tanganyika, under 
the Germans, the application of lashes was quite common. Later on, under the 
British, {his coercion assumed economic forms such as hut tax or a poll tax. 

To sum up, beginning with colonial occupation, Africans were made to meet the 
new even more expanded demands of Europe, particularly after the colonies of 
European emigrants began to rebel beginning with the United States. These 
demands included rubber in the Congo after the motor car was invented in 1888 and 
the vulcanization process was adopted around the same time. These demands also 
spawned an expanded market for coffee, cocoa and tea from East and West Africa 
after African slave labour had supplied sufficient amounts of sugar (a complemen
tary) in the West Indies to raise it from a luxury to a necessity. Cotton and har fibres 
were needed to supply the textile industry as' well as provide the twine for 
trans-ocean transportation of commodities. Minerals from central and southem 
Africa went to feed the heavy industries manufacturing machinery, ships, etc. No 
wonder African labour was required at home in order to furtherthe exploitation of 
its resources. Such are the 'economies' which were established with barbaric violence 
and continue to be reproduced, by petty bourgeois goVemments under quasi-coer
cive conditions. What is perceived as economic inefficiency, therefore, is nothing less 
than an expression of resistance by the workers and peasants against the historically 
enduring exploitation described above. Certainly, in trying to understand the pre
sent situation, we must pose questions at this historical level. Narrower and short 
term questions will obscure more than they illuminate. 

Concrete forms of Africa's Subordination and Exploitation. 
Sometimes, the term 'incorporation' is used to describe the conquest and subju

gation of other countries by Europe begiiming in the 15th century. This might be tme 
in those cases where a European settler majority overwhelmed the indigenous 
people or physically aimihilated them to set up colonies par excellence. This is 
cetainly the case with the US and Canada where the native Indians were systemeti-
cally decimated. It is also trae in the cases of Australia and New Zealand where the 
Aborigines and the Maoris respectively were equally subdued. In these cases, the 
colonies that emerged were seen by the home country and saw themselves, at least 
initially, as extensions of the metropolitan power. They were not treated simply as 
sources of raw materials, cheap labour and food. These were colonies for settlement; 
not for exploitation. 

In Africa, history took a different course. In spite of the slave trade and the 
depopulation that resulted from it, it was not possible to annihilate people over 
extensive areas to estabUsh exclusively white settlements. The closest that Africa got 
to this model is South Africa where the Khoi Khoi people were decimated by Euro
pean diseases and miUtary might in the 16th century. The rest resisted and have con
tinued to stmggle against foreign domination to this day. In this sense, Europe did 
not inake Africa into extensions as it did vwth America, Australia and New Zea-
land.^^ 

By the mid 1950s, at the time of constitutional independence, Africa had a 

number of 'countries' with a whole range of colonial statuses. There were no settler 
majority colonies. There were, however, a number of settler minority colonies. These 
included Algeria, Kenya, The Federation of Rhodesia and Nyasaland, the Por
tuguese colonies and South Africa which is a cress between the two types of settier 
colonies. There were also the non settler or administrative colonies which made up 
the bulk of British and French territories. They included Nigeria, Gold Coast, Ivory 
Coast, Comeroon, Tanganyika and others. It is instmctive to note the resource spe
cific names given to some of them. This is consistent with their status as colonies of 
exploitation, just like the Caribbean Islands were known as 'sugar islands'. 

In the settier minority colonies, the European settiers asserted some autonomy 
from the mother country and staked a claim on the resources of the territories they 
occupied. They exercized some local authority and control over land and labour. In 
almost all cases, utiUzing African labour, they set up and ran the plantations that pro
duced commodities for the metropoUtan market in retum for manufactured com
modities. In the non settler colonies Uke Ghana, Nigeria and Tanganyika, indirect 
mle through traditional mlers was the dominant mode of domination. In the later 
colonies, the production of commodities for the European mass markets was under
taken predominantly by peasants under the behest of traditional mlers and colonial 
personnel. The colonial crops were the only ones that occupied the minds of agricul
tural researchers in both cases. Virtually no attention was paid to food production, 
and in some cases food production was discouraged in favour of colonial crops. Col
onial economies were conceived mainly as overseas plantations of the metropolitan 
powers, and this situation remins largely unchanged. 

Since the attainment of constitutional independence few, if any, African coun
tries have address the question of transforming these inherited stractures of produc
tion. In some case, these stmctures have been reinforced by the addition of more 
export crops. No African country has a serious agrarian transformation plan, let 
alone a comprehensive overall economic plan. Most plans are merely shopping lists 
projecting higher targets of the same commodities. Meanwhile, however, the colo
nial commodity markets are threatened by overproduction, saturation or substitu
tion. Synthetics have nibbled away the market for hard fibres. Cane sugar was first 
confronted by European beet sugar and now it has to compete with com sweeteners 
and artificial sugars. Coffee producers scramble for a market that has been over-
supplied for most of this century and has recentiy found a substitute made from 
wheat. In the market for cotton, synthetic fabrics compete. Changing tastes have 
eroded the market for cocoa. In general, the anti-sucrose, anti-caffeine, 
anti-nicotine and anti other 'drags' wars are Ukely to grow and erode the mar| | ts 
further. Meanwhile, a food crisis of famine proportions pervades the continent. 

Because of what we have just discussed, commodity markets have been and wiU 
continue to behave quite erratically, while costs of production continue to rise. The 
1985 cost of production for sugar, for example, was estimated at US $ 0.20 per pound 
while the world marked price stood at LJS $ 0.04. To address this problem, most third 
world countries, including the African countries, have opted for a strategy of 
negotiating for a New Intemational Economic Order to secur^^guaranteed markets 
as well as remunerative and equitable prices for their exports. Apart from the fact 



that these demands are being strongly resisted by the industrialized countries, there 
is something ironically ominous about them. In the absence of a just, supranational 
and authoritative allocation mechanism over the world's resources, such as was 
suggested by Hiroschmann in the context of the United Nations after World War 
I I . a N I E O as now conceived is bound to have negative consequences. By obtaining 
agreements for stable markets for example, it would have the effect of locking these 
countries into depressed and eroding markets. The Lome sugar protocol is a good 
case in point. The E E C is currently a net exporter of sugar to the tune of 5.5 milUon 
tons per annum. It does not make any economic sense that these same countries' 
should contract to buy 1.3 milUon tons of A C P sugar at preferential prices. This 
sugar, by the way, is dumped back on the residual world market where it futher 
depresses the so called free market prices. It has been suggested that in both the 
sugar protocol and Stabex the pay of the E E C is not direct. The arrangements are a 
means of guaranteeing to Europe present and future acess to Africa's mineral 
wealth, protecting present and future investments and preserving strategic interests. 
And at wha cost of Africa? Poverty, hunger and general deprivation. What then is to 
be done? Two broad choices are insidered in this paper: staying within the capitaUst 
world economy or opting out. 

Free Trade vs Protectionism 
In order to discover and understand the implications of either of these choices, 

we shall focus our discussion on a debate that is currently topical among development 
economists and all those concerned about the economic future of third world 
societies. That debate centres around the role and contribution of international trade 
and investment in the development of third world countrieŝ .̂ Let us review some of 
the more noted protagqmsts of each position in brief. Many bourgeois economists 
such as A . O . Krueger , B . Balassa , H . Johnson , Haberler , and many 
others, have argued that free trade in general and export orici.tati j n in particular can 
act as an engine of economic growth for third world countries. Truverbially, they pro
ject the case of the four or five NICs (Taiwan, Hong-Kong, South Korea, Singapore 
and Brazil) as distinct example of rapid export led growth. The argument is extrapo
lated to suggest that other third world countries can achieve similar results as long as 
they maintain an open door policy and encourage foreign investment in manufactur
ing. Further extrapolation claims that primary agricultural export production can 
also lead to economic diversification and transformation. 

29 30 
At the opposite end there are these who, following F . List , S. Amin and 

others, have emphasized the development of a home market or national economy as 
a sine qua non for sustained economic growth in each country and long run expansion 
in intemational trade. The former we shall caU the 'free traders' and the latter the 
'protectionists'. 

The 'free traders' in their policy prescriptions advocated open participation in 
intemational trade and investment on the basis of 'comparative advantage' regard
less of the level of development of the individual countries. They contend that trade 
benefits all participants by ensuring pare to optimal aUocation of resources. The 'pro

tectionists', on the contrary, insist that a country must delink or disengage from inter
national economic intercouse as long as it is economically much weaker than its trad
ing partners. 

It should be noted that both arguments tend to be conceptual. That is because, 
they do not always show the concrete historical circumstances under which ^heir 
favoured model may have evolved. This fact tends to undermine their explanatory 
value as weU as to limit their practical application. For example, the free traders do 
not always discuss the fact that when Ricardo , their mentor, made the argument 
for free trade under comparative advantage he was not setting out to provide a uni
versal prescription for intemational trade. Written in 1821, Ricardo's treatise was 
prompted by British dominance in the manufacturing industry. This is the time that 
Britain boasted of being the workshop of the world. It is, therefore, no accident that 
in his classic illustration of comparative advantage, Britain was to produce cloth 
while Portugal prodn^ wine. The Manchester textile industry needed to procure 
export markets and vould not be accomplished if other countries were to develop 
their own textile indusi. es. The Indian industry was Uquidated for this reason. Simi
larly, the arguments mace by Cobden and others in the 1840s in favour of the 
removal of corn laws were aimed at securing suppUes of cheap food for the burgeon
ing industrial labour force in England. In both cases, the free trade arguments rep
resented the interests of an established industrial bourgeoisie against those of the, 
landed gentry. They also served to justify and reinforce England's dominance in 
trade and industry. 

The protectionist are not always explicit about the fact that F . List was, in the 
first instance, a strong German nationalist. But he was not the first European to 
make a case for a strong national economy. The classical mercantiUsts of the 17th and 
18th centuries (Thomas Mun of England and Cobert of France) were strongly 
protectionist when it suited their cxountries in the rivalry for colonies. The Facte Col-
oniale and the Navigation Acts are nothing but instmments for exclusive economic 
monopoly at home and abroad. In his National system of Political Economy (1841) 
List was essentially putting forward a programme for Germany, a late capitalist 
developer, to challenge British and French economic hegemony not just over the 
German economy but in Europe and the world as a whole. He was saying to Ger
many: "Protect and develop the home industry when you are dominated from 
abroad". List had a profound influence on the US 'Tariff Controversy' of the early 
] ̂ 'OOs. It is also no accident that the English free trade movement was concurrent 
with the German and American protectionist movements in the mid 19th century. 
The former is the doctrine of the strong while the latter is and should be the doctrine 
of the weak. 

The Im îeratives of Delinking from the Capitalist 
World Economy 

We have analysed the historical process and c nsequences of the subordination 
and exploitation of Africa. As a result of this proce:;s, African 'economies' are exter
nally oriented, producing commodities for metropoUtan countries at the expenses of 
their own needs - particularly for needs. At the same time, the export commodities 



they produce are faced by structural surpluses, falling prices and rising production 
costs. Because of these contradictions, agricultural output has been declining in spite 
of govemment policies to increase total output and maximize total revenue on quan
tity to counteract the declining prices. In some areas of Tanzania, for example, peas
ants have independently abandoned coffee, tea and cashew production in spite of 
(stiff) penalties that accompany such actions. In our view, it is the peasants or the 
plantation workers who feel the long term effects of unstable and dechning commod
ity prices most strongly. Apart from the fact that the quality of their lives has not 
improved over the decades of export crop production and that their subsistence base 
is severely threatened, they know that in 1950, for example, they could buy a bicycle 
with one bag of coffee and can not find one to buy to-day with five bags. At the pro
ducer level the proverbial negetive terms of trade are very real. 

TheAfrican Govemors' caucus of the World Bank and I M F acknowledged in 
1982. "In agriculture, export crop production has not increased for the last twenty 
years. Worse still, food production has declined during the same period giving rise to 
an intolerable food dependency". The decUne in food production is not simply a 
reflection of export crop orientation or negative price poHcies; it is also a manifesta
tion of a 'scissor crisis'. With manufacturing industry operating at less than 40% 
capacity and the resulting scarcity in basic commodities, exchange relations between 
industry (urban areas) and agriculture (rural areas) are gradually diminishing. Given 
the mpture of reciprocal (agriculture/manufacturing) economic relations, a growing 
urban population and decUning food deUveries to the cities, African govemments 
win steadily resort to naked force to extract surplus product from the peasants and 
to maintain order in the towns. How far and how long such repression can continue 
without precipitating popular rebeUions is anyone's guess. 

This situation calls for major and deliverate decisions on the part of our govem
ments if only fi-qm the standpoint of raison detat. To be more specific, ways have to 
be found to stem the tide of decUning production if a general breakdown of the social 
order is to be avoided. For African economies to qualify for the name 'Oikonomia' 
(meaning household management), they must, primarily, meet the needs of the 
people. A country or state without an economy is like an empty shell. Without a 
national economy, i.e. one with a critical minimum level of self-sufficiency, a state 
can not meet even the minimal goals of maintaining civil order, the reproduction and 
protection of life, assurance of social welfare, etc. Under such conditions the legiti
macy of the state is virtually non-existent. The goals of self-determination in 
foreign poUcy are bound to be equally compromised. How can a country pursue 
autonomous and consistent foreign policy objectives which are opposed to the wishes 
of its benefactors? The imperatives of self-determination, state autonomy, 
self-sufficiency in necessities and maintenance of a civil order and national defence 
dictate that African countries dehnk from the capitalist world system and move seri
ously towards a unified economy and polity. The regional integration schemes so far 
attempted have not fared well and can not be expected to lead an integrated 
economic transformation because the member countries, individually, have 
remained entrapped in the capitalist world economy. 

What then, is to be done? Having reviewed the evidence above, there should be 
Uttle g'ound for vaciUation on this question. The capitaUst world system is the cause 

of Africa's problems. It is also not about to provide a solution. In the short run the 
system might be advantageous to the petty bourgeoisie and the comprador elements 
but to the workers and peasants 'poverty is the product'. The logical and, in our view 
historically necessary solution is to deUnk from the capitalist world economy and ŝ t 
in motion the forces for continental unification. Let us now turn to some historical 
models of deUnking to see what lessons can be gleaned from them.-'^ i 

Historical Models of Delinking^ 
Tbe German Model (Delinking with a national bourgeoisie) 

In Germany, the name F . List is associated not only with the estabUshment of 
German national industry under govemment protection but also with the fomiation 
of the common customs union - the 'Zollverein', the national system of railways, the 
unification of Germany in 1871 and delinking of the German economy in 1879. It has 
been argued, however, that List's tme claim to fame was as a prophet of the ambi
tions of aU underdeveloped countries rather than a champion of protection per se. 
List himself says: 

Free competition between two nations can only be mutually beneficial in case both of 
them are in a nearly equal position of industrial development, and that any nation which 
owing to misfortune is behind others in industry, commerce and navigation, while she 
nevertheless possesses the mental and material means for developing those acquisition, 
must first of all strengthen her own individual powers in order to ̂ t^erself to enter into 
free competition with more advanced nations (Emphasis added). 

Lists's model requires the mobilization of domestic resource in industry, the removal 
of intemal duties to promote intemal trade and the imp)osition of high tariffs and 
duties against foreign imports including the application of retaUatory tariffs. In this 
model, the burden of accumulation is to be imposed on all citizens in the form of high 
taxes, high prices and the purchase of domestic goods which are inferior to imports. 
List also emphasizes urbanization and industrialization ...which calls forth and pro
motes the growth of intellectual and moral forces of every kind, fostering of produc
tive powers including poUtical, administrative and social institutions, nattiral and 
human resources, industrial establishments and pubUc works'. He also calls for a 
suitable mle of law with due protection of private property, use of land and mineral 
resources to the best industrial advantage and for development of skiUs among young 
people and the professions. The state is required to constmct and maintain an 
adequate system of railways, roads, canals, bridges, harbors etc. 

It is quite clear that, in this model. List was propounding an argument for the 
development of a national industrial bourgeoisie under the tutelage of the state. This 
model, adopted by 19th century Germany, was also emulated by Japan in the early 
twentieth century. It is a model for alter capitaUst industriaUsation. 

The Cuban Model (Revolutionary delinking with sociaUst co-operation) 

In 1959, after the fall of Havana to the 26th July Movement, nobody had any 
idea what the Cuban revolution would be Uke two and one half decades later. Two 
major forces dialectically shaped the course of the Cuban revolution. IntemaUy, the 
process of consoUdation of the revolution which included land reforms as well as the 
re—organization of industry and commerce, forced the 26th of July Movement to 



refine its ideological position, culminating in the establishment of the Communist 
Party of Cuba in 1961. Externally, the US's open hostility towards the Cuban revolu
tion, provoked by the expropriation of its commercial, industrial and banking 
interests, led to an economic embargo of Cuba at the time when the revolution was 
still fragile. The US maliciously severed Cuba's sugar export market, Unes of credit 
and all trading arrangements in an effort to quarantine the island and strangle the 
revolution. This combination of intemal and external contradictions forced Cuba to 
forge new alhances with the C O M E C O N countries. Twentyfive years later, this 
relationship still flourishes. It has enabled Cuba to make significant strides in social, 
economic and industrial development as well as play an active role in the world 
revolutionary movement. Indeed, the relationship has endured for so long and so 
successfully that it has come to be known as the Cuban model of disengagement or 
deUnking. 

The Cuban model suggests that a small and relatively poor country under 
imperiaUst domination can successfully deUnk from the capitaUst world economy 
with an intemal sociaUst revolution and the support of more advanced sociaUst coun
tries. It should be pointed out, however, that mutual support among sociaUst coun
tries was not invented"after the Cuban Revolution. SociaUst theory and practice has 
always had components and proletarian intemationaUsm as weU as visions of a 
sociaUst world system or a sociaUst division of labour on a world scale. It is also worth 
remembering that long before the Cuban revolution, under C O M E C O N , the 
sociaUst countries had already formed an economic community in which efforts were 
being made-to institute a division of labour between themselves presumably with an 
eye to eventually fully integrating their economies. But, strictly speaking, revolutio
nary disengagement dates back to the early years of the Bolshevik revolution, tn the 
Soviet industrialization debate which followed the N E P in the 1920s, the key ques
tion was how to build a strong economy in the Soviet Union given that the anticipated 
revolutions in the advanced capitalist countries had not taken place. 

Three positions were taken on the question. Lenin's position advocated some 
reUance on external resources from the capitaUst countries. Preobrazhenski and 
Trotski took the position that accumulation should proceed gradually with emphasis 
on raising the standard of Uving of the working class and encouraging the rich peas
ants or kulaks. Stalin and (for a while) Bukharin argued for imposing the burden of 
capital formation on the peasantry through the collectivization of agriculture. This 
had the double objective of pumping a labour force into industry and ensuring the 
increased for production to feed the growing industrial labour force. The central 
issue was how to achieve sociaUst accumulation without exploitation, coloniaUsm, 
plunder and robbery — the chief momenta of primitive accumulation in the capitaUst 
worid economy. In the event, the third strategy was adopted. 

Tbe CMnese Korean Model (Revolutionary deUnking with indigenization) 

After the revolution, in 1949, China embarked on a two-pronged strategy of 
socio-economic transformation. On the one hand, China received considerable 
economic and technical assistance from the Soviet Union. On the other, China pur-
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sued a policy of grass roots participation which, among other things, included the 
operation of backyard iron smelters and the collection of night soil to manure collec
tive farms. This policy was followed until the early 1960s when differences emerged 
between China and the Soviet Union. From that time to the early 1970s, China fol
lowed a poUcy of self-reUance on domestic capital accumulation with selective 
importation of some capital goods. Trade relations involving barter arrangements 
were also estabUshed with third world countries. 

In 1976, China launched the policy of the 'four modemisations' which, in ge'n-
eral, seeks to accelerate the development of the productive forces^fhrough the adop
tion of advanced Westem technology. The debate which ensued within China and 
the poUtical stmggles which le^ to the discredit of the 'gang of four' were concerned 
with whether China was politically ready to take this step without the risk of becom
ing subordinated again to the capitaUst world economy. There is stiU no clear indica
tion of how far China will go in its liberalization programme. Nonetheless, the 
Chinese experience provides some lessons for third world countries seeking to deUnk 
from the capitaUst world economy. 

Korea was a Japanese colony from 1910 to 1945. The Juche idea which has 
guided North Korea's poUtical and economic development in the last three decades 
emerged as a response to Japanese imperialism and cultural domination. This domi
nation had spawned a political and cultural tradition of subservience to foreign forces 
known as sadae. Juche is the counter-culture. 

It is now generally agreed that North Korea has reversed the culture of subservi
ence. Through pursuing a poUcy of sociaUst self-reliance and non-aUgnment to 
East or West, North Korea has successfully restructured its economy from an exter
nally oriented raw material and agricultural exporter to an integrated, inward and 
self-sustaining industrial economy with a reduced foreign trade sector. In the early 
1950s North Korea reUed rather heavily on assistance from the Soviet Union and was 
faced with the choice of adopting the Soviet model and integrating its economy with 
the C O M E C O N countries or developing an economy which was in essence self-re
liant. The latter choice was made in the early 1960s and the Juche become the guiding 
doctrine. Echoes of List can be heard in the following quote from a North Korean 
paper: "Each country must develop its economy in a many sided way; each country 
must grow into an independent economic unit which is mn with its own technique, 
natural resources, raw and other materials and its own efforts and personnel". The 
principle of economic self-reliance is an entrenched clause in the constitution of the 
Democratic People's RepubUc of Korea (DPRK) . Self-reUance is emphasized not 
only in the economic sphere but also in political, social and ideological matters. 

Assessing North Korea's perfonnance. White had the following to say: The DPRK has 
done a creditable job in developing a fairiy sophisticated and balanced industrial eco
nomy with a relatively small foreign trade sector (17.8% in 1967, rising to about 30% in 
1974) and a relatively high degree of self sufficiency in food grains, industrial raw mate
rials, basic consumer goods and industrial machines and equipment. 

North Korea has been able to achieve the above through the maintenance of a strong 
state, a determined revolutionary party and committed leadership, a united and 
mobiUzed people and an economic strategy based on meeting domestic needs with 



domestic resources. This is also a strategy which, in T^orth Korea thinking, will make 
it easier to re-unify the country. This is very relevant for thinking about Africa's 
unification. 

The necessary Political conditions for Delinking 
None of the models advanced above is theoretical in an abstract sense. Al l of 

them represent concrete historic^ cases which emerged under specific political con
ditions. 

Let us begin with the German case. Although the intellectual argument was 
made by F . List in the 1820s, the formation of the zollverein did not take place until 
the 1830s and Prince Bismark did not break with free trade unit 1879. Clearly, then, 
it may be argued that the 'National System' advocated by List in 1841 could not come 
into existence until 1871 with the political unification of Germany. But the unifica
tion of Germany and the subsequent protection of the national economy were con
tingent on the triumph of a national bourgeoisie over the provincial lords. A combi
nation of German nationalism against British and French domination and the desire 
to create a strong national economy led to Germany's delinking from the European 
trading system in 1979. The rest is history. By 1885, Germany had become a conten
der to be reckoned with in the inter-imperialist rivalry between the European 
power. It made its debut in 1884 by summoning the Berlin Conference at which 
Africa was partitioned. After its unification and the development of a national eco
nomy, Germany bacame an imperialist power. It would be stressed that, contrary to 
functional integration thinking, the formation of a customs union or national system 
of railways were a primun mobile for German unification. Behind the formation of 
the Zollverein and'the construction of a national system of railways were continuing 
struggles between the rising industrial bourgeoisie and the feudal lords. The triumph 
of Bismark over the provincial lords and the unificadon of Germany was the turning 
point. 

The Cuban model (revolutionary delinking with sociaHst co-operation) also 
presupposes distinct pohtical conditions. If the rise of the German state may be con
sidered the last of the bourgeois revolutions in Europe, so is the Boilshevik revolu
tion the first sociahst revolution. As we saw before, the Soviet Union was also the 
first country to institute a policy of autocentric development, delibrately opting out 
of the capitalist world economy. 

The Cuban revolution 1959 had been preceeded not only by the experience of 
the Soviet Union's own efforts to delink with a socialist revolution, the expansion of 
the socialist world has made it possible for the new sociaUst countries to delink with 
socialist co-operation. It should be pointed out, however, that there is no consensus 
on this issue. The objections raised by Albania, North Korea and China against 
'Soviet social imperiaUsm' are worth noting. On the other hand, Cuba's relationship 
|With the C O M E C O N countries had contributed to the high rate of economic growth 
and the social transformation although, for the time being, it had intensified Cuba's 
monocultural dependence on cane sugar exports. At the moment we are encouraged 
to think Cuba's autonomy allows it to carry out its intemationaUst revolutionary 
tasks in Angola and Ethiopian. It is not clear whether Mozambique and Angola 
would Uke to forge similar relations with COMECON. '" ' Whatever views one may 

hold on the matter, the fact is that the small, emergent revolutionary sociaUst coimtry j 
which seeks to delink from the capitalist world system now had the opportunity of I 
forging new politico-economic relations with the socialist world while restructuring i 
its domestic economy. j 

The Chinese/North Korean model (revolutionary deUnking with indigeniza- i 
tion) is the most difficult to assess because oi the number of variants. Essentially, the 
model emphasizes self determination, cultural autonomy and anti-imperiaUsm. It 
rejects the possibiUty of gains from unequal trade and seeks to build economies with; 
domestic resources and skills. The revolutionary variant (North Korea) seeks to | 
build upon traditional practices as well as adopt modem practices to local needs and; 
resources. The conservative variant of indigenization, however, may simply seek to i 
restore and preserve tradition without a clear strategy for socio-economic transfor-! 
mation. Burma of the 1950s and 1960s is a case in point. However, other virsions of i 
self-reUance without a revolutionary strategy also belong to the conservative vari
ant. Tanzania's (/yamoa is a clear case. 

Yet, although the model may be retrogressive in the hands of a norrowminded i 
and self-seriving petty bourgeoisie, as in the Tanzanian case, it has some notable | 
progressive elements in the hands of a revolutionary party. In the African context 
there is a clear case for restoring and building upon our indigenous scientific and! 
technological practice just like China and North Korea have done, to some extent, i 
But in order for this to lead to fundamental social transformation it is necessary to i 
have a revolutionary situation. i 

i 

Conclusions 
To summarize, let us review the principal elements of each model. The first 1 

model is a prescription for late capitalist development. It presupposes the existence j 
of a national bourgeoisie, albeit weak, whose development into a transforming class j 
can only be assured by strong state protection from extemal trade competition, i 
There must be an entrepreneurial class and a strong state to protect it. In the German j 
case, this entailed the overthrow of feudal classes and the institution of bourgeois \ 
rule. The second model requires the establishment of a revolutionary sociaUst state | 
which is committed to severing links with the capitaUst world economy and forging j 
new Unks with the sociaUst countries. It requires a high level of popular mobilization j 
to ensure a reasonably smooth absorption of the pain of transformation. The third , 
model suggests a complete turn around from the capitahst world economy, a | 
re-orientation of economic and political goals, the restoration and innovation of 
indigenous science and technology, a redefinition of skill training, education, etc. 
This autocentric model is the most challenging by far and also the most promising. 
The pure model suggests complete autarchy. A fundamental component of any ver-, 
sion, however, is that no trade is necessary and therefore no foreign exchange is j 
required. Economic activities would be defined strictly within the limits of domestic! 
needs and resources. Thomas,'*^ in his iron laws of equating demand with needs, con-; 
verting needs into effective demand and equating supply with domestic resources is 
speaking of this strategy. So is Samir Amin in his critique of a N I E O which does not,̂  
seek to create internally integrated and self sustaining economies in the Third', 
World.'*^ It should be noted that across all the models there are elements which over- j 



lap and, therefore, the models are not mutually exclusive, particularly in practice. 
In conclusion, let us be forthright. The argument for delinking centres around 

economic strategies and, indeed, is the affirmation of the necessity of strong national 
economies. The process of delinking, however, must be conceived, in the first 
instance, as a political problem. The historical models summarized above can only 
serve as a guide for Africa in the choice of our own path. Particular attention in the 
African context will have to be paid to the question of unification, bearing in mind 
that African countries of today (in their size and history) are different from the Ger
man principalities of the 19th century. Yet, we should be reminded that unification 
and dehnking are part and parcel of the same historical process of reconstructing our 
continent.^^ 

It is not our intention in this paper to prescribe a particular model. However, 
since the emergence of an autonomous national bourgeoisie in African is foreclosed 
by the very process of subordination to the capitalist world system the German model 
is virtually ruled out. The second and third models therefore, are the historical can
didates . If revolutionary parties come into power in individual African countries 
without an immediate prospect for continent-wide revolutions, the tendency will be 
most probably, to lean towards the Cuban model although good prospects for the 
Korean model are not negligible, at least for some countries. If, on the other hand, 
a unified Africa emerges from concurrent revolutionary struggles, then the Chinese/ 
Korean Model is not only desirable but also feasible. But at this stage this is pure con
jecture for, to paraphrase Hegel, the owl of Minerva takes flight at dusk. All we 
know is that Africa is poised on the brink of tumultuous social change. All we can do 
is intensify our own understanding of this social process so that it can be transformed 
.into a progressive and creative social force in the complete liberation of the continent 
from centuries of oppression and exploitation. 
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A G R I C U L T U R A L PRODUCTION (Total) 
(FAO Index Number 1974 - 1976 = 100) 

T A B L E I 

FOOD PRODUCTION 

World 

1971 1976 1982 
91 29 102.36 116.79 
93.31 102.;9 114.47 

^ a s t S : 0 

S a n i a 92.67 108.11 116.72 
Significant declines (1982): Botswana-86.81; Gambia-89.82; Zambia-88.71; 
Lesotho-91.06 

CROPS 
1971 1976 1982 

World 93.45 102.64 117.53 
Africa 93.59 102.23 109.61 
Ivory Coast 86.02 105.30 137.52 
Tanzania 96.88 107.11 104.68 

Significant declines (1982): Zambia-79.10; Senegal-79.72; Lesotho 

LIVESTOCK 
1971 1976 1982 

Worid 90.55 101.22 115.38 
Africa 93.33 103.78 128.90 
Ivory Coast 85.58 106.08 171.45 
Tanzania 95.24 106.20 132.87 

Significant declines (1982):Only Zimbabwe at 83.98 fell below 100 

CEREALS 
1971 1976 1982 

Worid 92.96 104.78 118.12 
Africa 93.35 102.44 107.20 
Ivory Coast 88.00 101.37 112.74 
Tanzania 98.05 105.60 101.26 
Significant declines (1982): Botswana-23.29; Guinea Bissau-57.99; Angola-61.53; 
Lesotho-65.84; Zambia-62.49; Swaziland-70.55 

AGRICULTURE (overaU) 
1971 1976 1982 

World 91.63 102.02 116.19 
Africa 94.02 101.70 113.57 
Ivory Coast 86.63 105.28 139.40 
Tanzania 96.98 107.09 109.00 

Significant declines (1982): Angola-83.41; Botswana-86.34; Senegal-86.34; Zam-
bia-88.78; Gambia-90.09; Guinea Bissau-92.31 

Table compiled from£AO, Production Yearbook, 1983. 
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A G R I C U L T U R A I PRODUCTION (per capital) 
(FAO Index Number 1974 - 1976 = 100) 

T A B L E II 

FOOD 
1971 1976 1982 

World 98.54 100.52 103.50 
Africa 104.16 99.36 93.32 
Ivory (Toast 103.85 97.81 116.33 
Tanzania 104.36 105.04 94.13 
Significant declines (1982): Zambia-70.95; Zimbabwe-74.79; Somalia-70.41; 
Senefial-72.44; Mozambique-79.55; Gambia-74.12; Ghana-76.81; Lesotho-76.85. 
CROPS 

1971 1976 1982 
World 100.87 100.79 104.14 
Africa 104.46 98.41 89.35 
Ivory Coast 103.72 101.18 108.35 
Tanzania 109.05 104.04 84.38 
Significant declines (1982): Zambia--63.26; 
Lesotho-65.19; Senegal -66.46 

-63.26; 

LIVESTOCK 
1971 1976 1982 

World 97.72 99.38 102.24 
Africa 104.20 100.93 105.09 
Ivory Coast 103.12 101.95 135.09 
Tanzania 107.14 103.13 107.05 

Botswana-55.95; Angola-65.33; 

Significant decUnes (1982): Zimbabwe-66.22; Rwanda-88.43; Somalia-69.90; Bots-
wana-88.46; Zaire-85.75. 

CEREALS 
1971 1976 1982 

World 100.35 102.92 104.69 
Africa 104.19 99.57 87.37 
Ivory Cbast 106.08 97.39 88.83 
Tanzania 110.38 102.54 81.68 

Significant declines (1982): Zambia-49.98; Botswana-19.00; Angola-51 67• 
Lesotho-55.35; Guinea Bissau-51.61; Mozambique-58.89 
AGRICULTURE (overall) 

1»71 1976 1982 
World 98.90 100.18 102.96 
Africa 104.94 98.87 92 58 
IvoryCoast 104.45 101.16 109 82 
Tanzam;a 109.18 104.03 87.88 

Significant declines (1982): Zambia-71.00; Zimbabwe-76.41; Senegal-71 99-
Libya-74.11;Gambia-74.35Mozambique-78.93 ' ' 

Tables compiled from FAO, Production Yearbook, 1983 
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