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the bulk of the true Turkish people lived. The new republic proceeded to undergo
a thorough nationalist and secular revolution.2

81. The Partition of Africa

South of Mediterranean Africa lay the Sahara desert, and south of that Black
Africa, of which Europeans knew so little that they called it the Dark Continent.
Africa is so gigantic that even the part south of the Sahara is almost as large as
the whole continent of North America. For centuries Europeans knew only its
coasts—the Gold Coast, Ivory Coast, Slave Coast—to which from an inexhaustible
interior had come shackled processions of captive slaves, as well as the swelling
waters of enormous rivers, like the Nile, Niger, and Congo, whose sources in
the dim hinterland were a subject of romantic speculation. The people were black.
but diverse both in physique and in culture, and speaking almost a thousand
languages. They had learned to work iron as long ago as the third century before
Christ, and so only a few centuries later than Europeans. They were adept in
many arts, such as bronze sculpture, gold artifacts, weaving, basketry, and the
making of ceremonial masks with strikingly symbolic or abstract patterns. Along
the northern fringe some had been won to Islam, but mostly they adhered to their
traditional religions.

They lived mainly in villages in tribal communities, engaged in agriculture or
moving herds of cattle from place to place. But great cities or agglomerations had
also arisen, from Timbuktu in the north with its old caravan trade across the
Sahara, to the vast complex of buildings at Zimbabwe in the south, which was
already in ruins when the Europeans first saw it. There had also been extensive
kingdoms whose memory was preserved, in the absence of writing, by specially
trained narrators from one generation to the next. But these kingdoms had
disappeared or declined. They had been weakened by intertribal wars, or by the
slave trade which set Africans against one another to satisfy the demand of
outsiders, or by demographic causes that are now hard to trace. Hence Africa,
somewhat like the Ottoman Empire and China, met the assault of the Europeans
at a time when its powers of resistance were reduced. Before the mid—nineteenth
century there were no permanently resident whites south of the Sahara except
for a few Arabs who had been on the east coast since the seventh century and
the Europeans who had been at the Cape of Good Hope since 1652. In the Union
of South Africa, when it was established in 1910, some 1.1 million whites lived
along with about 5 million blacks.

The Opening of Africa

Missionaries, explorers, and individual adventurers first opened this world to
Europe. The historic pair, Livingstone and Stanley, well illustrate the drift of
events. Long before the imperialist age, in 1841 , the Scot David Livingstone arrived
in southeast Africa as a medical missionary. He gave himself to humanitarian and
religious work, with a little occasional trading and much travel and discovery,

* See pp. 791-793.
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but without political or true economic aims. Exploring the Zambesi River, he was
the first white man to look upon the Victoria Falls. Fully at home in inner Africa,
safe and on friendly terms with its native people, he was quite content to be let
alone. But the hectic forces of modern civilization sought him out. Word spread
in Europe and America that Dr. Livingstone was lost. The New York Herald, to
manufacture news, sent the roving journalist H. M. Stanley to find him, which
he did in 1871. Livingstone soon died, deeply honored by the Africans among
whom he worked. Stanley was a man of the new era. Seeing vast possibilities in
Africa, he went to Europe to solicit backers. In 1878 he found a man with the
same ideas, who happened to be a king, Leopold 11, king of the Belgians.

Leopold, for all his royalty, was at heart a promoter. China, Formosa, the
Philippines, and Morocco had in turn attracted his fancy, but it was the central
African basin of the Congo that he decided to develop. Stanley was exactly the
man he was looking for, and the two founded at Brussels, with a few financiers,
an International Congo Association in 1878. It was a purely private enterprise;
the Belgian government and people had nothing to do with it. All Africa inland
from the coasts was considered to be, like America in the time of Columbus, a
terra nullius. without government and claimed by nobody, wide open to the first
civilized persons who might arrive. Stanley, returning to the Congo in 1882, in a
year or two concluded treatics with over 500 chiefs, who in return for a few
trinkets or a few yards of cloth put their marks on the mysterious papers and
accepted the blue-and-gold flag of the Association.

Since the Dark Continent was still innocent of internal frontiers, no one could
tell how much ground the Association might soon cover by these methods. The
German explorer Karl Peters, working inland from Zanzibar, was signing treaties
with the chiefs of East Africa. The Frenchman Brazza, departing from the west
coast and distributing the tricolor in cvery village, was claiming on the Congo
River itself a territory larger than France. The Portugucse aspired to join their
ancient colonies of Angola and Mozambique into a trans-African empire, for
which they required a generous portion of the interior. Britain supported Portugal.
Incvery case the home governments in Europe were still hesitant over involvement
in an Africa of which they knew nothing. But they were pushed on by small
organized minoritics of colonizing enthusiasts, and they faced the probability that
if they missed the moment it would be too late.

Bismarck, who personally thought African colonies an absurdity, but was
sensitive to the new pressures, called another conference at Berlin in 1885, this
time to submit the African guestion to international regulation. Most European
states. as well as the United States, attended. The Berlin conference attempted
to do two things: to sct up the territorics of the Congo Association as an
international state, under international auspices and restrictions; and to draft an
international code governing the way in which European powers wishing to
acquire African territory should proceed.

The Congo Free State, which in 1885 took the place of the International Congo
Association, was not only an international creation but embodied, in principle,
what were to be known after the First World War as international mandates or
international trusteeships for “*backward’’ peoples. The Berlin conference spec-
ified that the new state should have no connection with any power, including
Belgium. It delegated the government to Leopold. It drew the boundaries, making
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the Congo Free State almost as large as the United States east of the Mississippi,
and it added certain specific provisions: the Congo River was internationalized,
persons of all nationalities should be free to do business in the Congo state, there
should be no tariff levied on imports, and the slave trade should be suppressed.
Leopold in 1889 reassembled the signatory powers in a second conference, held
at Brussels. The Brussels conference took further steps to root out the slave
trade, which remained a stubborn though declining evil, because the Muslim
world was several generations behind the Christian in abolishing slavery. The
Brussels conference also undertook to protect the rights of the local people,
correct certain glaring abuses, and reduce the traffic in liquor and firearms.

This attempt at internationalism failed, because Europe had no international
machinery by which the hard daily work of executing general agreements could be
carried out. Leopold went his own way in the Congo. His determination to make it
commercially profitable led him to unconscionable extremes. Europe and America
demanded rubber, and the Congo was at the time one of the world’s few sources of
supply. The Congo people, among the least advanced in Africa, and afflicted by the
disease and enervation of a lowland equatorial climate, could be made to tap enough
rubber trees only by inhuman severity and compulsion. The trees themselves were
destroyed without thought of replacement. Leopold, by ravaging its resources and
virtually enslaving its people, was able to draw from the Congo a princely income
to be spent in Brussels, but he could never make the enterprise self-supporting.
Consumed with debt, he borrowed another 25 million francs from the kingdom of
Belgium, agreeing that Belgium should inherit the Congo on his death if the debt
was unpaid. In 1908, the reluctant Belgians thus found themselves heirs to some
““tropical gardens’” to which they had been consistently indifferent. The Free State
became the Belgian Congo, and under Belgian administration the worst excesses of
Leopold’s regime were removed.

The Berlin conference of 1885 had also laid down, for expansion in Africa,
certain rules of the game—a European power with holdings on the coast had prior
rights in the hinterland; occupation must not be on paper only, through drawing
lines on a map, but must consist in real occupation by administrators or troops;
and each power must give proper notice to the others as to what territories it
considered its own. A wild scramble for *‘real occupation’ quickly followed. In
fifteen years the entire continent was parceled out. The sole exceptions were
Ethiopia and, technically, Liberia, founded in 1822 as a colony for emancipated
American slaves and virtually a protectorate of the United States.

Everywhere a variant of the same process was repeated. First would appear
a handful of white men, bringing their inevitable treaties—sometimes printed
forms. To get what they wanted, the Europeans commonly had to ascribe powers
to the chief which by the customs of the tribe he did not possess—powers to
convey sovereignty, sell land, or grant mining concessions. Thus the Africans
were baffled at the outset by foreign legal conceptions. Then the Europeans would
build up the position of the chief, since they themselves had no influence over
the people. This led to the widespread system of “‘indirect rule,” by which
colonial authorities acted through the existing chiefs and tribal forms. There were
many things that only the chief could arrange, such as security for isolated
Europeans, porter services, or gangs of workmen to build roads or railroads.
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Labor was the overwhelming problem. For pure slavery Europeans now had
an abhorrence, and they abolished it wherever they could. But the African, so b4
long as he lived in his traditional way, did not react like the free wage earner 1
postulated in civilized business and economics. He had little expectation of ,
individual gain and almost no use for money. He worked rather sporadically o
according to European ideas; work, continuous and laborious work, was in many
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African societies left to the women. The result was that Europeans all over Africa
resorted to forced labor. For road building, systems like the French corvée before
the Revolution reappeared. Or the chief would be required to supply a quota of
able-bodied men for a certain length of time, and frequently he did so gladly to
raise his own importance in the eyes of the whites. More indirect methods were
also used. The colonial government might levy a hut tax or a poll tax, payable
only in money, to obtain which the native would have to seek a job. Or the new
government, once installed, might allocate so much land to Europeans as private
property (another foreign conception) that the local tribe could no longer subsist
on the lands that remained to it. Or the whole tribe might be moved to a
reservation, like Indians in the United States. In any case, while the women tilled
the fields or tended the stock at home, the men would move off to take jobs under
the whites for infinitesimal pay. The men then lived in *‘compounds,’” away from
family and tribal kindred; they became demoralized; and the labor they gave,
untrained and unwilling, would scarcely have been tolerated in any more civilized
community. In these circumstances everything was done to uproot the Africans,
and little was done to benefit them.

Conditions improved with the twentieth century, as traditions of enlightened
colonial administration were built up. Colonial officials even came to serve as
buffers or protectors of the local peoples against the intruding white man’s
" interest. Throughout, it was part of the ethos of imperialism to put down slavery,
tribal warfare, superstition, disease, and illiteracy. Slowly a westernized class of
Africans grew—chiefs and the sons of chiefs, Catholic priests and Protestant
ministers, warehouse clerks and government employees. Young men from Nigeria
or Uganda appeared as students at Oxford, the University of Paris, or universities
in the United States. Westernized Africans usually resented both exploitation and
paternalism. They showed signs of turning nationalistic, like their counterparts
in the Ottoman Empire and Asia. If they wanted westernization, it was at a pace
and for a purpose of their own. As the twentieth century progressed, nationalism
in Africa grew more vocal and more intense.

Friction and Rivalry between the Powers

Meanwhile, in the fifteen years from 1885 to 1900, the Europeans in Africa came
dangerously near to open blows. The Portuguese annexed huge domains in Angola
and Mozambique. The Italians took over two barren tracts, Italian Somaliland
and Eritrea on the Red Sea. They then moved inland, in quest of more imposing
possessions, to conquer Ethiopia and the headwaters of the Nile. Some 80,000
Ethiopians, however, slaughtered and routed 20,000 Italians in pitched battle at
Adowa in 1896. It was the first time that Africans successfully defended themselves
against the whites, and it discouraged invasion of Ethiopia by the Italians (or
other Europeans) for forty years. Italy and Portugal, like the Congo Free State
and Spain (which retained a few vestiges of former days), were able to enjoy
sizable holdings in Africa because of mutual fears among the principal contenders.
The principal contenders were Great Britain, France, and Germany. Each preferred
to have territory held by a minor power rather than by one of its significant rivals.

The Germans were latecomers in the colonial race, which Bismarck entered
with reluctance. By the 1880s all the usual imperialist arguments were heard in
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Germany, though most of them, such as the need of new markets, of outlets for
emigration, or for the investment of capital, had little or no application in tropical
Africa. The Germans established colonies in German East Africa, and in the
Cameroons and Togo on the west coast, along with a desert area that came to be
called German Southwest Africa. It did not escape the notice of German imperial
planners that some day the Congo and the Portuguese colonies might be joined
with German East Africa and the Cameroons in a solid German belt across the
African heartland. The French controlled most of West Africa, from Algeria
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across the Sahara and the Sudan to various points on the Guinea coast. They
also occupied Obok on the Red Sea, and after the Italian defeat in 1896 their
influence in Ethiopia grew. French planners therefore dreamed of a solid French
belt across Africa from Dakar to the Gulf of Aden. The French government in
1898 dispatched Captain J. B. Marchand with a small party eastward from Lake
Chad, to hoist the tricolor far away on the upper Nile, in the southern part of the
Sudan, which no European power as yet “‘effectively’” occupied.

The two presumptive east-and-west belts, German and French, were cut
(presumptively) by a north-and-south belt, projected in the British imperial
imagination as an ‘‘Africa British from the Cape to Cairo.”” From the Cape of
Good Hope Cecil Rhodes pushed northward into what was later called Rhodesia.
Kenya and Uganda in the mid continent were already British. In Egypt, a British
protectorate since 1882, the British began to support old Egyptian claims to the
upper Nile. The first venture proved a disaster, when in 1885 a British officer,
“‘Chinese Gordon,”” leading an Egyptian force, was killed by aroused Muslims at
Khartoum. In the following decade British opinion turned imperialist in earnest.
Another British officer, General Kitchener (with a young man named Winston
Churchill under his command), again started southward up the Nile and defeated
the local Muslims in 1898 at Omdurman. He then pushed on further upstream.
At a place called Fashoda he met Marchand.

The ensuing Fashoda crisis brought Britain and France to the verge of war.
Already at odds over Egypt and Morocco.* the two governments used the
encounter at Fashoda to force a showdown. It was a test of strength, not only
for their respective plans for all Africa, but for their relative position in all
imperialist and international issues. Both at first refused to yield. The British
virtually threatened to fight. The French, fearful of their insecurity against
Germany in Europe, at last decided not take the risk. They backed down and
recalled Marchand from Fashoda. A wave of hatred for the British swept over
France.

The British no sooner won this Pyrrhic victory than they became involved in
more unpleasantness at the other end of the African continent. In 1890 Cecil
Rhodes had become prime minister of the Cape Colony. He was a principal sponsor
of the Cape-to-Cairo dream. Two small independent neighboring republics, the
Transvaal and the Orange Free State, stood in his way. Their people were
Afrikaners—Dutch who had originally settled the Cape in the seventeenth century,
then after 1815, when England annexed the Cape of Good Hope, had made the
‘‘great trek’’ to escape from British rule. The Boers, as the English called them,
from the Dutch word for ‘“‘farmer,”” were simple, obstinate, and old-fashioned.
They thought slavery not ungodly and disliked promoters, fortune hunters, foot-
loose adventurers, mining-camp people, and other Uitlanders.

The discovery of diamonds and gold in the Transvaal brought the issue to a
head. British capital and British people poured in. The Transvaal refused to pass
legislation needed by the mining corporations and their employees. In 1895
Rhodes, attempting to precipitate revolution in the Transvaal, sent a party of
armed irregulars, under Dr. Jameson, over its borders. This Jameson Raid was
a failure, but in Europe a great cry went up against British bullying of a small

2 See p. 661.
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inoffensive republic. The German emperor, William II, dispatched a famous
telegram to Paul Kruger, president of the Transvaal, congratulating him on his
driving off the invaders *‘without having to call for the support of friendly
powers’'—i.e., Germany. Three years later, in 1899, the British Empire went to
war with the two small republics. The South African War (Boer War) lasted until
1902: the British sent in 300,000 troops, and to combat an elusive and irregular
adversary they felt obliged to ravage the country and intern about 120,000 women
and children in concentration camps, where about 20,000 died. But once subdued
and brought within the British system the two republics were left with their self-
governing institutions. In 1910 the Transvaal, Orange Free State, Cape Colony,
and Natal were combined to form the Union of South Africa, which received
semi-independent status along the lines of the Dominion of Canada.

The Fashoda crisis and the Boer War, coming in rapid succession, revealed to
the British the bottomless depths of their unpopularity in Europe. All European
governments and peoples were pro-Boer; only the United States, involved at the
time in a similar conquest of the Philippines, showed any sympathy for the British.
The British, after the Boer War, began to rethink their international position, as
will soon be scen.

As in the casc of the Ottoman Empire, rivalry between the Great Powers over
the spoils of Africa embittered international relations and helped prepare the way
for the First World War. The rivalry over Morocco involving France and Germany
entered into the general prewar crisis and will be related in the following chapter.
As for Africa as a whole, there was little territorial change after the Boer War,
although in 1911 Italy took Libya from the Turks. In 1914 the Germans were
excluded from their short-lived empire. Had the Germans won the First World
War, the map of Africa would probably have been greatly revised, but since they
fost it the only change was to assign the German colonies, under international
mandate, to the French, British, and Belgians. With this change, and except for
Italy’s ephemeral conquest of Ethiopia in 1935, the map of Africa remained what
the brief years of partition had made it until the spectacular end of the European
empires after the Second World War.*

82. Imperialism in Asia: The Dutch, the British, and
the Russians

The Dutch East Indies and British India

British India and the Dutch East Indies, in the half-century before the First World
War. were the world’s ideal colonies. They illustrated the kind of empire that all
imperialists would have wished to have, and a glance at them suggests the goal
toward which imperialism was logically moving.

Whereas all countries of western Europe showed a surplus of imports, receiving
more goods from the rest of the world than they sent out, India and Indonesia
invariably, year after year and decade after decade, showed a surplus of exports,

M See pp. 926-940, and map. p. 927.




