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U n t i l recently, the study of the A f r i c a n continent w a s regarded as ei ther part 
of i m p e r i a l studies or a pursuit of the exotic. S ince the Second World War , 
however, with the introduction of C e n t r e s of A f r i c a n Studies in E u r op e a n a n d 
A m e r i c a n universit ies and the es tabl ishment of imiversi t ies i n A f r i c a , it has 
been found opportune to apply various branches of the bourgeois social scien
ces to the study of A f r i c a a n d her people. T h u s we now have A f r i c a n history, 
A f r i c a n economics, A f r i c a n philosophy, etc., each c l a i m i n g to be a new a n d 
independent a r e a of study, true to the bourgeois specialization of labour. 

I t is not a n accident of history that the social sciences are being 
reproduced i n a new ter ra in . T h e emergence of the A f r i c a n petty bourgeoisie 
i n the colonial era wi th a belief that they could excell the agents of the 
metropolitan bourgeoisie i n the " c i v i l i z i n g m i s s i o n , " inter a l i a , cal led for a 
change in the crude rac is t approach to A f r i c a in bourgeois scholaship. No 
longer w a s it acceptable, for example, to utter w h a t one of the early settlers 
in K e n y a , Grogan, said about Afr i cans , i.e. that " the A f r i c a n native. . . is fun
damental ly inferior i n menta l development and ethical possibilities.. .to the 
white m a n , " a n d that "a good sound system of compulsory labour would do 
more to raise the nat ive in five year t h a n a l l the mil l ions tha t have been 
s u n k in missionary efforts for the las t fifty," for there h a d emerged " A f r i c a n 
modernizers" who were j u s t as h a r d w o r k i n g as their mentors. Moreover, it 
could no longer be sa id that A f r i c a n s were "s ly , cunning, deceitful, cowardly, 
a n d devoid of any sense of honour ' " as L o r d C r a n w o r t h saw of the K i k u y u of 
K e n y a . T h e r e were A f r i c a n "entrepreneurs , " to borrow from Schumpeter 's 
a r s e n a l of concepts as h a s been done by some Africanists ,^ who were ju s t as 
competent in their " w o r k " as those of any other race. T h e s e were also 
educated A f r i c a n s who could dig into the A f r i c a n past to show the wonders 
that their predecessors h a d accomphshed: l ike A n t o n y Amoo of G h a n a who 
i n \he seventeenth century taught in universi t ies i n G e r m a n y a n d wrote 
dissertations in L a t i n and G r e e k . ' 

E v i d e n c e therefore was being uncovered to show that A f r i c a w a s not so dif
ferent from Europe a s to be regarded as a te r ra in of the exotic. H e r e then, 
l ike i n Europe, there w a s change: environmental a n d social, w h i c h justified 
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the application of the various branches of bourgeois scholarship, i f the 
nature of such change were to be appropriated. Accordingly, since 1945, so 
m u c h work along these l ines has been done tha t a student guide l i k e the one 
under review is t imely. T h i s work, therefore, is welcome on that score. 

A s a guide to sources, the book also includes a perspective w h i c h the 
authors regarded as their lodestar: the concept of diversity w h i c h they 
found so applicable to the A f r i c a n situation. One thing that s t ruck t h e m 
about A f r i c a is its diversity in terms of geography, social organization, 
poUtical systems (pre-colonial, colonial, and post-colonial), etc. T h i s served 
as their guide to sources whether in political science, history, anthropology, 
sociology, geography, ethnology, etc. 

Indeed diversity cannot be gainsaid . T h e problem, however, is to e x p l a i n 
it. P e r h a p s , it might be argued that a n explanation wil l emerge from the 
variety of sources themselves. B u t there is nothing to guarantee that, l ike 
s tamp collecting, such a venture might not br ing in something even more 
exotic. T o buy a lottery t icket is no guarantee that one wil l get a prize. 

C . Wright Mil ls once noted that what men need is not merely information, 
but a quality of m i n d that wil l help them unders tand that information. How 
do simple issues fit into complex ones? How are issued interrelated?. . . ' ' Con
cepts adequate for a task in hand are more important than the information. 
We can take the example of A f r i c a n entrepreneurs to i l lustrate this point. 
S ch u mp e ter h a s argued that the development of any coimtry depends on her 
m e n of vision: the entrepreneurs who are charac ter ized by their habi t of 
"s imply . . . doing... new things" . T h e doing of things that are already being 
done in a new way, (innovation)"... '^ Hence the more entrepreneurs a country 
has , the more development she w i l l undergo a n d vice versa . T h u s it h a s been 
asserted that A f r i c a is developing slowly because it has very few en
trepreneurs. T h i s phenomenon has been attr ibuted to the ubiquity of 
a u t h o r i t a r i a n states (pre-colonial, colonial and post-colonial) w h i c h has 
hampered the free development of entrepreneurship. . .« 

B u t w h y should A f r i c a n states be so a u t h o r i t a r i a n ? Short of a rac is t an
swer, an empir ic i s t would say that we need to do more research, i.e. to collect 
more facts. But it should be underUned that the na ture of the state is deter
mined by the mode of production prevalent w h i c h is in turn historical ly 
determined. ' Moreover, it is not true that a u t h o r i t a r i a n states hinder 
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development. N a z i G e r m a n y is a glaring example. T h e m e n of vision have to 
be " s i t u a t e d " if their vision is to be explained.. . ." 

T h a t said, the book being reviewed is m e a n t for students in metropolitan 
universit ies . B u t given that the various disciphnes w h i c h c la im to be A f r i c a n 
are sti l l a "conceptual province" of the bourgeois world-view".. . w h i c h is 
empiricist '" . . . , the book is bound to find its way to the periphery as a 
s t i m u l a n t to students of these countries to " c a t c h u p " . I t is therefore im
portant to reiterate tha t the book is m e a n t as a recipe on how to f ind one's 
w a y in the labyr inth of reinforcing the bourgeois w a y of hfe. Whether the 
periphery wil l be able to produce people who wil l excel in this r e m a i n s to be 
seen. But i t should be noted that intermediar ies cannot be otherwise. T h i s 
thought is historically determined. 

8 N o t w i t h s t a n d i n g t h e i r c l a i m s of i n d e p e n d e n c e , A f r i c a n s t u d i e s r e m a i n c o n c e p t u a l l y a bourg 
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A N D G U I N E A : T H E M O B I L I S A T I O N O F A P E O P L E 
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T h e r e are m a n y monographs, art icles wri t ten about G u i n e a ' s socialist ex
perimentation, but only a few provide fa i r accounts of that country's 

•strengths and achievements , weaknesses a n d fai lures . T h i s is so because the 
G u i n e a n regime's opponents as well as those progressive wri ters sympathet ic 
to a non-capitahst path of development tend to have emotional involvements 
at stake, which prevent t h e m from a n a l y s i n g the G u i n e a n experience wi th 
m u c h scholarly detachment. F u r t h e r m o r e , the scarci ty of avai lable a n d 
reliable data m a k e s the objectivity of such accounts precarious. Y e t J e a n 
Suret -Canale ' s Ln Republique de Guinee (Par is : Edi t ions Sociales, 1970) s t i l l 
stands.out as one of the most comprehensive evaluation a n d future outlook of 
independent G u i n e a , although the study appears dated today. 

Adamolekun's Sekou Toure's Guinea a n d Riviere 's Gumea a re serious at
tempts to evaluate the c la im of the G u i n e a n leaders to t ransform their coun
try from a tradit ional , colonized society into a modern, progressive, 
revolut ionary society. Thes,e two authors use e m p i r i c a l conceptual 
f ramework: A d a m o l e k u n ' s study tests the conventional hypotheses of the 
concept of modernization and nation-building to demonstrate that the 
G u i n e a n regime has successfully mobilized G u i n e a n society politically 
( A d a m o l e k u n p. 154) a n d has made considerable progress in promoting the 
country's economic a n d political development, but yet has not done m u c h in 
reahzing the development potentials of the country. R i v i e r e at t imes uses 
dialectics in a n a l y s i n g colonial modes of production, productive forces a n d 
relations, class concepts, and at other times uses the concept of social 
modification or mutation in a n a l y z i n g the ethnic integration, the e m a n 
cipation of women, the mobilization of youth a n d religion. A t other t imes, he 
uses stereotyped anthropological charac ter iza t ion to conclude that the 
political system is not effective a n d that the economic prospects are b a d (pp. 
208—209). 

Adamolekun's a n d Riviere 's studios recognize as central to G u i n e a ' s 
nation building process such factors as a n effectively mobihzed people, a 
belief in the correctness apd j u s t n e s s of the ideology of the P a r t i 
Democratique de G u i n e e ( P . D . G . ) , the sole polit ical party, a n d a c h a r i s m a t i c 
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