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INTRODUCTION

Ideally, the objective of foreign aid is to help produce accelerated and sustained
economic growth in the recipient country. In theory, bilateral aid seems to be
desirable, but the practice of aid has led to frustrations and disillusionment in both
the donor and recipient nations. The objective of aid is embedded in actual global
relationships, yet both the donors and the recipients have failed to appreciate the
performance of aid within the global context. This failure, of course, has put foreign
aid in a tenuous position, at best. The advanced nations have started questioning the
role of external assistance to accelerate économic development in the developing
countries; the less developed countries, on the other hand, feel a sense of frustration
as they have not been able to attain the stage of self-sustaining growth as they ex-
pected. ‘

This paper is designed to determine the attitudes and opinions of a segment of
the populations of Ghana and Nigeria toward US aid and to outline the relationship
between aid and the perception of dependence in these two countries. We begin from
the premise that the success of bilateral aid depends, in part, on the psychology of

the recipient. In 1971, Kenneth and Mary Gergen suggested that international

assistance programmes involve interpersonal relations between the donor and the
recipient and, therefore, the attitudes, aspirations, and perceptions of the recipients
were indispensable to a better understanding of foreign aid.! In a survey of aid of -
ficials in five nations they conclude that there was a strong relationship between the

We recognise that in order to have successful aid relationships it is essential that

all interested parties know how the recipient feels about both the aid it receives and
the donor. The importance of attitude is seen in the fact that it
conditions the behavior of one actor towards the other. Once aid is received, attitude

normally requested by a Third World nation.

Contemporary foreign aid relationships have roots in the process of the develop-
ment of the world political economy which has been dominated by,theicapitalist mode
of production. According to Wallerstein, the end result of this process has been the
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ivision of the world into rich (producers of manufactured goods) anq the poor
. ly primary producers).”> The argument is that the world economy is a 'smgle
e~~~ whic;,l there are unequal exchanges between the core and the Penphery
o "1‘( to benefit the core. Thus, the concept of foreign aid implies (in recent
- ‘)er:e transfer of resources, at less than market prices, from the rich to the poor.
= Some advocates of objective dependence have argued bthat tt}}‘x:
frican countries is caused by the
‘;ndeel’;:)ee‘(,ielzi't?;::.s I::nic:ﬁly. .mo.st African nations believe that forelgn. aid is
: eveqqary to bring about rapid economic development. If both of these asser_tmns are
:’euce,uthen foreign aid will lead to further dependepee on the .advanced“natll]onsleld
worsen the very condition the poor nations are trying to amelx‘orate.. It is, t e;e thé
important to examine whether there has beep any perception of danger by
recipients in regard to the need to rely on aid for.devel.o;.)n_lent.Th i et
Dependence also implies lack of autono_m.v for aid recipients. ) e; ].0 e
argue that reliance on external sources of flnan'ce and technology fm. deve OEC i
ultimately leads to domination by the don(Tr ‘Wthh means that tl:)e m.elg:\tg th(;vin:
well as‘the domestic programmes of the rec1p,en‘ts w1!l become su sen;r'le(r; ; v,-adox
terests and policies of the donor. In Africa, t..hls sntuatl‘on repre§ent:s .a' mdo p?‘ation.
As a result of past, and sometimes continuing, experien ces w1t..h tou?lgr: dom? mrn’
African nations are very apprehensive about any new form of externa (‘)mma A
vet they want to use external resources for development.

SOURCES OF DATA

A persons’s attitude toward an object my be det:ined as the ohje‘ct':ls evalu‘i:itn./e
meaning for the person.? That is to say, a person’s attitude tOWfild' : .|US af‘ttels
basically how he evaluates it. Data were collected‘from newspap'el'mm es wri Sn
between 1960 and 1977 from Ghana and Nigeria which express opinions about US.
aid. The newspapers used to collect the data were:

Ghana: Daily Graphic (1960-77), Ghanaian Times (1960-77).

igeria: Daily Times (1960-77(, Daily Express ‘(1960-65)
(1\1157‘:;-"“75); Niggrian Tribune (1973-76), West African Pilot (1970-72).

For a newspaper to be selected it had to be a national dail.v., pu.hlished_ and circu:latetz
across the country. We searched for newspapers that were in cn'cu'latmn t}l?nsug :):
the entire period of 1960-77. Since the data were collected in .th.(.e gl kg
availability of the newspapers in the Library of Cong’res.‘e. the |lblallea. f)| .tl'l
University and the University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill, was another selection
u‘te'Ill:m(;hana, only three newspapers qualified. Of these, the Pio{zeer was noé selec(;
ted because of government policies toward the newspaper. The'Pt'oneer w:«i\s Na'nneia
by the government in 1962, resurrected in 1966 and bgnned again in ]‘?72: n .1g?r )
Where several choices were available, the two ‘‘leading newspapers ..(m te.l m:s.(.)
‘ontent of information and circulation)®, the Daily Times and the Daily Express,

W y ' 3 ag
']‘eh': :t(:::t:\g(.) selections, Nigerian Tribune and the We..s-l ..Afrzcan Pllot..v'v:;ll'e u.seq :s
Supplements to the Daily Express from 1970-76 for missing or unava'lld le C(l)plg..a

Since the newspapers had no index, the first step in data coll.ectu?.n m\: ve i
Visual examination of the entire contents of each newspaper on mlcrolhl’;‘n}; rtiyiczlieg
ticle expressing an opinion about the gS was copied for further perusal. e ar <
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were classified into five main categories: statement by government officials, ed itorials,
articles and reports by professional journalists, scholarly articles, and letters to the
editor. In this paper, these categories are not considered in the analysis.

A quantitative analysis of the data has been done elsewhere.® This paper
examines the raw data merely to make inferences about the opinions in the articles.
Only a sample of the opinions are em ployed to search for the reasons underlying the
expressions of the authors. With this information we try to show the variations in at-
titude toward US aid by looking at the relationship between attitude and political
regime. )

The conclusions of this study have to be interpreted with caution, due to lack of
press freedom and the number of people who read newspapers. In Ghana, the
newspapers used were controlled by the government. In Nigeria, the leading
newspaper, Daiy Times, was taken over by the military government in 1975.
Moreover, in Nigeria, where most of the newspapers were privately operated, a
distinguished Nigerian journalist has observed that there were ‘‘formidable con-
straints on press freedom’.” Furthermore, the readership of Ghanaian and Nigerian
newspapers excluded the majority of the people simply because they are published in
English for the relatively few educated, fairly well-paid, urban working classes, and
the few rural counterparts.?

The attitudes examined here are actually those of a small, but nevertheless in-
fluential, segment of the population, usually‘ref‘erred to as opinion leaders. In effect,
the opinions selected for analysis reflect those of the government as well as other

" leaders who have input in foreign policy decisions. That is to say, the sample used
consists of the influential public. In his study of Nigeria's foreign polucicy, Akinyemi
defends such an approach by arguing that in matters of public interest the masses
depend on their leaders for the canalisation and expression of their interests.® Con-
sequently, rather than question the validity of the sample, we must concern ourselves
with how the government and the elite utilise the press to mobilise public opinion
behind foreign policy. This function of the press (in Africa) cannot be overlooked
because the press is the major source of information for many people. !¢

PERSPECTIVES ON US AID

Before Ghana achieved its independence in 1957, the United States had played a
very limited role in Africa, economically, politically, and militarily (strategically).
Initially, this worked to the advantage of the United States because its image in
Africa was not tainted, as was that of the French or British who possessed colonies in
Africa. Though Africans did not exactly support nor even trust the foreign policy
goals of the US (as a result of US reluctance to back self-determination in Africa),
they knew very well that in order to achieve rapid economic development they would
have to turn to the US. After all, the US was the nation with the most resources to
give, and it had never held a single colony in Africa. It was in the light of this
earlier optimism and enthusiasm that aid relationships between the US and several
African nations were established. How this earlier enthusiasm for and commitment
to US . aid has changed over the years will be the focus of our discussion below.

GHANA: ATTITUDES TOWARDS US AID

First Civilian Government (1960-66)

When Ghana achieved its independence in 1957, the aim of its leadership was to
6
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puild a “political kingdom’’ where every citizen wou lq enjoy a meaningful measure.;g
economic prosperity. It was not long before they realised t.ha.t Ghana cov_nlq not. ?)u;

a viable economy with her own resources. Therefore, thg nation was full o{'pra:se tor
the US when the US government. announced that it was ready to zfud (Ghana.
American aid was sought in several areas: Development Aid; Technical Aid; and the
Peace Corps.

Capital for industrialisation has been one of Ghana’s main development
problems. The country’s economy is heavily dependent on cocoa and other primary
products to earn foreign exchange. For any long-term de\./el'opment plan, the lack Qf
finances becomes a major constraint that places s.erious limits on what can be done
When plans were announced to build the Volta River I)anT (the -largest single pu.uect,‘
in Ghana) the counmtry turned to the United States and its allies. G‘..huna' provided
about half of the cost for the project and the remaining amou'nt was financed by tl.le
US, Britain and the World Bank. The US provided .abo.ut7b perce.nt of the total l‘n,
loans and grants for the Volta Aluminium Smelte':r which is the pnncnpal‘ user of e.le(,-
tricity from the Dam. Despite the initial negahve reac.tlon over FJS fuot-dr.aggldn%_l
and lengthy negotiations, American’s role in the project was highly acclaimed.

The mainstay of the Ghanaian economy is agricult.ure, which is ano?her area
where many people felt the need forUS aid.This camein sevgral for‘mS, m.cludmg
farming aids (fertilizers, better crop yields, machetes) and techr.ucal aid (US
agricultural advisors for the establishment of farm institutions, for soil c.onservatlon
and irrigation, for rice cultivation, for rubber plantations and for grazing camps).
Another sector in which US aid was vigorously sought was technical

aid for education. Ghana was the  first African nation to ask for and

receive Peace Corps volunteers. The Ghanaian President, Nkrumah, hailed the
Peace Corpsas a,, splendidbold idea’"’'% In asking for the.z Peace Corps the govern-
ment indicated that it needed educators, especially in the areas of science,
mathematics and agriculture to improve secondary school education. By 1963 about
128 Peace Corps volunteers were working in Ghana as teachers, doctors, nurses,
engineers, geologists, social workers, etc. As the activities of the P(‘ealce Cf)r.ps per-
meated the Ghanaian society, the members were hailed for their sacrifice and
dedication. A memorandum issued by the Ministry of Education described the Peace

Corps scheme as ‘“‘godsent’”.!?

After achieving independence in 1957, Ghanaians were most anxious‘to pro_]ec;
the image of a ‘““model independent African state” to the world. To Fe:aci
this goal it was crucial to achieve economic progress which would assure the polmc:
independence they had just won. At that time, the press emphasis was on [;Se
positive contributions US aid could make to the Ghanaian economy. In shor?,. é
aid was thoughtto be crucial for economic develppt:ngntThere were a few critics ;l)'
aid, mainly from the academic community. The crmcnsr-ns of US au% were basma‘ y
warnings to Ghanaians to exercise some restraint in their quest for a¥d. They re.ml.n-.
ded the country of certain inherent dangers in reliance on external aid: terms of aid;
motives of the donor; and economic dependence on the donor.'

Attitude Change
' The turning point in Ghanaian-US relations Of:curred in 1962 when Nk;“uhmah
began to implement his Marxist-Leninist principles in Ghana. By early 1963 G ang
had become a socialist state. The differences and disagreements between Ghana an




"the US began to surface at this time. The (Ghanaian government started a massive
campaign to damage the image of the| US in the country. The US was portrayed as
the leader of the neo-colonialists who desired nothing less than the complete
domination and exploitation of Ghana and Africa. The government was openly
hostile to overall US policy in Africa and the Third World. " Ghanaians, therefore,

‘came to associate the US with only negative behaviour patterns: neo-colonialism, im-
perialism, exploitation, and the negative attitude towards the donor led to un-
favourable attitudes toward US aid and the Peace Corps. . ; ‘

A careful analysis of the Ghanaian economy reveals that Ghana’'s ﬁ_eed for aid
was never in doubt; '® yet after the US financing of the Volta River’ Project,
toge ther with a host of other programmes, the attitude towards US development aid
became unfavourable. Despite the anti-American rhetoric in Ghana, many writers
have shown that Ghana could not realistically disengage itself fromi the US and the

West. For instance, Dokuhas shown that Ghana's need for **hard currency (dollar)”’
was one. major reason why no appreciable efforts were made to divert Ghana’'s trade
from the West to the East.'” Scott Thompson argues that even the Seven-year
Development Plan (which was part of Ghana's socialist programme) depended
heavily on western investment.'® He also notes that ‘‘aid was the one American
programme never attacked in Ghana by the press, and for good reasons.”” Its
projects, largely in the agricultural sector, were unobtrusive and successful.'?

At any rate, as a result of the negative attitude toward the | US, the Ghanaian
government was reluctant to ask for aid from Washington, and the US was also un-
willing to give aid to Ghana. According to Aluko: :

from 1961 until 1965, Ghana did not request capital aid from Washington; and when she

did in March 1965 it was part of an aid package of about 537.45 million requested from

the lgadin\f; OECD countries: and even according ot the London Times it was the

American government that was the last to be contacted by Accra®’.

In 1962, Ghana received $63.9 million from the US, and this made it the largest
recipient of US aid in Africa. By 1965, Ghana's aid had decreased to $1.2 million
and had dropped out of the top 15 recipients of US aid altogether®!.

Finally, when Nkrumah published Neo-colonialism in 1965, the US “ﬂ'eje(‘ted a
long-standing reg uest {romn GGhana for $127 million in surplus food aid over the next
seven years’ . “*

The attitude toward the Peace Corps also changed drastically by the end of 1965.
The earlier enthusiasm toward the Corps gave way to suspicion and hostility.

- Initially, the P.o-e Corps was hailed for bringing in technical expertise. When the
relations between the two nations became sour, the Peace Corps was branded as an
instrument of the CIA. As a matter of fact, Ghanaians came to believe that the U S
was working thy ch the CIA and the Peace Corps to overthrow the socialist regime
of Nkrumah.** = cople working inthe field with Peace Corps volunteers began to com-
viain about their condescending attitude and lack of respect for (Ghanaian customs
and traditions.

First Military Gover: 1966-68)

After Nkrumah's overthrow in early 1966 he i ‘tterly accused the “‘imperialist’’
powers for exerting an economic squeeze on hana. The military government
inherited a poor economy and a debt of $800 million, 80 per cent of which was
o'wed to western creditor nations. During thi rind Ghana's worsening economic
situation dictated its attitude toward US aid.

The National Liberation Council (NLC) Government made a swift appeal to the
US for aid and the response was positive. By mid-1968 the US had made available
2bout $65 million in varying forms of credits, grants and assistance programmes?®!. The
overwhelming attitude in the country was that, due to the extent of damage done to
the economy through mismanagement of the previous government, the country could
ot survive without external assistance. American aid was earnestly sought in several
areas including agricultural commodities and raw materials under PL 481 and com-
mercial loans to import industrial equipment from the U S. 25 US aid generally
fitted into the growing sentiment within the country to rebuild the economy. Among
other things, the government announced four main economic policies, to revive the
Lation’s agricultural production to increase exports and domestic food supply; im-
prove transportation, especially to rural areas; increase industrialisation, firstly by
reviving idle industries and secondly, to attract foreign investors; and, correct the
balance of payments deficit. *° ;

To achieve these policies most writers favoured reliance on US aid, for 1t was
believed that the nation’s economy could not be revived without help from major aid
donors. One editorial looked at the Ghanaian situation in this manner:

In Ghana, there has been a remarkably improved climate towards development. The new

government is faced with serious economic problems and is making a determined effort to

overcome them on the basis of economic reality .’

The reality was that the country had no money for its development.
Consequently, few people seemed to be worried about the previous negative
image of the U S in Ghana. Along with the new image of the US in Ghana also
came a new perception of Ghanaian-US relations. The relationship was described
as co-operative rather than dependent. Thus, the Ghanaian writers who, just a few
vear earlier, he called the US a neo-colonialist power were now calling for more
US involvement in the country. However, in the academic community a note of
aution was being sounded: ‘‘Logk before you leap’’. This concern was centred
yund two issues. Firstly, it was indicated that the influx of foreign capital would
ke Ghana a pawn to foreign capitalists. Secondly, it was argued that what the
ntrv needed was not aid, but sound economic policies to attract capital to

ost the economy.

Perhaps, the most vocal dissent was against American involvement in economic
anning. While there was practically no argument over using US money for long-
term economic projects, several writers questioned the wisdom of relying on US per -
onnel for long-term economic planning. Additionally, occasional references were
made to the ‘‘traditonal Ghanaian pride and dignity:”’ that is,in Ghanaian society it
was alright to ask for assistance when in need and return the favour when conditions
improved, but to depend increasingly on gifts and the generosity of others was not
behaviour to be proud of. Such statements meant that US aid should be a tem-.
porary measure and that any idea of longterm economic dependence on the US was
a disgrace to Ghanaians. This editorial was typical of most of the daily reminders:

Grateful as we are for US assistance, it still has to be borne in mind that the purposelof
such help is to assist us to help ourselves. It is not meant or should not be taken as in-
definite source of finance and food for our country and people. Ghana has ultimate
responsibility for her own development, and foreign aid should be regarded as a sup-
plement.?®
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Peace Corps
During the first military government only minimal reference was made to the
Peace Corps, though there was an intensive campaign to convince the people about
the positive aspects of the Peace; Corps programme. Similarly, the need for outside
volunteers to teach in Ghana was also becoming an issue in itself. This issue arose
because certain elements in the society felt Ghanaian universities could produce
enough teachers for the country’s needs, especially in the arts. In the end, it was
still felt that the Peace Corps was essential to the country’s educational needs,
especially in the scientific and technical areas.

The Second Civilian Government (1969-71)

By 1968 the Ghanaian economy was in a very big slump. Agricultural produc-
tivity was very low which affected the export sector of the economy. Incidentally,
there was also a serious decline in the world market price for cocoa, and the resultant
decline in revenues worsened the balance of payments situation. Industrial produc-
tion declined because of the lack of foreign exchange to import raw materials to feed
the industries. Additionally, the lack of foreign exchange made it difficult to replace
worn-out parts. The Ghana Economic Review 1971-72 aptly identified three structural
weaknesses of the Ghana economy. These were, the reliance on a single crop, cocoa,
for foreign exchange; the overwhelming burden of foreign debt due to the intensive
infrastructural and industrial development of the 1950s and early 1960s; and the
rapid population growth juxtaposed with the depressed economic growth rate .29

The period 1969-71 denotes the height of Ghana's dependence on foreign aid.
Tronically, as will be shown later, this period also attests to the nation’s desperatg at-
tempts to break away from a serious crisis generated by a sense of helplessness in the
face of mounting economic problems. With declining productivity and no available
foreign exchange reserves to depend on, the on ly alternative was foreign aid. On the
whole, the attitude toward the US was favourable because of the need for more ex-
ternal aid and the necessity to reschedule external debts, the bulk of which were
owed to western nations.

The largest single (organised) group affected by the worsening economic con-
ditions was the trade unions, and they came out strongly against foreign aid and the

| government's economic policies. On several occasions, trade union leaders argued

that too much dependence on foreign financial aid would never help resurrect
Ghana's shattered economy. Consequently, they advocated reliance on the nation’s
own resources for development. “We want the government to approach economic
problems of this country from the Ghanaian concept because long-or-short-term
loans will never solve our problems.’30

Apart from the trade unions, other groups and individuals were growing skep-
tical about US aid. It was clear that despite the seemingly enormous amount of US
aid received the economy kept worsening. Perhaps, the biggest concern was the sud-
den realisation that the most serious economic problem facing the country was the
national debt that had accumulated over the vears. In the period 1969-71, concerns

over the economy and the national debt clearly overshadowed the Peace
Corps issue.

Debt Burden

By 1969 Ghana’s external debt was more than $1003 million, and its repayment
had become the single most important iss:e in the headlines. Within the
country, there was a major consensus that some of the
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debts were not sacrosanct, for they were contracted in an atmosphere of corruption
.nd insanity in complete disregard to their economic feasibility. Ngverthelws, thfere
was sharp disagreement as to whether these debts should be repudiated or be paid.

The opponents of further debt payment referred co.nstantl)./ toi effects of the
Jebts and also the burden on future development. Estimates indicated that the,
“debt of $1003 million amounted to about $125 per head as opposefi to the per hgad
annual income of $211 or a gross of $1125.million”.3‘Most economic forecasts pain-
il,.d a gloomy picture as a result of debt repayment anc'i higher interest rates.

The burden of this on any future development program can best be realized in noting

that our total exports amount to around $300 million. In plain .language, this means
that almost 25 % of one year’s exports has to be used to absorb this burden because our

economy was too weak at the time the National Liberation Council took over to permit
us to pay our debts. ‘ .
It was contended that debt repayment would adversely affect economic growth, in-
crease unemployment and worsen the balance of repayments ppsmon of the cguntrg':;
resulting in the need to resort to further borrowing in order to finance new projects.

The ultimate question in everybody's mind was finally made known: if the
donor nations are serious about aiding Ghana, why not g}'ve a break -to the poor coun-
try by repudiating some of the debts, or, at.least, agreeing to reschedule them. As a
m.uttér of fact, the government had made several unsuccessfu} atfempt§ to negotiate
for better terms with the creditors * (US inclhded)_. Despite 1t§ failures a’t 'the
negotiating table the Ghanaian government argued vigorously against repudlgtlon
of the debt. Obviously, it feared the consequences because & the
creditor-nations were also the major aid-givers and the government could not af-
ford to antagonise them by repudiating debts it had labeled dubiOL{s. ‘

As a consequence of the economy’s dependence on external flnancxr}g, the
nation was unable to pursue policies that were considered necessar_y.‘to revive _the
economy. Though the repayment of the debts under existing conditions was im-
possible and the creditors were unwilling to agree to any new terms, the alternative
was unthinkable. Apart from the memories of colonialism, never before had
Ghanaians been so exposed to a fundamental fact of international relatlons-t'hat,
nations act in their own self-interest. The creditors had become very unco-operative;
they were not even concerned about the plight of the Ghanaian economy. Above all,
what bothered Ghanaians most was the apparent refusal of the creditors even to
negotiate with Ghana as individual nations. Consequently, in all its debt talks Ghana
had to confront the numerous creditors all at the same time under prearranged con-
ditons. :

In fact, the debt burden was a bitter pill for Ghanaians to swallow. EYen the
Us, the closest friend the country has had since 1966, would not yield when' it came
to repayment of debts. In the midst of all the disappointment and frustr‘atlon with
the creditors and despite the fact that the debts were described as duplous, most
Ghanaians blamed the corruption and mismanagement of the first civilian govern-
Mment for the debt problems. In other words, there was nothing wrong with the‘ aid
'eceived; rather the aid money had been misused.Perhaps'this tactic would'con.vmoe
the creditors that the country had a new image and a new leadership. Lastly, it was
better to discredit a government that had already fallen out of favour than to con-
front the creditors and the donors with accusations. By the end of 1971qn’g co'_u'ld
'ecognise a deep sense of frustration over the debt burden and the apparent inability
o find relief domestically or internationally.

]
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Second Military Government (1972-77)

When Busia’s Government was overthrown in a coup d'etat in February 1972
most experts believed that the government’s downfall was the result of gross inef-
ficiency and economic mismanagement. According to Aluko, the government’s liberal
economic policies were ill-advised, and that the unwise massive devaluation of the
cedi by 48.5 in December 1971% was the immediate cause for the coup, Libb
holds a similar opinion:
When the LCD (Less Developed Country, Ghana) became heavily dependent upon thel
160 (Inter-Governmental Organizations) and creditors for financial assistance to enable
the government to survive a disastrous shortfall in foreign exchange earnings, it was forced
to accept extreme, and politically dangerous measures to secure assistance.??

|

The economic difficulties that precipitated the downfall of the previous regime alsg
dictated behaviour in the new era. The government responded swiftly to publie
opinion by attacking the debt question head on.

Most important of all, the government announced the repudiation of some of the
country’s debts. About $94.4 million was repudiated, representing one-third of the
principal debts arising from supplier’s credit contracted during the Nkrumah regime.
However, genuine debts were to be honoured, but with a 50-year moratorium,
Similarly, Ghana was to honour long-term debts which arose principally out of long-
term loans and credits granted by the World Bank, the International Developmenft
Association (IDA), the government of the US and governments of other donor
nations.

The general feeling in the nation was exemplified, perhaps typified, by the
demonstrations of the cou ntry’s university students in support of the debf
repudiation. The attitude toward U S aid was dictated by the bitter lessons learned
through the years:

1. That extreme dependence on external resources was harmful to both the nation's long
term economic planning and short-term policies and programmes.

2. That foreign aid is normally given in the economic interests of the donor.

3. That despite assistance from the US and others, the country’s currency had to be

devalued twice in five years; the so-called friends could have salvaged the Ghanaiafl
economy.

4. That mounting foreign debts consequently lead to foreign control of the national govern
ment.

. That projects built with external funds are generally structured in such a w ay that they
would remain perpetually dependent on imports from foreign supplies.

A completely new orientation had taken place in the country. The first major
realisation was that foreign aid does not pay. Moreover, if aid money becomes un-
productive its side-effects are obviously disastrous external debts. Throughout the
years no radical measures had been initiated to diversify the economy in order to
lessen its dependence on a few primary commodities for the foreign exchange i
needed. Consequently, the majority of external assistance in the past had been un-
productive simply because it had been used for the wrong causes which only en-
couraged the continuing foreign orientation of the Ghanaian economy. True aid,
defined as the type that would stimulate structural changes in the economy, was
never received, or was very limited, thus making it ineffective. |

This background served as the impetus for a new attitude toward US"aid. In a
way, the new policy of self-reliance was partly due to the inability to get any further
aid from abroad after the repudiation of external debts. Self-reliance was defined as
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policy of doing things for ourselves and only accepting assistancg from friendly countries
and in so far as such assistance is complementary to our own effort and not a substitute
forgating

13y this policy the country chose to rely on its own resources and ask for aid only if it

ould fall within the guidelines of the nation’s development p]ans.IThe acceptancev of
1is policy significantly affected the evaluation'of d.e.velopment. aid. To the gow‘nfn-‘
nent, the policy was a means to rationalise its inability to receive external funds li)(li
cvelopment; to most of the people it provided an opportunity to rfeturn t9 the o
(amiliar theme that aid does not promote development l.)u.t, rather, it cont,nbut.es. to
underdevelopment and dependence by making the recipient poorer and poorer.
Another dimension of the Ghanaian attitude was the conception that .trz?de was
referable to aid.?” Given the extent of Ghana's economic prol)lems. the opinions in-
dicated that only trade expansion within the country, (-ouplejd with a reform ()f.the
njust economic relations between the rich and the poor natlor.ls, C(')uld be the rﬁgt
presceription. Thus, in terms of priorities for development, foreign aid from the
eca ndary issue. ‘ ;
g ”'YI]‘;eac:goof Ghana from 1960-77 offers three different scenarios. Fll'gt. the at-
ilude towards US. aid was unfavourable between 1960-65 when it was believed that
the US was the leading imperialist, neo-colonialist power ‘whose fild was an in-
;;;;fln(lnl for external control. On the other hand, the period from 1966-71 (.ienotes a
lassical case of extreme reliance on US aid. TheA US was .belle\'ed to
be a good friend and its aid was in Ghana’'s best interest. Fmally,thnalans hecamg
ndifferent to US aid ‘after 1971. After all, US aid did not bring the type of
conomic benefits people had anticipated.

NIGERIA: ATTITUDE TOWARDS US AID

The development of Nigerian attitude toward US aid has been affected h\
several domestic variables. The character of the federal goYex'lllnellt, the fiom‘est'lc
onomy, the large and diverse population, and the perceived role. of Nigeria in
\frica {ogether have dictated the attitude toward the US.. These vz?nabl.es al.so {m-
unt for the apparent differences between the two regimes examined in Nigeria.

Civilian Regime (1960-65) :

Nigerian foreign policy during the civilian government has been desc.rlhed by
nost writers as conservative, cautious, and extremely pro-west.?® Not surprlslpglx the
Nigerian attitude toward the US was generally favourable until the coup in early
1966, : .

On January 15, 1960, a federal government economist called on the US to ?ld
the economic dévelopment of Nigera.?® Generally speaking, he was merjely echoing
the sentiment of the nation. Officially, Nigeria had stated clearly tha.‘t it was com-
Mitted to a far-reaching programme of development in education, agriculture, t..rade
and industry with the hope of raising the standard- of-living of the people. A univer-
sal call was issued to all friendly nations to assist in the development eff()rt: Ac-‘
“ording to Nigerian perceptions the U.S. response was excellent. Through a series of
"egotiations US aid came in several forms:

i i i or O i dvisors for Nigeria;
1. Technical aid, in the form of American technical a for Nig .
2 Tecchnical aid, including the Peace Corps, scholarships for Nigerians to study in the
US, and funds and equipment for Nigerianschools;




3. Aid for basic human needs, in the form of aid for transportation, communication.

he'alth care, and electric power for both domestic and industrial use; and
4. Aid for agriculturet?

‘ In the early_ !960§, public opinion in Nigeria heavily favoured some kind o
reliance on US aid. American aid was considered indispensable to Nigeria’s

was partly blamed for the cou ntry’s economic status as a poor nation in a world sharp
ly divided between the ‘*haves” and the ‘‘have-nots’’ There was every indicatio
that Nigerians would have preferred trade to aid, for trade was much more dignifying
to the new nation than aid. However, the ‘‘laws of supply and demand were likely
operate against the poor nation’’.*! Ag a consequence of Nigeria's subordinate status
in the world policial economy, it was concluded that capital accumulation through
trade would be a tedious process, whereas the country needed a more radical a
pr:oach to development. Referring to possible development strategies available to
ngeria one writer pointed out that if poor nations want to close the gap between the
rich and the poor “‘they cannot afford the luxury of leisurely accumulation of domestic
capital and technical know-how. Hence the need to import it somehow’’ 42 ‘

Nigeria’'s need for foreign aid was a predominant factor in the first two develop-|
ment plans — the Seven-Year Plan (1955-62) and the Six-Year Plan (1962-68). Fo
the Six-Year Plan (which falls within the limits of this paper), the estimates showed:
that about 50 percent of the total investment. in thepublicsector was to come from
foreign aid. Aluko has observed that: |

the.Nigerian leaders, on independence, were determined to diversify their economy by A
pollcy.of industrialization and ‘the modernization of agriculture. But because of a shortage
of capital and skills, they wanted to do this by foreign assistance, as was clearly shown in.
the First National Plan 1962-8 whichenvisaged foreign aid to the tune of about 50 % of

Though several Nigerian critics contended that the US effort toward the plan left:
much to be desired, it was generally agreed that it was a generous gesture. Moreover,
US aid not only demonstrated its canfidence in the Nigerian economy, but also"
America’s long-term commitment to Nigeria's future. US confidence in Nigeria, it
was hoped, would also stimulate private American investment to supplement. U S

aid.* To most of the writers the two were basically the same in that they were give ‘

. as well as Nigtria. In thdt case,

as w ‘ Nigeria was entitled to more
US aid without having to beg for it: '

]

A ...I\'Iigeria is not going around the world, hands at the back, knees bended, because we‘
F)ellgve' chat this country is stable and that other peoples’ money will also be safe here. Not -

Consequently, all Nigeria had to do was to show in all sincerity to the US the:
benefit the US  would derive from aiding the economic development of Nigeria.
livery attempt was made to project the image of Nigeria as a big, potentially rich and
stable country, offering a good environment for aid and investment, 46

Despite Nigerians' positive attitudes towards US aid and their optimism about
the future potential of the country’s economy, there were a few isolated cases of war-
nings against reliance on US aid and adverse consequences. It was feared that as a
result of aid the Nigerian government might sacrifice non-alignment for a pro-west
policy. Given the fact that aid weas mutually beneficial to the donor and the
recipient, these writers unequivocally called on the Nigerian government to
veject all  aid with strings attached. (whether political  or economic).4?
Aid with strings attached, they argued, reduces the effectiven ess of that particular aid,
both economically and politically. There was alsc the fear that the country would
become susceptible to American influen ce.

Once again, as a result of its “business-like”’ approach to aid, most people were
curious to find out what Nigeria had to offer in return for US aid. “What did
Nigeria have to offer in return for US aid -military rights or commercial rights? '*#
This question was put to the government several times. Another persistently expressed
opinion was the need to avoid long-term dependen‘ce on foreign experts who ‘‘sin-
cerely work hard to discover the needs of the people and give outstanding con-
tribution to meet them, but that kind of approach is unable to solve problems; it can
only postpone them and make them last longer’’.*® As a corrol lary, technical aid was
considered a noble concept, but it was oftex;‘ offered to retain some of the positions of
privilege in the economic and administiative organisations of the new nations. In
short, the best approach to Nigeria's labour needs, most people believed, was to
utilise aid money to train local personnel for sustained economic growth in the coun-
trv,

Peace Corps

The Peace Corps programme was terminated in Nigeria during the Civil War
(1966-1969) and not resumed afterwards. When the programme was active during the
early 1960s, it was favourably evaluated by the people. The call for the Peace Corps
was first made by the federal government in order to ease the shortage of trained per-
sonnel in the country. According to the government, the Peace Corps was needed to
help develop the country in technical, scientific and professional fields. Both the
sovernment and the people praised the role of the Peace Corps. The services
provided by the volunteers were regarded as invaluable to the cultural and
educational development of the country.

By 1965, about 566 Peace Corps volunteers were stationed in Nigeria, and many
People shared the view of the government that they were ambassadors of goodwill
and benefaction, promoting cordial relations between the U S and Nigeria.?? Here
the emphasis was placed on the hope or realisation that the Peace Corps would bring
understanding between the people of the US and Nigeria. With a few excep tions the
Programme was described as a success.

Nonetheless, the minority opinion cannot be safely ignored, for it represented,
among others, the views of students of all Nigerian universities at the time. On the
whole, the student community was initially silent on the Peace Corps. Basically,
Peace Corps volunteers were assigned to secondary and technical schools and they
had very little to do with the universities. The students’ silen ce was, however, broken
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bv one incident in which a Peace Corps volunteer allegedly wrote an insulting letter
about Nigeria intended for her parents. For some reason the con-
tents of that personal letter became publicly known. A public outery ensued that
ultimately forced the volunteer to resign. The incident brought strong reactions from
university students. Student leaders organised several demonstrations on university
campuses against the entire Peace Corps scheme. The National Unions of Nigerian
students passed a resolution asking the government to probe the activities of the

Peace Corps, and ‘‘to deport immediately these agents of imperialism’ °!

The actions taken by the students stimulated a hot debate about the merits and
demerits of the Peace Corps scheme. It is difficult to tell if the actions of the students
were supported by a majority of the people. It is interesting to note, however, that
while several editorials agreed with the students for condemning that individual
member, they all seemed to indicate that the entire Peace Corps scheme should not be
attacked for the actions of one person. In fact, on the question of abolishing the en-
tire Peace Corps, the students did not receive much support from the general
population. If anything, this attitude could be taken to indicate the support the Peace
Corps had among the citizens of Nigeria.

Military Regime (1970-77)

Between 1966-69 a bitter civil war almost tore Nigeria apart. Curiously, the

nation emerged from the war more unified socially, and politically there emerged a

federal government stronger and more able to act without undue domestic en-

croachment. Perhaps the most dramatic and visible change in Nigeria after the war |

has been the growth of crude oil production and sales in the world market. The o1l
boom has provided Nigerians with a greater sense of economic independence.
Delancy has looked at post-war Nigeria in this way:

Nigeria came out of the civil war with a stronger economic system; a political system that
has become more centralized; a larger and more potent military force; and a greater sense
of national pride.”?

In view of all these changes one would expect some major difference between the two
periods (civilian and military) with regard to the attitude toward the US. The major
variable that accounts/for the difference in attitude is Nigeria's oil revenues and its
ability to pay for the much needed external resources. Total revenues (at current
prices) nearly tripled between 1970-73 and more than tripled between 1973-75. In
1975, over three-quarters of the total came from petroleum, even though revenues
from other sources (import duties and company tax) had also risen fast.’®
Immediately after the war an appeal was issued to all friendly nations to aid in
Nigeria's economic reconstruction. Initially, the US contributed what was termed a
reasonable amount toward the reconstruction of the Nigerian economy. Largely in
response to aid from donor nations (US not specifically mentioned) the Nigerian
government, through pressure from several groups, made it clearly known that
“‘Nigeria was not a beggar-nation’ % Pyblic sentiment in Nigeria was against the in-
discriminate acceptance of aid from all nations. Ironically, many Nigerians thought
some of the potential aid givers could use some aid from Nigeria. As a further reac-
tion to indiscriminate aid acceptance, there were frequent calls for a policy of self-
reliance intended to make Nigeria dependent on its own people and resources.?> Ob-

viously, the pride of many Nigerians was hurt by the generosity of many friendly
nations. b

Even before the oil boom began in 1974, the gene!‘al resentment of f()rgign aid
had significantly affected the attitude toward US aid. Therefore, the oil b{)om
merely provided the machinery to reinforce a trel‘nd that }}ad already begu'r:. Be?\l’vegz
107()—:77 the country’s need for external aid (lec]mfed. considerably. By 1975 t.()t.d i
‘-;-onomic aid to Nigeria had declined to $2.5 mllllon, c.iown from $.44.4.1 million in
1970.56 In 1975 the US terminated all concessional assistance ‘t‘o ngeng. The n:aw
Us . aid policy in Nigeria called for the development of a ‘‘new United Stat;:s
(‘.:wernment-Federal Military Government (USG-FMG) relatlons.h.lp'g)zzfed on the
purchase by Nigeria of 1S technical assistanc.e and commo.dme.as : Tt}:le nev:;
development in Nigeria’s attitude towar('i US ?ld was.that Nigeria \(;/as la e ::t
willing to pay for the capital and technical a§51stance it }1eeded f.or evelopm f

Another noticeable change was that Nigeria had the r)gh‘t to dlctate. tl;nse ;ypetahq
aid it wanted, and the conditions under which it .Wo‘l’lld receive Us ald..d : t this
point, a vigorous rebirth of the old “business-hk? attitude toward ald fcame
aparent. Since Nigeria was going to repay US_ al.d fa.ster .than ot'h.er e’\I/‘(;‘f)pm%
nations, the country also deserved the privilege of dictating aid cond'mons. :s iﬁe
proach was also meant to give the countr'y the .fre.edo.m to channel a.nd m.c:iney.towag
appropriate sectors to achieve rapid mdustnallsat-lon.. In. ()th?l \Y'Ol't?;\gl'n t};e
designed to induce flexibility in planning and to avoid distortion O priorities 1

ati development programmes. .
Imno\,r;\’aelre Nige:’ians rer;lly interested in aid z?t that time? In essence, thet_\r'\ v\:::l
asking for technical aid and equipment for wh.lch they were ;?repared to pay the iy
cost. It seems that they showed more interest in tradg th?n aid per se. For .exalrp;()i .
several writers began to question the logic of food aid in a manner that implied a

shift from aid to trade.

Would developing nations not prefer assistance in technic

the production of more food with less prilmtive labour, as
American surplus rice and other grants?’

al equipment and knowhow in
at present to the doling out of

The statement, which was typical, shows that many people were not, interested in any
kind of aid, especially the typethat would perpetuate the country's dependence on
external sources for survival for a long time. What was needed'was short-term
assistance that would give Nigeria.the technology to survive on 1t§ own.

Another trend in the Nigerian attitude at that'time was growing §kept1c1sm
about the rationale of US aid, not only in Nigeria but in the Third World in general.
Most writers identified what they commonly referred to as the ‘‘facade of .US
assistance’’ Assuming that U S aid was mainly des.ignet'i to help the poor natlon(si
economically, many wondered about the wide disparity between military an
development aid.

i ions i < and rockets, but the basic necessities of life
Y:/l:l]l:t :fve;((i)g(;!;it:at;g:;.m;)eedtt; n}(l);atl;;lhn facilities, and eradication of poverty and
illiteracy....%"

As if to crown it all, one incident involving U S aid to. Nigeria gave m(.)st
Nigerians the pretext they needed to express their innermost feelings about such aid,
The scholarship of a Nigerian student in the US was revoked .bv AID because a
personal letter he wrote his parents in which he criticised certa.m UsS pollc1e§ v.vaS
intercepted. The editorials, commentaries and letters to the editor all had a similar
tone: “go to hell’” This is how on\(siq(iditorial put it:
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Americans are notorious for their arrogance and pomposity. Let them go to hell with their
wealth. We are not a beggar-nation and we can do without them. %!

You may recall that when a similar incident occurred with a Peace Corps member in
the early 1960s Nigeriap students reacted angrily and asked the government to expel
all Peace Corps members. This latter incident occurred in 1974 when Nigeria's need
for aid had changed considerably. Nevertheless, amidst all the strong talk about US
aid we have to realise that Nigeria, despite oil, would still have to rely to some extent
on US. technical aid for quite some time in order to achieve its goal of rapid
economic development. No wonder some Nigerian writers like Sonaike and
Olowoporoku still fear economic dependence through the transfer of technology.%?

CONCLUSION: THE REALITY OF DEPENDENCE AND
PERCEPTION OF DANGER

In 1960 there was a paradoxical situation of political independence and
economic dependence in both Ghana and Nigeria. According to some development
theorists, economic progress becomes difficult in such a situation because the laws of
supply and demand normally work against the recipient, i.e., the dependent nation.
Moreover, the rich nations (donors) deliberately resist change in order to maintain
their dominant status.

The situation in Ghana and Nigeria was such that they had to face the twin
problems of dependence and underdevelopment simultaneously. To solve the latter
problem, aid was considered crucial. On the other hand, some critics argue that aid
reinforces dependence which, in turn, hampers development. How then does a poor
nation extricate itself from this dilemma? It is argued that economic dependence is
manifested in various ways in the Third World, including dependence through
development aid and technical expertise. If aid reinforces dependence, why did
Ghana and Nigeria decide to rely on US development and technical aid? In 1960
both nations believed that, as a result of colonialism, the only way to achieve rapid
economic development was to accept external aid, including US aid. The two,
nations indicated that they would have preferred trade to aid, but because they could
not generate enough money from trade they had to rely on aid in the short-run until
trade could be developed.

Another reason for the earlier enthusiasm for aid was the
ception’”” of the motivations of foreign aid. For instance, Ghanaians
perceived US aid in moral terms; a friendly nation was generously sacrificing its.
money to help Ghana. In Nigeria, US aid was evaluated in terms of the mutual
benefits it would bring to the economy of the US as well as Nigeria. Since both'
nations never perceived their economies to be in a peripheral status, they also did not.
bother about dangers of further dependence through aid. Consequently, US aid was
welcomed for the anticipated benefits and the positive impact it would have on their
economies. That was the case of Ghana from 1960-63 and Nigeria from 1960-65.

The Ghanaian perspective on US aid changed from 1963 onwards. The
negative attitude that emerged was not related to the economic performance of US
aid. Rather, Ghanaians began to look at the political effects of economic dependence:
There was persistent talk of a new form of colonialism that threatened the in-
dependence of the nation. That was the first perception of danger in i accepting US
aid. To most Ghanaians US aid was good, but the donor was imperialist and neo=
colonialist. External aid was still needed for economic development, but the political
ramifications of US aid were unag_c?)table.

‘‘misper-

Between 1966-71 Ghanaian attitude toward US aid changed again. For this
five-year period the economy experienced little or no growth. As expected, this
period also denotes the country’s extreme dependence on US aid. It was believed
that foreign aid was the fastest available solution to the economic crisis at that time.
The reality of economic dependence was obvious in that case. Although the cause of
the country’s economic problems was the nature of the post-colonial economy, ex-
ternal aid was supposed to be the answer. Interestingly, the blame for the country’s
economic woes was put on economic mismanagement by Nkrumah's government
(1960-65).

By the end of 1971, the adverse effects of aid had further worsened the
Ghanaian economy. Despite extensive aid from all sources, the economy continued
its foreign orientation. If the positive effect of aid was invisible, its negative impact
was real. External debts arising out of aid exceeded $1003 million by the end of 1971.
Nevertheless, US aid was viewed as favourable by many Ghanaians despite the
detrimental effects of the debt repayment on the economy. Perhaps this was due to
the need for more aid to revitalise the ailing ecomony. Further, the country could not
afford a policy of confrontation with the creditor nations even though many
Ghanaians felt the debts were bad for the country and they should be repudiated.
Thus, there was a perception of danger from dependence on aid, but co-operation
was deemed better than confrontation with the donors.

Between 1972-77 most writers favoured a policy of self-reliance in place of
dependence on foreign aid. Experiences over the years clearly dgmonstrated that
foreign aid could not solve the country’s economic problems. In addition, the problem

of external debts had become unbearable. During this period it was felt tnat a policy
of confrontation was appropriate. In line with public opinion the governmen t moved
to repudiate a part of the external debt. Afterwards, when the country could no

longer obtain foreign aid from the major donors (US included), self-reliance became
the official policy.

The pattern of development of Nigerian attitudes toward US aid has been
slightly different from Ghana. As already indicated, Nigerians (1960-65) argued that
the status of the post-colonial economy was the main reason for their acceptance of
US aid. At that time, the emphasis was put on short-termaid because it would have
taken longer to develop viable trade to earn the required foreign exchange for
economic development. Many Nigerians felt that the US was just not ready to com-
mit large sums of aid money to Nlgeria because east-west rivalry was the major
determinant of US allocations and Nigeria was non-aligned. Therefore, the long-term
solution to Nigeria's development problem was trade, not aid.

Surely, when Nigerian trade improved greatly after 1974 its attitude
toward US' aid also changed. As a result of its oil revenues, Nigerians felt they
could pay for the external resources they needed for development. In other words, it
was time to put more emphasis on trade than aid. Thus trade, not aid, was to be used
to stimulate development and to achieve economic independence. A policy of self-
reliance engineered by budget surpluses emerged in Nigeria after the civil war
economic boom. The policy of self-reliance may also have been engendered by past
experience with foreign aid. In the two development plans lau nched by Nigeria, ex-
ternal finance was not forthcoming as expected, thereby forcing the pation to rely
more and more on internal sources for development capital.
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Thus, by 1977 both Ghana and Nigeria had rejected aid as the principal impetus
for growth in favour of self-reliance. In Ghana, self-reliance was a last req:rt' it \F:’(:l ‘Uﬁ
desperate attempt to try a new economic approach. The inability to oi)tair'1 aid i
well as bad experiences with aid, left no other alternative. In Niéeria it came ‘qas
result of the realisation that the country had sufficient resources for itq’own deve?‘ :
ment. The success of these efforts in Ghana and Nigeria would require‘a fundamenotlz)i-l
change in their attitude toward US aid which has never been intended as a sub-
stn%ute for (.iomestlc resources, but rather as a supplement to domestic efforts. If " If
x'gllance.z brings about this fundamental change in orientation it may be a qt‘e- i M:h-
right direction. As Nigeria's experience has shown,aid will still be.neede(i f?u;n()ﬁ lj

genuine aid that will bring the needed technol
: ogy to make structural 5 1
domestic economy will be acceptable. it
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Prospects for Africa — Latin America Co-operation

Amos K. Mhina*

Dialogue between Africa and Latin America is very limited at present and any
attempts at establishing closer links, especially between progressive groups in the two
continents are, therefore, very welcome and should be strengthened'A

These two continents have a number of differences and variations, which exist
even within the continents and in individual countries. There are, however, im-
portant similarities which call for similar strategies on a number of issues in botl
continents.

It has been argued that the two continents have very little in common, thi
divergence is more fundamental than commonness. Ferguson, for example, arguc
that Latin America as a region continues to be much more developed than th
balance of the less Developed World (LDC). Thisfactor, he suggests, makes Thi,
World Co-operation somewhat more difficult.? Indeed, some well-to-do Latin
Americans do not consider themselves as belonging to the Third World. Such a belief
has been more pronounced in what havebeen described as core Latin American coun-
tries — Brazil, Mexico, Venezuela and Argentina.

Such a position has no strong basis, it is mainly based on wishful thinking
and/or temporal ‘booms’. A few years ago many people believed Brazil was in the
stage of take-off, and oil gave a feel of prosperity in Mexico and Venezuela. Today,
few have those illusions as these countries have plunged into crises which are
bordering on disaster. A similar situation could be found in Africa at one time. For
example, Gowon of Nigeria stated that money was no longer a constraint to
development in Nigeria ? and in Kenya some leaders wanted the country to be
designated ‘developed’ and not ‘underdeveloped’ fierce debate which continued un-
til someone suggested that if Kenya was developed, it should give development aid to
the poor African States.

Thus, we argue both Latin America and Africa are underdeveloped and that,
despite variations, they are essentially in the same position. The differences lie in
specific historical experience of oppression which has led to some different con-
figuration of the two continents. Despite these differences, however, both continents
are dominated by international capitalism. In this way, therefore, the two continents
face quite similar problems. Two types of interrelated problems can be identified,
those emanating from their position in the world capitalist system and those
emanating from the internal socio-economic setups. These internal problems include
retrogressive class structures, poor management of resources, and the existen ce of fet-
ters, both human and natural, to the mobilisation of resources.

It is imperative that there should be attempts at co-ordinating efforts aimed at

solving the problems facing the two continents and learning from other ‘countries’
successes. _

This paper intends teo_discuss the following issues briefly. Firstly, the present
state of affairs in the relationship between Africa and Latin America; secondly,

the similar problems facing Africa and Latin. America; thirdly, the struggles aimed at
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