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ABSTRACT

Kush and Egypt had a robust existencein Ancient history. Their existence shared
a common identity in terms of economic, political and strategic relations. Kush,
among other Ancient city States had a historical relationship with Egypt which
was short, snappy and brief but yet rich with abundant lessons for modern
Sates. This study examines the historical existence and relationship between
Kush and Egypt with the view to extrapolating its relevance to regional
integration in West Africa. What are the defining factors of Kush's ascendancy
and exploits in the Ancient civilization? What factors influenced Kush's
development as a hitherto slave trade market and subsequently economic force
bearing from its relationship with Egypt? Can member Sates of West Africa
collaborate to achieve a strategic agenda that will achieve development within
the sub-region? Are there unharnessed development potentials innate in the
West African sub-region? These and more causes of enquiry will form the basis
for this historical research which discovered that the social-inclusive policy of
the Kush's administration paved way for the development of Kush. The study
recommendsthat social -redistribution and domestic recapitalization approaches
towards regional integration in West Africa, as could be extrapolated from
Kush versus Egypt relations (2000 B.C.E- 700 B.C.E), devoid of member States
individual interests, will create room for development and regional integration
inWest Africa.
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INTRODUCTION

Kush hasasgnificant positioninthe history of Ancient globdization. From acreepy city
ontheheelsof Nubiga, at the confluences of the Blue Nile, White Nileand River Atbara,
Kush roseto astartling height above other ancient city States after seriesof legendary
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advancements, conflictsand compromises (Morkot, 2003). Kush's achievements and
narrativesform astar-figurein ancient history, and theimperatives of Kush'sascendancy
and exploitssurely deserve an extrapolation for application to 21st Century relations
among sovereign StatesinWest African sub-regionwhichiswhat thisstudy amstoachieve.

Kush existed asacity State, which hasitssurvival dependent on the State of
Egypt for which its subjects served as slaves and worshiped its gods (Van de, 2011).
Kush had infantile economic policieswhich grew out of prolonged experience of davery
and servitude (DeMola, 2013). Despitethese drawbacks, Kush, inlessthan 10 decades
ploughed itsway to economic, socia and political excellenceand liberation. The seriesof
hi storic achievements experienced by Kush could not have been possibleif not for the
Srategicactivation of Kush'sindigenous potentia sand excel lent re aionswithitsneighbours
oneof whichwasEgypt, coupled with itsdomestic policieswhich anchored on devel opment
(Welsby, 2011).

Kush's relation with Egypt is spontaneous, brief, short and snappy. When
compared to Kush'srelationswith other city StateslikeAssyria, itsrelationwith Egyptis
indeed unique. Theeconomic, socia and politica relationsthat existed between thesecity
States (Egypt and Kush) werebrief, hazy and yet richly endowed with historic pointers
which arerelevant to the 21st century West African Sub-region and which canlead to
significant development inthat part of the continent.

Kudh'snarrdiveisreatively smilar tothe Spaniards, the Franksof Ancient Europe
(Buah, 1964) who rosesignificantly asdependent andimpoverished Statesto an astonishing
level of economicindependenceand built formidable Statesin modern history. Thisis
largdly dueto Kush'smilitary equivaenceto thesecity States. Kush had sufficient artisans
inthe areaof science and technology which helped its military power. According to
Wilkinson (2016), Kushiteswere however referred to as'Bowmen', ... may be because
of their mastery over the arrow and bow... who wereresident in Nubia, asmall city
which formed boundary between Kush and Egypt. Kush'siron oreresourcewasitsarea
of economic strength. With these natural resourcesand rel ative manpower application,
inventionsin the areaof metallic weapons of war, hunting and expl oration toolswere
classically manufactured. Beyond these natural resources, the Kushitestraded davesto
Egypt and neighbouring cities. Eventhough davetrade contributed to itsmajor manpower,
most historians agree that the migration of slavesinto Egypt expeditedits collapseto
Kush'sarmy later inthefuture (M okhtar, 1990, Emberling, 2011 and Silverman, 1997).

Theclimax of Kush versus Egypt rel ationswasthe downfall of Egypt after the
25th dynasty. During Egypt'sNew Kingdom, Pharaoh took control of Kush. Later, when
Egyptian leaders becameless powerful because of some political glitches, armiesfrom
Kush conquered and ruled Egypt (Torok, 1997). After ashort time, however, agroup of
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peoplefromtheregion of the TigrisRiver drovethe Kushitesfrom Egypt. Theleadersof
Kushmoved their capital southto Meroé. The Kingdom of Kushwasat itsheight from
300B.C.toA.D. 400 before they were conquered by the Assyrians (Torok, 1997). The
study seeksto examine the social and economicimperativesof Kush vsEgypt relations
from 2000 BC to 700 BC aswell asattempt an application of theseimperativesto the
West African sub-regioninthe 21st Century. A descriptive and qualitative analysis of
historic evidences, factsand narrativeswill leed thestudy which shdl arriveat itsconclusion
viasimplepolemics, based on sufficient consultation of secondary sources. The study
explored the social-redi stri bution and domestic recapitali zation approaches of the Kush's
government astheindices of ancient Kush civilization and integration policieswhich
described its uniquenessamong other ancient cities. Effortsshall be madeto apply these
key fundamental model sto theWest African regiona existenceand relationshipwiththe
view of creating new knowledgetowardsthe advancement of development inWest African
sub-region.

Kush versusEgypt: The Strategic Relation

Thecivilization of Kush asacity State, with much economic and social endowments
thrived from about 2000 B. C. E to 350AD. Kush and Egypt had acloserelationship
through much of Kush'slong history intheareasof trade, meta and stonewords, farming,
industrialization, and of coursedavery (Welsby, 2011) among others. Signsof their close
ties can befound on certain archeol ogical discoveriesof modern Egypt, in museums,
Egyptian artifacts, tombssuch asthe Tomb of Hatshepsut who wasthefirst female pharach
of Egypt (Diop, 1974 and Bonnet, 2006). Thetomb has many human paintingswhich
gavedescription of Egyptian life. But, not al the paintingsin thetomb are Egyptian's
paintings. Some pai ntingsfeatured humanswho look darker in skin complexionwith curly
hairswhile some had with them arrows and bows, while somewith traysbearing gift and
presentations (Welsby, 2011, Van de, 2011).

These paintings give apicture of the rel ationshipswhich existed between the
Egyptiansand the Kushites (Kris, 2017). Whileat somepoint in history, thisrelationship
wasamiable and peaceful, other times, it wasrather chaotic and full of armed conflicts,
warsand conflagrations. Thiscomplication often arisesfrom themanagement of thedtrategic
rel ations between both city States. Historica redlitiesconformto thefact that the complex
and unpredi ctable strategi ¢ rel ati onship between Kush and Egypt hasaclassica position.
Thispogtionisbuilt around the assumption that the strategic relations of cities, their forms
of diplomatic relations are threat-based. Thisimpliesthat forceisthe ultimaratios" of
diplomacy and of contractual obligations beyond the boundaries of the State” (Arnold,
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1962) and they explore asmany meansas possibleto suppress, oppresstheir enemiesin
order to occupy their land, take over their labor system, natural and economic resources.
Thisisnot just applicableto Kush and Egypt. Surrounding citieslikethe Amanians, and
theAssyrians had sameform of relationsamong themselves. Thisway, every sense of
diplomatic engagement was subjected to show of force, display of ammunition and
weaponry inapower play.

Additiondly, themilitary experienceof Kush had smilarity andisaclear extenson
of that of Egypt. Most of thedavestakeninto Egypt from Kush weretransferred into the
military to help combat enemy citiesand invadersand boost the Egyptianarmy (DeMola,
2013). This, to an extent contributed to theliquidation of Egyptian military force dueto
unchecked sabotage which was probably masterminded by the Kush'smilitary officias
whowereformerly davesand who werelately drafted into the Egyptian army (Van de,
2011). Several times, Egypt raided Kush, or took control of itsterritory by means of
conquest, (Kendall, 2002). During this period known as the New Kingdom period
(between 1600-1100 B.C.E), Egypt had astrong military and itsinfluence was at the
peak. Kush was suppressed and forced to pay taxes and tributes to the Egyptian
government. After the collgpse of the New Kingdom, Egypt fdll into politica chaos. Severd
Egyptian kingdomsfought against themselveswhich led to thetotal collapseof Egypt's
internal sovereignty (T6rok, 1997).

L ater, at about 700sB. C. E., the Egyptian leaders and the soldierslost their
strength and becameless powerful, (Wilkinson, 2016) the opposition military from Kush
invaded the Egyptian kingdom and conquered it. The Kush'sgovernment, under King
Piyeimmediately took over theleadership of Egypt and ruled such that Egypt cameunder
total subjection by Kush (Vande, 2011). Oneof King Piye'smajor achievementswasthe
advancement of Egyptian land massto the City of Meroe, and the Mediterranean Sea.
King Piyedeclared himself "Uniter of the Two Lands" and becamethe 25th dynasty in
Egypt and ruled Egypt closeto acentury.

Whileitiscommonto perceivethe conquest of Egypt by the Kush asaforceful
and military attack;, itisstill permissivetolook at it asapositive omen which placed some
good touches on Egypt. For instance, the Kushiteregimein Egypt led by King Piyedid
not aim at tearing down Egypt. Instead, the regimeworked to restore, rebuild and revive
the past glory of Egypt (Kendall, 2002). They built new templesand pyramidsin both
Egypt and Kush such asthe Jabel Barkak templewhich wasmodelled after thetemple of
Ramses|| at Abu Simbel (Diop, 1974; Térok, 1997, Kendall, 2002).

The outstanding exploits of the 25th dynasty of Egypt led by Kush'sKing Piye
attracted to itself aglobal attention and attracted other world empiresliketheAssyria,
China, India, and others(Mokhtar, 1990, Silverman, 1997; Emberling, 2011). Theregime
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at about 670 B. C. E started witnessing threatsand confrontations by the Assyrianswho
had created apowerful empirejust by the M esopotamian border whichisshared with
Egypt (Wilkinson, 2016). In671B. C. E, theAssyrian king launched an attack on Egypt
which Egypt after many yearsof counter attack could not repel (Wilkinson, 2016). This
was hugely possible because the Assyrians made use of advanced weaponsto drivethe
Kushitesout (Wilkinson, 2016). By 650 B.C.E., Kush had been totally wiped out of the
land of Egypt (Wilkinson, 2016).

Kush and Egypt’sEconomic Relations

Kush had asignificant economicidentity inancient globalization. Apart fromitsnatural
resources, Kushiteswerefully engaged in artsand science. They madefull use of their
skillsand artisansin preparation and construction of technological discoveriesand artifacts.
During the period of peak reign, the pharaohs of Egypt bought exotic goodsfrom Kush
(Langston, 2005). Merchantsfrom Egypt travelled to Meroé (which islocated withinthe
territorial geography of Kush) to buy animal skins, ebony, ivory, ostrich eggs, and other
materia swhichwere processed and produced by the hardworking Kushites (Langston,
2005). Inreturnfor these articles, Kushite merchants who sold them exchanged raw
materialsfor manufactured goodsfrom Egypt (Edwards, 2004). Theseraw materials
wererecorded asbeing mostly luxuriousitemssuch asglassware, jewellery, bronzelamps,
and honey. Practically, these natural treasureswere again used to manufacture costly
articlesand resold to ready and handy buyersfrom Egypt (Langston, 2005). Kush did
not only havethishbilateral economiclinkswith Egypt. Therewerereportsof linkswhich
Kush had with India, Chinaand other Asian countries (Kendall, 2002). Theselinkages
were purely economic and were used to supply materialsand productsfrom Kush to
hinterlands.

Basicdly, Kush'slocation and natural resources madeit animportant trading hub
and centrefor commercid activitiesalong thecoast of theNile. Kush succeeded inbuilding
links between central and southern Africato Egypt such that Egyptian Pharaohs sent
expeditionson shipssouth a ong the Nileto buy or sometimes steal goods. The Egyptians
wereequally recorded asbeing good at trading grain, beer, and linen materia swhich they
mostly giveout inexchangefor luxury materialssuch asgold, ivory, leether and timer from
Kush. Between 1600to0 1100 B.C.E., Egypt raided K ush and took possession and control
of itsterritory, taking Kushitesaway asdaves(Meredith, 2014). During that time, Egypt's
power wasat the peak and Egypt pressured K ush businessmen and tradersto pay tributes
to Egyptinform of giftsand costly materials(Shillington, 2012). Thisperiod witnessed a
gradual Egyptianization of Kush (Adams, 1977). Thus, Kushiteswereinfluenced, by

This Article is Licensed under Creative Common Attribution-NonCommercial 4.0 International 5

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/ | @ OISO) |




International Journal of Economic Development Research and Investment
Volume 10, Number 1; April 2019
ISSN: 2141-6729
Published By:
International Centre for Integrated Development Research, Ikot Ekpene, Nigeria
In collaboration with:
Copperstone University, Luanshya, Zambia.

virtueof Egyptian coloniaismto speak Egyptian language, styleintheir fashionandwere
enrol intotheir military (Dandamaev, 1989). Therewereequally historic reportsthat royal
familiesin Kush sent their princesto Egypt and other parts of the ancient citiessuch as
Indiafor education (Sircar, 1971). However, following, the conquest of Egypt by Kush,
these commercial linkageswas not erased. They wererather strengthened and better
economic policieswereinitiated to redistribute and allocate resources of the 25 dynasty
round theentireterritory (Meredith, 2014).

TheEconomic Dynamicsof 21st Century

The 21t century hasabulk of demandsand featuresfor its Statesand nation States. The
societies flexibility and rationa dynamism of the 21t century isbeyond the comprehension
and prediction of political sciencescholarsof previousyears. Moulier-Boutang (2012)
observed that the erais sufficiently evidenced in wealth creation with high level of
interdependent and globalized but segmented and dispersed production processesinits
economicwindow.

Following the advancement and enthronement of global synergy asauniversal
modéd for internationd relations, after theWorld War, the desires of nationsand itspeople
to cometogether hasgained asignificant appreciation. Thissenseof togethernessisfurther
buttressed by the formation of United Nations (aglobal State, asit were) and other
international and regional organizations which promote trade, commerce, tourism,
government and politics on one hand and (Rockstrom et al. 2009) seek for effective
eradication of poverty without breaching planetary boundarieswhich exist either naturaly,
by geography or artificidly by conquest, colonialismand consensus.

Nationsand indeed world |eaders have repositioned the State of governance. As
such, governanceisno more afactor that is bounded within the geographies of their
States but onethat extends beyond the shores of the Stateswithout causing blistersto any
member of the United Nations. Thisisevident in and protected by international and
transnational treaties signed by world leadersto promote businessand security. Creation
of workablemodalitiestoimproveinternational and regiona integration especidly inthe
21t century formsthe point of difference between ancient and modern globalizations.
Modern globalizationitself hasits main focuson bringing together the various peoples
acrosstheglobewhileerasing probableinfluencesthat may arisefollowing heterogeneity
in cultureand tradition. These approachesand or formulasasbeing applied globally
simultaneously addressissuesof resourceallocation, weal th and income distribution as
well asthequantity of natural resources nurturing economic activitieswhich take place
among member States (Costanzaet al, 1997).
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Theinnovationsand hyper credtivity of scienceaswell asinformation and communication
technology isonenovel factor which hasfurther miniaturized social existenceinthe21st
century and the discourse of governanceinthiserawill lack full fleshif recourseisnot
made to technology. Science and technology asit isboth noted and applied in the 21st
century has launched an admirable platform for other sectors of the society such as
economics, politics, entertainment, education and so on, giving morelifetotheir existence
and operation, collapsing the boundaries of distance and continental locationswhich could
haveinhibited their efficiency. Technology within the 21st century hasfurther buttressed
man'seffortsinthe exploration of theworld and itsaquatic and atmospheric possessions.
Technology, hasin the 21st century, formed abedrock which drivese-governanceand e-
adminigration.

However, theprioritiesof 21t century governanceareway away fromtechnology
asitwere, inasmuch asit feedsonit. Theprioritiesof thiserainformacoalitionfor the
betterment of human race, promotion of socia welfarefacilities, enhancing longevity of
theentirety of human race. Thus, nationscometogether inform of regional integration
with economic prioritiesthat are designed to focus on reduction of inequality by any
means possible (Kuznets, 1955). Scholarslike Persson and Tabellini (1994), Alesinaand
Rodrik (1994), Benabou (1996), Aghion et al. (1999), Banerjee and Duflo (2000),
Barro (2000), Stiglitz (2013) havedirected their concernsabout economic studiesonthe
reduction of inequalitiesamong domestic and international systemsby utility of policies
that will engender regiona integration.

Regional Integration in West Africa: Imperativesof Kush’'sModel in The 21st
Century

From 1975, countries of West Africasigned atreaty to haveacommon front intheir sub-
regional affairsunder the platform of Economic Community of West African States
(ECOWAYS). Thisinstitution haswith it court, military, bank, aswell asvariousaffiliate
agenciesaimed at protecting theregional interestsof West African States. West Africais
not theonly regionwith regional or sub-regional organization and agencies. Thereisthe
Economic Community of Central African States(for Centra African countries), the South
African Devel opment Community (for South African countries), and so on. Theseare
African sub-regional organizationsthat focusprimarily on economic development within
their ownregion of theAfrican continent. Far in Europethereare plethoraof sub-regiona
organizationswhich are however regarded as non-State actors and collaborators made
up of sovereign Statesand international ingtitutions. Theseregional bodiesare equipped
to protect regiond interestswhichreflect but not limited to thenationd interestsof individud
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member nations, promotetrade and bus ness, harmoni ze strategic and diplomatic affairs
among member Statesto ease the suspicion and tension with regardsto travelsand tours.
Thehigtory of modernregiona cumgloba integration can betraced to the 1930sformation
of the League of Nations (L ON); abody which was short-lived by the Second World
War following itsinability to withstand and protect the common interestsof itsmembers.
Thisglobal formation set the pacefor regional integration and awokethe consciousness
for sovereign Statesto team up together to achieve common goa sin theinterestsof their
foreign policies. Thisisfurther predicated on the need to build trust in the conduct of
businessamong member Statesespecially when it comesto Foreign Direct Investment
(FDI) and other bilateral engagementsthat may involve public-private-partnership.

Regional integrationinWest Africaisdriven ontwo-fold agenda: economicand
political. But beyond thesetwo itemsisthe most relevant which the social agendais. The
social agendaensuresastrategic effort towardsthe protection of the social interests of
member Statesfor itscitizens. Thissocia agendahasgiven riseto mutual and bilateral
agreementsintheareaof culture, tourismand many othersamong member States. Thisis
amed at promoting tradeand encouraging investment by merdly creating aplatformwhereby
the member States, involving public and private agencies can share ideas and build
partnershipsto drive development intheregion.

Regardless of the huge and abundant sub-regional businessthat existsin West
Africa, thereismoreto bedone, (Pierre, 2015). Making extrapol ationsfrom the mutuality
which existed between Kush and Egypt whichistermed intra-regiond devel opment agenda,
thereismoreto be done by West African Statesto further bring development tofull swing
withintheregionandincreasethefiddity of integration. Thisagendashould befocused on
protecting theregional interestsand not only national interestsof member States.

Kush’sRational-Redistribution Approach to Social Contract Engagement

Maintenanceof the Socia Contract betweenthe Stateanditscitizensisonedriving passion
of governance. Thegovernment machinery will surely looseitslegitimacy whenitfalsto
protect the collectivewill of the people expressedin social contract. Advocated by Jean-
Jacques Rousseaul (1972), ThomasHobbes(1651), Samue Pueffendorf (1673), Immanuel
Kant (1797) and John L ocke (1689), Socia Contract isan agreement which guarantees
the existence of State. It featuresthetotal allegiance of theindividualsin acollective
fashiontothe Stateto ruleover their affairsand take charge of their territory, government,
welfareand resources.From the postion of the scholarsabove, it can be summarily deduced
that thelegitimacy of the State and itsgovernment isafactor of mass-determinismand can
bereordered otherwise by the masseswho founded its existencefollowing the contract
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they established to be together asapeopl e with agovernment unto whose supremacy the
rights, libertiesand loyalty of the peoplewere pledged. The underlying arguments of
socid contract positsthat citizens of agiven state have consented either completely or in
part to surrender their individual rightsof existence, their freedoms, their authority toa
supreme being (the State) who actsand demonstratestheact of |eadership ontheir behalf
withtheinstrument of government. Even though it hasbeen argued that modern Statesare
model ed by the assumptionsof Social Contract theory, borrowing aleaf from practical
redlities, it hasbecomeimperativeto statethat the manifestationsand practice of most city
states, governments and authoritiesare arbitrary to the principles and tenets of Social
contract. Most States especially of modern records havefailed to enthronetheinterests
of itscitizensbringing to question thetrue existence of Social Contract anidea structure
of State-citizenrelationship.

What modalitiesdid the Kush put in place to achieve the socia contract ideal ?
Some scholars are of the opinion that the economy in the Kingdom of Kush was
redistributive (Edward Bleiberg, 1988). By thismeasure, the sStatewoul d collect taxesin
theform of surplus produce and would redistributeto the people. Thisconformsyet with
the belief of some othersthat most of the society worked on theland and required nothing
from the State and did not contributeto the State (Bleiberg, 1988). Northern Kush seemed
to bemore productive and wealthier than the Southern area, owingtotheir variousareas
of economicinvestmentssuch asagriculture, scienceand technol ogy, wood worksamong
others(Welsby, 2011).

Inthewordsof Pierre (2015), "redistributive policiesare an essential component
of strategiesfor reducinginequality and promoting sustainable development initsthree
dimensions. economic, socid and environmenta™. Kohler (2015) addsthat aredistributed
society presentsapowerful policy instrument for improving equality of outcomethrough
the redi stribution of income and enhancement of equal of opportunitiesby improving the
distribution of income-generating assets, such ashuman capita and wealth (includingland
andindustrid and financial capital) acrossindividuasaswell asbetween the privateand
thepublic sector. "Beyondtheir strong potentia for reducinginequdity, redistributivepolicies
area so key for promoting va uesthat are consi stent with sustainabl e devel opment and
for shaping asoci o-economic context and incentives' that wel comefinancia stability and
economic development, political inclusion, gender equality and socia mobility, aswell as
environmenta sustainability among other indicesthat fuel developmentinasociety” (Pierre,
2015).

InWest Africaaswell asother Statesin Africa, there aretracesof ineffective
redistributive policies. Thishas given rise to inequality, the under provisioning and
underfunding of public goods. Thisfurther encourageswidespread and externditiesharm
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togloba commons, which aregenerated by the unsustainabl e expl oitation of natural assets,
which are often under-priced, (Pierre, 2015). Recurring projections by Piketty (2013),
Stern (2006) and OECD (2012) gaveafull highlight of the costs and consequences of
inertiaineconomic, socid and environmenta termsamong African countrieswhosesubjects
of coursestitleontheinequality inthe system. It further encouragesacontinuousinvitation
for renewed thinking and urgent action.

These narrativeshowever vary from the eventswhich took placein thehistory of
Kush civilization. Haven taken up Egypt in aconquest after atough battle, Kush did not
totally hold Egypt's popul ation under surrender and subjugation (Welsby, 2011). There
wasaclear evidence of rational-redistribution of the State'sresources. For instance, the
nationa headquartersof the new Kush-Egypt Empirewasmoved to Egypt first to give
the Egyptiansasense of belonging and accommodeate the dissent views of the conquered
territory into the scheme of governance (Fage, Roland Anthony Oliver (1979). This
emphasizestheimportance of social inclusioningovernance; amajor point which West
African Statesmust apply inbuilding nationa aswell asregiond integration.

West African Statesmust appreciatethe existence of itscitizensand build astrong
support and protection of the domesticinterestsof individual countries. Thisshould be
reflectedintheinditutiona and Statutory undertakingswhichWest African Statesgothrough
in pursuant of their foreign policieswith other regionsof theworld. Thus, thereshould be
ablueprintintermsof foreign policy of West African Statesinissuesof economy, energy
Information and Communication Technology, health, agriculture, wildlife and energy
management. There should beacoordinated agendafor foreign policiesof West African
Stateswhich should not only be domesticated but shall richly represent the collective
interests of the West African people.

Governments of West African Statesmust take responsibility for governance by
periodically intervening in the economicsof the States. Thisinterventionisknown as
public economicsapproach (Atkinson and Stiglitz, 1980, Greenwald and Stiglitz, 1986).
Thisgpproach suggeststhat governmentsshouldintervene, including thorough redigtributive
policies, whenever marketsfail. Here, government'sintervention should befocused on
the devel opment of strategic sectors, economic efficiency, socia fairness, environmental
sustainability and so on. Pierre (2015) observesthat market failluresarevery commonin
West Africaand occur in case of imperfect competition, natural monopolies, asymmetric
information, merit goods, pure public goodsaswell aspositive/negativeexterndities. This
informsthe need for urgent Stateintervention by means of redistribution. According to
Bonnet, Charles (2006), Tthe natural endowments of the Kush wererelatively spread
acrossthe new territory for even development. Thevaluesand wealth obtained from the
Nubian natural resourceswere evenly spread acrossto the North which had relatively
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insufficient natural abundance and resource. Citizen-inclusivegovernancewaskey tothe
major exploitsof Kush asacity and itsrelationswith Egypt.

Kush’sDomestic Recapitalization Approach to Manpower Development

Kushwasequally responsibleintheprotection of itsrural population (Torok, 1997). This
wasachieved by itsdomestic recapitalization aimed at wealth creation. Thisstrategy was
not only employed towardsthe devel opment of the geographical territorial spacebut aso
indevelopment of the skillsand intellectua propertiesof its human resource (M okhtar,
1990; Emberling, 2011). The Kush regimein Egypt was ableto sustain its manpower
beyond thehandy resources. They advanced further in scienceand technol ogy and reduced
their level sof economic dependenceonforeign citieslike China, Assyriaetc (Silverman,
1997). Asaresult of articulate manpower devel opment and domestic recapitaization, the
new city of Kush, after itsconquest by the Assyriansand subsequently by Egypt stood
strong and sustained further itstradeand economic buoyancy (Shillington, 2012; Meredith,
2014).

Following the conquest of Kush, the Kushite headquarterswasmoved to Meroe,
farther away from EQypt to avoid access by external aggressors (Ohaegbulam, 1990).
Kushite traders used the Nile and Red sea and close routes to transport their goods
(Adams, 1977). Theseroutesall ledinand out of Kush and sustained Kush'seconomic
relationswith other friendlier nationsinAfricaand theArab aswell asother distancetrade
partnerslike Indiaand China(onthe peninsulaof Italy) (Adams, 1977). Mereo had a
reasonably wide geography and waswealthy. It served asagreat reservefor Kushite
civilization after the conquest of Kush by theA ssyrianswhich lasted amost 1000 years
(Wilkinson, 2016). Thecity of Meroewasgrestly industrialized and had arich display of
Kushiteculture, such that the hegemonicinfluencesof civilization could neither erasenor
replace (Wilkinson, 2016).

In domestic recapitalization, the Kush'sland of Meroestill maintained itsage-
long craft of iron ore production and processing which thegovernment had duly devel oped
(Welshby, 2011). Historic experiences and chalenges never pushed away nor annihilated
thelandmark skill of the Merion and withwhom Kush'sgreatnesswas established. Kush
had everythingit needed for iron processing (Wilkinson, 2016). The superior knowledge
of theAssyrianswasashortfall for Kushthat gaveit vanquish during thefronta interface
it had with theAssyriansover Egypt (Van de, 2011). The Kushites made use of charcoal
to generate heat for ironindustry to useto processiron oreand produce military wespons,
farming and hunting tools. Thisactivitity according to Wilkinson (2016) wasbeing asssted
with The Nilewaterswhich was used to cool-off the hot iron and bring them to shape.
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Theauthor added that thisbusinesswas anindigenousand domestic skill of the Kushites.
The iron workers in Kush could make a variety of products out of iron ore such as
weapons of war, spearsfor hunting, farming toolsand tractors, hoesand shovels, and
many more. The Kush government invested richly in theimprovement of itsdomestic
industry and landmark tal ents (Welsby, 2011).

Theresearch observed that InWest Africa, thereisscarcely any domesticindustry
which hasgained neither national nor regional significance. Inthat case, therearefewer
and meagerly relevant skillsand craftsexhibited by thedomesticindustries. Thesefew
skillsand craftsof theWest Africansare however sequestered to the corner and reduced
astourist materials. The skillsand talents of West African States have not gained full
funding, support and attention that it needsin form of capitalization and industrialization.
Thedomesticindustriesaremeagrein termsof therelevance of itsserviceto the West
African sub-region. They havelittleor no support from the Stateswhereinthey are. This
isthemajor cause of dependence on and full dominance of foreign products on the West
African markets, and consequently being of high demand and patronage by the West
Africans.

Industrialization of domestic skillsand talentsisonefactor which West African
regional policiesshould reflect. Thisinvolvesthe promotion of production, saleand
distribution of domestic material swhich are unanimouswith the African people. This
study hasidentified how theflexibility of the 21st century has heightened the level of
vulnerability of modern Statesin West Africa, reawakening the concern for relianceand
integration. The21st century remainshighly unpredictable and isfashioned to favour the
best plansand strategiesthat can network African Statesif they must achieve holistic
levelsof development. Anything short of atrending gpproach and strategy for devel opment
inWest Africaremainsfutileand will not achievethe desired amsin 21st century. Onthe
back of thisbelief however, thereisneed to occasion strategiesthat will reposition the
West African sub-region on thewave of development.

Extrapolationswere made from the Kush versus Egypt relationswhich lasted
from 2000 BC to 700 BC and which were of course brief and snappy. This period
wedded the K ushite and Egyptian governmentsfollowing the conquest of Egypt by Kush;
aterritorially smaller city but with reasonable strength in military, science and technology
than Egypt. Kush, acountry founded onthe hillsof Nileriver wasonceadaveto Egypt,
its people being subjected to servitude and davery for aperiod of about 200 yearsbefore
it grew in strength over the time and took advantage of the political upheavals and
imbalancesin Egypt to take up thelater in conquest.

Thenew Egyptian Kush (that is, the Egypt that wasbeing ruled by Kushitekings)
witnessed no mean feat in devel opment. It drew lessonsfrom thisharmoniousintegration

This Article is Licensed under Creative Common Attribution-NonCommercial 4.0 International 12

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/ | @ GOH®© |




International Journal of Economic Development Research and Investment
Volume 10, Number 1; April 2019
ISSN: 2141-6729
Published By:
International Centre for Integrated Development Research, Ikot Ekpene, Nigeria
In collaboration with:
Copperstone University, Luanshya, Zambia.

of Kush and Egypt and pointed out two key factorswhich were symbolic during this
period viz: rational re-distribution approach and domestic recapitalization. It also finds
out that the Kushite kings made good use of the natural and human resources of Kushand
Egypt to devel op the new territory. Every faculty of theterritory wasof great importance.
Domestic exploration and distribution waskey to the government such that guaranteed
evendevelopmentintheterritory.

CONCLUSIONAND RECOMMENDATIONS

Thisstudy examinesthe significanceand relevance of Kush versusEgypt relationsto the
devel opment and regiond integrationinWest Africa, with particular referenceto the 21st
Century. With track record of multi-sectoral excellenceintheancient history, Kush has
lessonsfor West Africathat will energizetheregion'squest for integration and devel opment
among itsmember States. Hence, it isconcluded that West African countriescan achieve
excellencein regiond integration and devel opment when the sovereign Statesunify their
pursuitsinlinewith the extrapol ations made from the Kush versus Egypt rel ations by
encouraging aless complex trade-based economic relationship that isintra-Africanin
nature. Inregiona summits, member Stateshavethe cultureof presenting differing agenda
whicharelargdly predicated onther foreign policiesbeing acollection of domesticinterests
of member States.

In order to drive West Africaon the speed of 21st century devel opment, thereis
need for more ardent 'political will' to be explored by itsmember States on the domestic
(foreignpolicy level) and at theregiond leve . Thisapproach, according to Mazrui (1980)
shdl encourage'genuine salf-devel opment’ by exhaudting theinnate strength of thepolitical
machinery to not only protect the sovereignty of States but to also establish good
governance. Thepolitical structurewhich informsthe governance machinery of each
sovereign Statein West Africamust first gain formidability when it comesto articul ate
political representation and governance withinitsdomestic jurisdiction. Political will as
expressed by the King Piye of Kush launched the Kush-Egypt empireinto anew wave of
devel opment. Theresol ute determination of King Piyewastypica of classical diplomacy
whichmadeuseof forceful tact, war and strategy whichwaslargely based onthetrending
diplomatic practice. King Piye backed up hisstrategieswith astrong political will which
reflectedindaily political and strategic administration of thecity'sterritory whichwaslater
moved to Nubig, acity equally developed under hisreign.
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