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ABSTRACT

This study is an exposition of Africa’s transformation from underdevel opment to
development, within the context of the new partnership for Africa’s development
(NEPAD). It is a universally accepted fact that most countries are linked into
some kind of world system mostly unequal in relationship. It is for this fact that
core Marxists such as W. Rodney, C. Ake, A.G. Frank, J. lhonvbere, S. Amin etc.,
arguethat the contact with the forces of western imperialismdid not only distort,
disarticulate and underdevelop the African continent, it also ensured that it is
structured and incorporated into peripheralism; as well as confined into the
international division of labour. Using the concept of development of
underdevelopment by Andre Gunder Frank, the work points out that the whole
gamut of underdevelopment of Africa, was masterminded by the European
imperialists. The findings strongly establish that the impoverishment of Africais
caused by colonialism. Hence, the study holds the view that Africa can only be
developed by Africans and not Europeans.

Keywords: Africa, transformation, under devel opment, devel opment, partner ship,
NEPAD.

INTRODUCTION

The contemporary situationsof Africa sunderdevel opment can betraced to davetrade,
colonialism, imperiaism and the present Neo-colonialism. During davetrade, Africans
supplied thewhitemen with human cargo, who weretaken to the American plantationsto
toil inthefields. Inreturn, Africansrecei ved guns, gunpowder and silky itemsthat began
their process of dependency and underdevelopment. The lave trade was, perhaps, the
touchstone of underdevel opment. It occurred asaresult of thisphenomenon, but gave
such atremendousimpetustoit that for all practical purposesit may well beregarded as
thereal beginning of the process. The davetrade disorganized and devastated Africaon
such scaethat shewasfor ever availablefor domination by virtualy any one. According to
Rodney (1972:112)

Imperialism whether in its colonial or neo-colonial form, is basically a

tool of depersonalization, alienation, exploitation and domination, ...as

it is not the nature of man to live comfortably under the yoke, domination

and exploitation of another.
Our interest hereisto engage in the rel ative acceptance of the fact that the impact of
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davery, colonialism, imperialism, neo-colonialism and other variableshave accel erated

what istoday the underdevel oped nature of African continent. It isthereforeimportant to

bring out for our understanding how most Africanswere beforethe colonial era. The
reason for thisisto help ushypothesize theimpact of davetrade, colonialism and neo-
colonialism and the social relationsthat formed the basis of economic organization of

African continent inthe past and present. According toAboyade (1976) beforecolonidism,

tropical Africacould best be described as:

[ Thriving agricultural and pastoral communities producing adequate food
for their requirements aswell as some surplusfor inter-regional commerce,

i An essentially democratic organization based largely on small peasant
proprietor ship with strong income by factor shares;

i Impressiveindigenouswork of art, craftsand artifacts, which are distinctive
and could only be products of long settled communities with high cultural
values. Expressing an integral part of everyday economic life, religious
wor ship and social order.

Thequestionthat followsis, How did davery disturb thisAfrican socia formation?Hence

Babangida(1991) opinesthat:

For about one hundred and fifty years, Africans were caught manacled

and shipped across the atlantics to create wealth for their captorsin

the sugarcane, tobacco and cotton plantations in America. Those who

did not die during raids, or were so forcibly transported have been

estimated to number anything from 10 million to 30 million.

Itisvery important to notethat Africawasat this point inan agricultural stage of
civilization; and had for centuriesdomesticated cattle, smelted iron, woven cotton, and
made soap, glass, pottery and blankets. The end aved African wastaken away from his
ancestral hometo astrangeland, where hewas completely deprived of the opportunity to
interact with hispeople; aswell astheability of hissocia organizationto provide succor to
him. To achieve development, oneessential condition isto makethemaximum useof the
country’slabour natura resources. Theimperidistsinvested their money in plantationsand
minesand because of cheap labour, were ableto makewindfall profits. They bought raw
materials which were shipped back to the metropolitan countries. They sold their
manufactured productsto their subjects (Africans) at exorbitant prices.

Making clear how “Monopolization of economic activitiesby colonia imperidists
perpetually underdevel oped Africans. Nevertheless, it ispertinent to say that it wasina
bid to daveAfrica's Devel opment problemsthat fiveAfrican presidents, Olusegu Obasanjo,
Thabo Mbeki Abdulleye Wade, Abdul aziz Bouteflikaand Hosni Mubarak, put in place
the New partnership for Africa sdevelopment (NEPAD), to eradicate poverty and place
Africaon apath of sustainable growth and devel opment. Withthe NEPAD initiative, a
new approach was set in motion. Devel opment needsand objectiveswereidentified and
defined by African countries, thusreflecting their vison and development gods. Inproposing
partnership, Africarecognizesthat it holdsthe key to itsown development. Therefore, this
work espousesthetransformation of Africafrom underdevel opment to devel opment with
particular emphasizeson the new partnership for African development (NEPAD).
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THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

Our anaysisof Africa’s* Transformation from underdevel opment to devel opment: The
impact of NEPAD” shall be based on aworld where the domination of one country by
another in order to economically exploit the dominated which brings about unequal
relationships. Thetheory of Devel opment of underdevel opment, therefore, will be our
framework for an understanding of thethemeof our study. The concept assertsthat it was
thevery effortstotransform poor countriesthat had caused their poverty-underdevel opment.
Andre Gunder Frank, aChicago trained economigt, isregarded astheleading proponent
of thedevel opment of underdevel opment theory asatool of interpreting and explaining
how the advanced capitalist States perpetuated the underdevel opment of thethird world.
Other notable scholars of the concept are Baran, Paul and Amin (1974); Frantz (1963),
(Rodney, 1972 and Hoogvelt, 1992). In aseries of trenchant attacks on modernization
theory, put forward awholly different interpretation. Rather than seeming effortsof these
overcoming poverty, hearguesthat it wasthe seemingly effortsof thesecapitalist countries
totransform the poor countriesthat had caused their poverty. Hismost important argument
wasthat poverty inthethird world countrieswasnot an original condition, but onethat had
arisen through the spread of world capitalism. Rather than assuming that the“ traditional”
world would have been poor anyway the overriding assumption of most modernization
writers. Frank cited in Gilbert (1992) arguesthat:

Many areas had previously been prosperous. As European powers

expanded their influence into far flung parts of the globe, these areas

were rapidly absorbed. The third world countries became poor and

Europe became rich, the development of the first world was financed

by the surplus extracted from the third world.
Baran and Paul’ sarticleon “the political economy of Backwardness’ (1957) hasargued
that imperialism has had tremendousimpact on the devel opment pattern of thethirdworld
(Szymamski, 1981). Baran arguesthat therich get richer and the poor get poorer because
of the monopoly position of therich in world trade and their dominance in overseas
investment processthat result in the actual transfer of wedlth from theless-devel opedto
the more devel oped capitalist economies. Furthermore, according to Szymamski (1981)
arguedthat:

...the western European visitors rapidly determined to extract the largest

possible gains from the host countries and took their loot home, seizing

and removing tremendous wealth from the places of their penetrations

... the underdevelopment world as a whole has continually shipped a

large part of its economic surplus to more advanced countries on

account of interest and dividends.
Offiong (1980) specifiesthreebasic principlesthat order therelations between theless-
devel oped and the devel oped capitalist countries: first, the expropriation of theeconomic
surplus by the metropolis, second, the polarization of theworld capitalist system, and
third, the continuity of thefundamental structureof the capitdist system. Offiong observes,
that underdevelopment is a direct consequence of the capitalist development of the

International Journal of Economic Development Research and Investment, Vol. 6, No. 2, August 2015 65
ISSN: 2141-2731



metropole. Heexplainsmore explicitly, that it isthe metropolitan- controlled monopoly
structure which has predominated since thefifteenth century, that isresponsiblefor the
direction of net capital flow toward the advanced capitalist countries thereby under
developing third world countries (Offiong, 1980). This partnershipwill not work, for an
old habitishard to drop, thewest will not devel op usinstead they will underdevel op us.
We should think of internal effortsof developing ourselves, and desist fromthecall for
assstlancefromthe G-8. Thelink NEPAD isinto will further increase the socio-economic
exploitation and political/ideol ogical domination of Africathereby under developing the
continent. WiththisNEPAD initiative, the G-8 and their agencieswill marginaizeAfricain
global affairs. NEPAD protagonists should understand that, Africain global develop, so
long weremain linked to the metropolisfor manipulation. The philosophy of NEPAD is
that Africashould taketheir destiny into their hands. Theregiona initiative emphasizes
that, devel opment isaparticipatory processinvolving the people; and that development is
about empowerment and self-reliance. Therefore, Africansmust bethearchitectsof their
development.

ORIGIN,PHILOSOPHY AND OBJECTIVE OF NEPAD
Themandatefor the New Africapartnership for Africa’'sdevelopment (NEPAD) had its
genesisat the Organization of AfricaUnity (OAU) now AfricaUnion (AU) extraordinary
summit heldin Sirte, Libya, in September, 1999. The summit mandated Thabo M beki of
South Afriaand Abdul aziz Bouteflikaof Algeriato engageAfrica screditorsonthetotal
cancellation of Africa sexterna debt. Following this, the south summit of theNon-Aligned
movement and the G-77, heldin Havana, Cubaduring April, 2000, mandated M beki of
South Africaand Obasanjo of Nigeriato convey the concerns of the south to the G-8
summit in Okinanwa, Japanin July, 2000 and to the Bretton woodsingtitutions (Omowch,
2002). Redlizing the correl ation between the two mandates and the fact that debt relief
formsbut onecritical aspect of overal development agendafor Africa

Theorganization of African Unity (OAU) now AfricaUnionsummit heldinLome,
Togo, in July, 2000, mandated the three presidentsto engage the devel oped Northwith a
view to devel oping acongructive partnership for theregeneration of thecontinent. Following
fromthis, thethree presidentsrai sed theissues of apartnership with leadersof the G-8 at
their summitin Japan in duly, 2000. Thework on developing NEPAD at that stagereferred
to themillennium partnership for theAfrican recovery programme (MPA) then beganin
earnest and aprocess of engagement on abilateral and multilateral level was pursued.
Thosewho conceived this programme come from three leading African nations-South
AfricasThabo Mbeki, Nigeria's Olusegun Obasanjo and Algeria’ sAbdul aziz Bouteflika

Another leader who has hisideaabout theway to addressthe African crisisis
president AbdoulyeWade of Senega whose*Omegaplan” callsfor stronger emphasison
theinfrastructure and educational gapsthat areimpeding the continent’s progress. During
the 5™ Extraordinary summit of the O.A.U., nowA.U. held in Sirte, Libyafromlst to 2™
march 2001, Obasanjo made apresentation on MPA, while President Wade of Senegal
presented the OM EGA plan. Thedraft copy of themillennium African Recovery Program,
(MARP) was presented by the South African government at the conference of ministers
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of the United Nations Economic Commissionfor Africa(UNECA) inAlgier, 8-10 May,
2001. At thismeeting, Wade of Senegal presented his“Omegaplanfor Africa’ and the
UNECA aCompact for African recovery (Okunade, 2002). It wasat theAlgeiersmeeting
that it was agreed that the documents shoul d be tabled and the merged version submitted
at the O.A.U. Summitin Lusaka, Zambia, the Map and the OMEGA planwerefused into
theNew African Initiative (NAI) whichtheHeads of Statefinaly adopted. At that meeting
too, an implementation committee of Heads of State was constituted with President
Olusegun Obasanjo of Nigeriaappointed as Chairman, President Thabo Mbeki of South
Africa and President Wade of Senegal as members. The inaugural meeting of the
implementation committeewasheld on 23rd October 2001, Abuja, Nigeria, andit wasat
that meeting new name, New Partnership for Africalsdevelopment (NEPAD),wasagreed
to replace the New Africaninitiative (N1A). The philosophy underlying the NEPAD
programmeisapledge by African leaders, based on acommon vision and afirm and
shared conviction, that they have apressing duty to eradicate poverty and to placetheir
countries, both individually and collectively, on a path of sustainable growth and
development, and at the sametimeto participate actively in theworld economy and body
palitics. Theprogrammeisanchored on the determination of Africansto extricatethemsdves
and the continent from the mal ai se of underdevelopment and exclusionin aglobalizing
world (Osuntokun, 2002).

Acrossthe continent, Africansdeclarethat wewill nolonger alow oursalvesto be
conditioned by circumstance. Wewill determine our own destiny and call ontherest of the
world to complement our efforts. (Olukoshi,2002). The philosophy of the NEPAD
programme also centres around African ownership and management. Through this
programme, African leaders are setting an agendafor therenewal of the continent. The
agendaisbased on nationa and regiona prioritiesand devel opment plansmust be prepared
through participatory processesinvolving the people (Mbeki, 2002).

Objectivesof New Par tner ship for African Development (NEPAD)

NEPAD long-term objective ascontained in (NEPAD Document, 2001:15-16) areto:

[ Eradicate poverty in Africaand to placeAfrican countries, bothindividualy and
collectively, on apath of sustainable growth and development;

i Promotetheroleof womeninall activities.

Short and medium Term objectives include:

[ Strengthening mechanismsfor conflict prevention, management and resolution at
the subregional and continental levels, peace.

i Promoting and protecting democracy and human rightsin their respective countries
and regions, by developing clear standards of accountability, transparency and
participatory governanceat the national and sub nationd levels;

i Restoring and maintai ning macroeconomic stability, especially by developing
gppropriate standardsand targetsfor fiscal and monetary policies, andintroducing
appropriateinstitutional frameworksto achievethese standards.

Y Ingtituting transparent legal and regulatory framework from financial marketsand
theauditing of private companiesand the public sector.
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% Revitalizing and extending the provision of education, technica training and health
services, with high priority givento addressing the problemsof HIV/AIDS, mdaria
and other communicablediseases,,

Y Promoting therole of womenin social and economic development by reinforcing
their capacity in the domains of education and training, by devel oping revenue-
generating activitiesthrough facilitating accessto crediit;

Vi Building the capacity of the Statesin Africato set and enforcethelegd framework,
and tomaintain law and order,

vii Promoting the development of infrastructure, agricultureand itsdiversficationinto
agro-industriesand

X GivingimpetustoAfrica sdevel opment by bridging existing gapsin priority sectors
inorder to enabl ethe continent to catch up with devel oped parts of theworld.

CONSEQUENCESOFUNDERDEVELOPMENT ONAFRICA

In demonstrating the consequences of underdevel opment onAfrica, Aboyade, Offiong,
Ake, Babangida, |honvbere, Gilbart, point at thefollowing as some of the consequences
of underdevel opment thesearethe crestion of an unstableand unhegemonic state, creation
of adecadent, dependent and largely unproductive bourgeois €; adependent private sector
dependence of African States on the production and exportation of anarrow range of
cash cropsfor foreign exchange earnings, and dependence on cash crops. Also, they
identified other vulnerability to pricefluctuationslargely the preci pitate of themanipulative
action and action of multinationa corporationsand their homegovernments, Scientificand
technol ogica backwardness, dependence on foreign aid to sponsor devel opment projects
andrelianceonforeign“exports’ domination of thevariouseconomiesby verticaly integrated
and profit seeking transnational corporations, and adeepening process of rural-urban
migration, rural decay and urban did ocation, among othersthe conversion of the continent
into athreatre of war by the super powersor/ andtheir proxiesand peripheraisationinthe
world capitalist system, infinitessmal contribution to world production and near total
irrdlevanceinworld politics. These conditions, taken together with others, show that Africa
istoday the poorest, most underdevel oped and powerless continent in theworld.
Substandard education and illiteracy are the direct consequences of colonial
imperiaism and Neo-coloniaismwhich carefully madeit difficult for Africato devel oped.
No nation can makemuch headway by way of devel opment withthebulk of itspopulation
remaining stark illiterates (Ihonveber, 1992). Pres dent Olusegun Obasanjo remain unbent
in effecting thepolicy. Thiswasasif what the Universitiesdonsdid by going on strikeis
illegitimate. Hefailsto know that we aretalking of professionalswhosejobsarevery
demanding for the country devel opment, peoplewho impart knowledge, and appreciate
thefact that countrieslike Japan, Germany, Canadaetc. accord education gpriority attention.
In 1999, when Abdulsalami presented hisbudget, heallocated 6.5 per cent to education.
When Obasanjo came, it wasreduced to 6.1per cent in 2000. It wasfurther reducedto 5
per centin 2001 andin 2002 it was reduced to 3 per cent and 2003 it was 1.6 per cent.
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CONCLUSIONAND RECOMMENDATIONS

Thisstudy dealt with the concept of “ Transformation Africal sfrom underdevel opment to
Development: Theimpact of NEPAD”. Specifically, in the background to the study, the
contemporary Stugtion of Africaunderdeve opment wastraced totradecolonid, imperialism
and the present Neo-colonialism. It was said that theimpact of these variables have
accel erated what istoday the underdevel oped nature of African continent. It wasinabid
to solveAfricaproblemsthat Africa'sleadersput in placethe NEPAD programme. The
statement of problem of the NEPAD transforming Africafrom underdevel opment to
development and the benefitsthat will accrueto Africafrom the G-8in the proposed
partnership.

NEPAD protagonist fail sto seek theinput of generality of Africansintermsof
participationindrawing up the NEPAD initiative, thishasalienated the peoplefromthe
programme, hencethe NEPAD initiative cannot transformAfricafromitsunderdevel oped
nature. Theeffectivemachinery for growth and devel opment aretill lackinginAfricaand
the continent’sleadersfailed to encourage the use of the continent raw materialsfor the
production of sample, intermediateand capital goodsfor devel opment. Solong ascorruption
has cometo stay in Africadueto absence of accountability couplewith non-committed
leadership the continent will not havethe needed fund for thefinancing of its Devel opment
Plan due to channeling of available resources to private bank accounts rather than
development purposes. What the G-8 is after is the continuation of the slave master
rel ationship between them and Africa. They want the dependency of Africaalifetime
issue, hencethey arenot interested in debt cancellationfor Africa. Itisaknown fact that
the prematureincorporation of Africainto themetropolitan economic asan unequa partners
has been the basi ¢ cause of Africaimpoverishment and underdevel opment. With thispast
experience, the present market accessdriveinitiativeunder NEPAD by Africalsleadersto
the metropolitan countrieseconomy will increasethe expl oitation of Africaof Africaby the
metropolis. No meaningful growth and development can bebased onAIDS/IGRANTS
Oriented Partnership. Over forty yearsof development assistanceand aid Africa, hasnot
been ableto devel op for understandable reasons.

Inview of theforgoing problemsof NEPAD we shall consider and recommend
thefollowing solutions; for NEPAD prospect. Asnoted from our empirical evidencethat
NEPAD protagonist failed to incorporate the generdity of Africansin theformulation of
NEPAD initiativeand thishas alienated the peoplefrom supporting theinitiative. Onthis
view wethereforerecommend that first step in planning for development in Africashould
be placing value on the peoplerather than the method. For African leadersto stopto over
reliance of the continent on theindustrialized countriesfor devel opment the architects of
NEPAD should berefocusto mobilize resourcesfrom the continent to put its economy on
path of recovery and devel opment, other than relying on the G-8 and other international .
Agenciesfor development. NEPAD protagonist should put in place Democracy and good
governance built upon transparency and accountability; such democracy should bethe
very typethat will make our leadersto be committed to duties.
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Empirical evidenceinthisstudy reviewed that Africalsdebt burden hasposegreet problems
toAfricainitssearch for development. And the G-8isnot ready in cancellation of Africa
debt. NEPAD protagonist embraced Debt reduction strategist whichisequally harmful to
Africa. Itisour suggestion that Africa sleaders should empower their peopleto embark
ondevelopment initiativestoredlizetheir crestive potentid . Africashould cut off itsmarket
link with theindustrialized countriesand make good useof thecontinent Agricultura products
for the production of simple, intermediate and capital good for development withinthe
continent.
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