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"The real nature of history is to play
a part in history itself".

Paul Valéry1

"INTRODUCTION

Since the Second World War African Studies have grown from
a cottage industry to a multi-national enterprise. This was how
Lalage Bown put it in 19742. She might have added that until the
early sixties this cottage industry was completely run by foreigners,
Africans forming only the raw material, that is to say, only coming
in as the objects of more or less well-meaning European and American
scholars.
This essay is an attempt towards a sketch of the development of one
particular branch of this booming industry of African Studies, namely,
of African historiography. It is no exaggeration to say that African
history as an academic (sub-) discipline hardly existed before 1960,
called the year of African independence. In the years after 1960,
however, there was a real take-off in African historical studies,
as is evident from the mushrooming of Institutes of African Studies
and of professional historical periodicals, both in Africa and in the
West. Also, for the first time in history, professionally trained
historians of African origin came to the fore to contribute to the
Renaissance of African history. One may well speak of the profes-

sionalisation and Africanisation of African historical studies.

It is obvious that the take-off of African historical studies
in the early sixties can be understood only against the background
of post-1945 developments, while its significance can only be valued
correctly if compared to the embrionic state of African historio-
graphy during the colonial period.

Therefore the first two chapters of this essay (i.e. Part One) will
sketch the development of the study of African history from its
"unprofessional", tentative beginnings in the colonial period to
the point at which it became a full-fledged academic discipline;

from its pursuit by Western amateurs and scholars to the point at



which Africans began to wield the pen as well.

Nevertheless this sketch is only an introduction to the essay's
main theme which is historiographical: An analysis of the his-
torical studies written by professional African historians from

1955 to 1972-3. Admittedly this time limit is rather arbitrary.

Yet, it is dictated by the practical conditions of research in
Holland where it is often very difficuLﬁ to find out what bocoks are
published in Africa, let alone to get hold of them, and where the
most recent volumes of African historical periodicals--indispensable
sources for the 'historian of historical research'--are often not
available. The fact that the essay is limited to professional
historians of African origiﬁ can be justified, I feel, even without
referring to time and space, by the fact that the essay is written
mainly for Dutch fellow-students who may be familiar with some
Western Africanists (such as Ph. Curtin and Basil Davidson), but
only rarely with historians from Africa. In view of the Dutch reader
also the section dealing with the sources available to the historian
of Africa is more comprehensive than strictly required for the line

of the argument.

The early sixties were a period of political and intellectual
ferment in Africa. It was a time of aggressive, self-assertive
manifestoes both in politics and in historiography. In their blue-
prints for African history African historians positively committed
themselves to a historiography relevant to the newly independent
nation and critical of the old 'colonialist' historiography of the
past. The analysis of these manifestoes, these programmatical
declarations of what African history should be and how it should
be‘written, is the subject of the third and fourth chapter of this
thesis.

Part Two (chapters 5 to 8) traces in detail what historical studies
were actually produced in the fifteen years that followed indepen-
dence in one particular West African country, Nigeria. In discussing
the themes and trends of Nigerian historiography I have tried to
relate the historical studies to the times and environment of the

historians.

I have called this essay "an attempt towards, etc'"; this is



not because of false modesty or fear of criticism, but it should

be noted that the author--when starting on this project--was new

to the field of West African history. Moreover, the thesis has been
a one-man venture from the beginning to the end. Finally, African
historiography has been a rather neglected subject until now, al-
though there are signs that it is coming in vogue. Nevertheless,
evenn if this survey cannot claim to be complete, I hope to have

outlined the main trends and themes of Nigerian historiography.

A few practical points have to be made. Above I have accounted
for the fact that the essay is limited to historians of African
origin. There are other limitations: First, the survey is limited
to the academically trained historians; that is to say, 'local’
or 'spontaneous' African historians 3) ~-without formal academic
training--are not included. Secondly, of the work of professional
African historians general text-books, schoolbooks and works designed
to popularise knowledge of the African past 4 are not included
in the discussion. These limitations do not imply any negative
judgement of value of either non-prcfessional, or historical
works of a general or popular nature. On the contrary, the achieve-
ment of African, and particularly of Nigerian historians in this
field is impressive and would justify a special study of its own.
Thirdly, a note on terminology must be made: Throughouth the essay
I have used the term "African historian" for a historian of African
origin who--as we will see below--usually wrote on African history.
The term "Africanist historian® denotes any scholar pursuing the
study of African history irrespective of his nationality.

"African" in terms such as African history and African historians
refers to what the British call "Africa South of the Sahara" and

the French "1'Afrique Noire", that is to say, Africa without North

and Southern Africa.

As for the selection of Nigerian historians discussed in Part
Two of the essay, it has been arrived at by examining the following
periodicals:
- African Notes; (Institute of Africa Studies, University of Ibadan),

1 (1963/4), no. 1---
- Bulletin de 1'Institut Fondamental d'Afrique Noire/Bulletin IFAN,



(from 1954: série B, Sciences Humaines) (until 1966: Bulletin de
1'Institut Frangais d'Afrique Noire), 1 (1939) - 4(1942); 8(1946)--

- Cahier d'Etudes Africaines/CEA, (VIe section, sciences économi-—
ques et sociales de 1'Ecole Pratique des Hautes Etudes), 1(1960)},
no. l---

- Ghana Notes and Queries,’(Bulletin of the Historical Society of
Ghana), 1962, no. 4--- 1972, no. 12.

- Jourﬁal of African History/JaH, 1(1960), no. 1---

- Journal of the Historical Society of Nigeria:JHSN, 1(1956/59),
no. 1---

- Kano Studies; (a journal of Saharan and Sudanic research)
1(1965/68), no. 1-4; N.S. 1(1973), no. 1.
Now: annually published for Abdullahi Bayero College by Oxford

University Press, Nigeria.

- Notes Africaines, (bulletin trimestrielle de 1'IFAN), 1949, no. 41---

~ Odu, (Journal of Yoruba and Related Studies), 1955, no. 1 - 1960,
no. 8.

— O0du, (Journal of West African Studies), 1(1964), no. 1 - 4(1968),
no. 2; New Series: 1969, no. 1---

~ Research Bulletin, (Centre of Arabic Documentation. Institute
of African Studies, University of Ibadan), 1(1965), no. 2 & 3;
2(1966), no. 1---

~ Research Review, (Institute of African Studies; University of
Ghana), 4(1967/68), no. 1---

- Sierra Leone Studies, (Journal of the Sierra Leone Society), New
Series (1953), no. l---

- Tarikh, 1(1965/67), no. 1---

- Transactions of the Historical Society of Ghana/THSG, 1(1952),

no. l---

In the Bibliography I have not only included works to which
is referred in the text, but also all the books and articles of the
Nigerian historians discussed which I have come across, and works

of a more general nature, which have been of great use in the course

of my research.

Africanist scholars in the West have been criticised for doing



Notes Introduction:

5.
6.

quoted by Gordon (1971), p. 2.
quoted by Fyfe (1976), p. 2.

the term 'spontaneous' historians is Eva Krapf Askari's, in the
Preface to Akerejola (1970), p. iii.

Many African historians have invested much of their time and
energy in writing general text-books and school books. This
and their administrative duties as professors and chancellors
of universities may account for the fact that some historians
of the first academic generation have not produced any sub-

- stantial monograph after their first work. This is illustrated

by J.F.A.Ajayi whose major works after 1965--when his Ph. D
thesis was published-- were: A Thousand Years of West African
History-a Handbooklfor Teachers and Students, Ibadan, revised
edition 1969 (1965 ', edited by Ajayi himself in cooperation
with I. Espie; and History of West Africa, 2 Volumes, London
1971-74, edited in cooperation with M. Crowder.

Copans (1971), pp. 440-1.
Buijtenhuijs (1975), pp. 541-6.



research that is irrelevant to Africa, and for being mainly in-
terested in the building of academic careers. Research on Africa
should be both useful to Africa and 'committed' ('concerné'j or
revolutionarys). It would lead me too far to go into the complicated
question of what this 'new: anthropology, or history for that much,
should be, and how it should be done6). I will touch on one of its
implications only, namely, that Africa should not only be the cbject
of Africanist studies, but also the public to which the results

of the research ought to be presented. In my own essay I am mainly
‘committed' to convince Dutch scholars and students of the impor-
tance and interests of the historical research done on Africa by
African scholars. Nevertheless, I have thought it desirable to pre-

sent it in English to allow Anglophone African historians--if not

to profit from it--at least to criticise it.

Finally I would like to express my gratitude to the library
staffs of the Koninklijk Instituut v/d Tropen in Amsterdam and the
Afrika-Studiecentrum in Leiden and to acknowledgé the help of mr.

Paul Doornbos, who encouraged and assisted me throughout my research.



PART ONE

African Historiography: 1850-1972/3






CHAPTER ONE

AFRICAN HISTORIOGRAPHY PRIOR TC THE 1950s

A. African Historiography before the 1950s, written by West Africans.

»

1. The Period 1850 - 1900:

The African historical tradition has been mainly oral and as
such a source for the professional African historiography, which
forms the subject of this essay. But apart from this "historio-oral"
tradition, Africa has a historiographical tradition which is much

richer than sometimes has been suggested.

Inthe second half of the nineteenth century there was a numberof
African historians--even if not 'professional' historians in the
modern sense--who can be considered forerunners to modern African
historiography, and as such deserve to be discussed in the context
of this essay. Though far from constituting a 'school', they had
many characteristics in common, even apart from the era in which
they lived (i.e. the period preceding the Scramble for Africa and
the establishment of colonial administrations in Africa):

They belonged to the new middle class which arose in the westernized
trading communities of Liberia, Sierra Leone, Gold Coast and the
Bight of Benin (the present Southern Nigeria); and were the product
of the educational activities of the Christian missions, one could
say, since most of them attended schools run by missionaries whose
ideas they accepted and whose ideals they embraced. These missionaries,
together with the advocates of 'legitimate trade' (in contrast to
the trade in slaves) gave them encouragement and opportunities for
rapid economic advancement.

All historians in guestion were whole-heartedly committed to the
Western, Christian brand of 'civilisation', to a Christianised tech-
nologically developed modern social order; all of them actively
demanded European support and tutelage. J.F.A. Ajayi characterised
their ideals by quoting a Methodist minister of 1841:

"...that the Gospel of God may be preached unto her, that schools
may be established, that Bibles may be sent, that the British
flag may be hoisted, and that she (i.e. their country) may rank
among the civilised nations of the earth". 1)



The nineteenth century, approximately up to the 1870s, was a golden
age for the incipient middle class. "The era of humanitarienism",
as Curtin called itz), was a period of limited missionary and com-
mercial penetration, during which there was as yet no guestion of
British annexation ox direqt administration. The "humanitariansg®
——convinced that Christianity, legitimate trade and "Civilisaticn"
must go together-- aimed at creating a native agency, an African
middle class, which would fulfill this civilising missicn. As Ajayi
put it: "it was a remarkable period of training in selfngovernment"B)m
Yet, after the 1870s the tide was turning. As is demonstrated
by the increasingly racist results of the classification mania of
biologists and anthropologists 4) European attitudes towards the
Africans--until then characterised by a recognition of potential
spiritual equality of the two races--changed rapidly. This change
coincided with Britain's embarkment upon a policy of territorial
annexation, and was reflected in church affairs as well: The policy
of "native agency" which had reached its climax in the confirmation
of S.A. Crowther as the first African bishop, was reversed. A new
brand of missionaries entered upon the scene, called by Crowther

5)

"the Anthropological Sort” It was in this transitional pericd

in which the image of Africa hardened into a very dismal and negative
one, that Africans raised their voice in protest against these Eurcpsan
racist assumptions. '

Here we are only concerned with those who were voicing their cultural
nationalism through historical works:

- The French trained Senegalese Abbé Boilat, author of "Esquisses
Sénégalaises” (1853),

- James Africanus Beale Horton, graduate in medicine from Edinburgh
University and author of "West African Countrics and Peoples" (1868),
which bore the significant subtitle “Vindication of the Africaﬁ

Race" and which attempted to disprove the pseundo-scientific aberra-
tions of Europezn scholars, ’

- E.W. Blyden, originally from the Danish West Indies, but a naturalised
Liberian, was the first to defend the concept of "the African Person-

and the dignity of the negro race.

- Another pioneer of African history was the Gold Coast missionary
C.C. Reindorf, whose "History of the Geld Coast and Asante” (1889)
covered three centuries and was based a.o. upon interviews with

over two hundred individuals.



One could mention many more: A.B.C. Sibthorpe, Otunba Payne, the
Reverend Samuel Johnson, who wrote "The history of the Yoruba'
(published in 1921, but written much earlier), as he himself put
it: for "a purely patriotic motive, that the history of our father-
7)

land might not be lost in oblivion..."

All asserted African values in the face of increasing European inter-

vention in Africa.

EsQuisses H : " RF
e Historians of Nineteenth Century
r.0Bailat ‘WEST AFRICA
1853 ~
_ — ' History of l
RS i the Yorubas
i Historvof theld |
Fanty Gold Coast !
- National | and Asante S Johnsom
Constirution ; 1897
o ¢ Remdorf
,|Ss'0 YORUBA,

£ Blyden Yanp

A [Lroos

from July, (1968), p. 22.

The details of their historical works cannot detain us here. In the
framework of this essay the only thing that matters is the extent
to which they can be regarded as the forerunners to the modern
African historians, who are the real subject of this essay:

One may say that these early African historians resembled their
'professional' colleagues of the late 1950s and early 1960s in their
reliance on oral traditions as historical sources; in their African
perspective; in their attempt to vindicate and rehabilitate the
African, emphasizing his contributions to world civilisation and
taking pride in a glorious past as the basis for a new future.
According to Ajayi, who traced the roots of Nigerian nationalism

to the new middle class to which these early historians belonged BL;

the precolonial and modern historians even had a common ideology:

That of nationalism.

Nevertheless the differences between the two groups may be

even more significant:
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Although in both cases protest and self-assertion resulted from
disillusion with European actions and intentions, the early historians
continued to loock to Europe and Christianity for guidance, and to

take the European brand of civilisation, Europe's philosophy and
technology as their final goal. They did not protest against the
increase of European activities as such: they did not object to
assimilation, but to "not enough assimilation", to the British refusal
to allow them to have British law, representative government and

a constitutional transition to self rule. They fulminated against

the policy of trusteeship which, on the basis of racist thecries

of African incapacity, aimed at developing the Africans "along their
own lines" instead of towards 'civilisation” as the West understood
it. Addressing Britain as Reindorf did would be unthinkable for a
modern African historian:

"Rule,supremely rule, Britannia rule
Thy acquired colony on the Gold Coast...
Superstition will then flee away

and Christianity will rule supreme." 9)

After the experience of two world wars, and as a result of the
oppression and exploitation which Africa suffered in the name of
civilisation, the modern African historians had a much more negative
view of the West. Although they shared with their predecessors a
concern with discrediting racism and with demythologising Africa's
history and its image in the West, both in their rejection of
Europe and in their self-assertion they were more absolute.

Another difference is the nature of the commitment of both groups

of historians. Whereas the modern historians were committed to a
territorially defined state (Nigeria, Ghana, etc.) which they intended
to serve by writing history, the patriotism of their forerunners

was more cultural than political 10); their frame of reference the
Negro Race, the African continent, or a nct clearly deliminated

part of West Africa.
2. The Colonial Period from 1900 to 1950:

From 1900 to 1950 there were hardly any professional historical

works written on Africa, not even by Europeans, let alone by Africans.
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Even work by non professional "amateur" historians, like the ones

we discussed above, was scarce. Yet, the lack of published books
should not deceive us. Even if Africans hardly ever found opportuni-
ties to publish their studies, many works of a historical nature
were written in this perioé. Most of these "local" histories, how-
ever, have been discovered in the decade following independence

when African Ph. D. students went into the field to collect local
sources. Practically all professional historical studies published
in the Ibadan History Series have one section devoted to the manus-
cripts of (or interviews with) "local" amateur historians, more
often than not literate Africans associated with the colonial admini-
stration as teachers, catechists, secretaries to chiefs, etc. Of
course one cannot lump together all 'local' histories, but in their
reliance on oral evidence, in their geographically limited scope,
their preoccupation with "events" and a detailed description of
manners and customs of ethnic groups, they resembled both the work
of their pre-1900 predecessors—-- who were, however, more self asser-
tive--and the works of the European ethnographer historians, their
colleagues and bosses. As a relatively unknown and neglected body

of historiographical work, these "local" histories of the colonial
period deserve to be studied more closely; not only by historians
interested in the particular area or ethnic group already described
by individual local historians, but also by those historians who

devote themselves to writing the history of historiography.

It would lead us too far to analyse in detail the developments
set in motion by the First World War. The sense of crisis in the
West, the end of the belief in progress in wide circles, the waning
of Eurocentrism, and "the rising tide of colour" have been discussed
by others 11) and cannot detain us there. There is one specific
movement of philosophy, however, which deserves at least to be men-
tioned in this survey. This is Négritude, which originated among
black Francophone intellectuals in the thirties. Although specialists
distinguish more than one Négritude 12), for ocur purpose the definition

formulated by Alioune Diop--founder of the periodical "Présence

Africaine"--will do:
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"Négritude n'est autre gque le génie ?8}r et en mine temps
la volonté d'en révéler la dignité® .

Though at the time of its origin Négritude did not give rise to spe-
cifically historical studies, its vindication of the value, unigue-
ness and superiority of African culture, and the rediscovery of
traditional African values -to which it gave rise, were amonrg the
main drives behind the upsurge of African historiography after the
Seccnd World War, influencing its tone and contents for a long time
to come 14).

Négritude was historically minded from the very beginning, since

it was history which could rehabilitate Africa in the face of the
Western world; and since it was a retreat into history, "a pilgrimage
to the ancestral sources", as Senghor put it, that would reveal

the true essence of Négritude, which was, in Sartre's terminology

15
"the being in the world of the negro" )u

Négritude was a typical product of the Parisian intellectual
climate of the 1930s, in which the dominant themes were "anti—ﬁhemes",
such as anti-politics, anti-raticnalism, anti-mechanization, anti-
materialism, anti-capitalism, anti-bourgeoisie, anti-individualism,
and... anti-Americanism 16). This general climate was conducive
to the development of Négritude: The critique of mechanisation and
rationalism formulated by the surrealists fed into the glorifica~
tion of Negro intuitive reason and emotion by Africans and West
Indians. The increasing appeal of Marxism, cultural pessimism ana
self critism among many western intellectuals supported its refu-
tation of Western values and Western domination. )

Of formative influence also were the Pan African movement, and even
more 17) the American Negrc Renaissance or New Negro Movement as
represented by Negro authors such as Claude Mackay, Langston Hughes
and Countee Cullen. Western scholars contributed to the development
of Négritude as well. Ethnologists such as Frobenius, Lévy-Bruhl
and Delafosse--in spite of all criticism that has been rightly
levelled against them--not only assisted in destroying the old
Eurocentric habits of mind, out also procured the evidence for the
existence of a Negro culture.

Finally, the political events of the period, such as Italy's

occupation of Ethiopia, the persecution of Jews in Germany, Ghandi's
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nationalism and the developments in North Africa were as many fac-
tors shocking the Negro intellectuals into an aggressive assertion
of "the African Personality".

In what way was Négritude related to the African nationalism
of the 1960s, which nurtured the professional African historiography

»

under study here?

Wauthier 18) defined Négritude as "the expression in literature
and the human sciences (particularly ethnology and history) of
African nationalism". Yet, if Négritude is African nationalism,
it is the nationalism of a very specific group, characterised by
Sartre as "well intended young men of the middle class who drew
their inspiration from their phychological contradictions" 19),

in other words, the Gallicised African and West Indian elite, cul-
turally alienated from their African background and often embittered
by the fact that complete assimilation was out of reach.

Again, if Négritude is African nationalism, it is nationalism in

a very specific phase of its development, namely, a stage charac-
terised by a search for identity and authenticity 20), and by an
emphasis on the spiritual and cultural, in contrast to the polit-
ical and economic characteristic of later stages of African natio-
nalism (Fanon, Mphahlele). Finally, if Négritude is African nationa-
lism, it is nationalism with a very specific frame or reference;

for it referred to the whole black race and the culture of a whole

continent.

Yet, as the return to the ancestral sources, a search for identity
and authenticity, a falling back upon history to rehabilitate the
African and to vindicate Africa's greatness, Négritude foreshadowed
and influenced the "manifestoes" of the professional African histor-
ians of the early sixties to be discussed below. It even provided
these historians with a forum in the form of the mainly literary

journal "Présence Africaine", founded in 1947.

B. African Historiography prior to the 1950s, written by Europeans.

The fulminations against European neglect and distortion of

African history during the colonial period by African historians
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of the decade following independence justify the conclusicn of a
short characterisation of this "colonialist" historiography.

That African history was a neglected subject during the colonial
period is undeniable. Not until late did African Studies come out

of the "recoins d'un amateurisme aimable" 21). Throughout the
coleonial period there was hardly any professional historian who

wrote on Africa --R. Coupland, who wrote an East African history
being the proverbial exception confirming the rule. Even if one

would regard--for a moment--imperial history as African history,
lamentably little was written on Africa 22 . Africa was "the

preserve of the anthropologist" (Dike 23)), for--allegedly lacking
written sources=--it could not be part of the Humanities, which

did include to some extent North Africa, Ancient Egypt and Ethiopia 24
Nevertheless, even if professional historiography did not concern
itself with Africa, European knowledge of Africa increased enormously
in the period following conguest and effective occupation. Much

of what was written on Africa stemmed from the need to meet tHe
practical problems of the administering power or the missions. Hence
the predominance of administrators, military men, doctors and mis-
sionaries in the field. No wonder then that historical information

on Africa was merely a spin off of administrative reports, evangeli-
sation schemes and linguistic studies.

Africa was indeed regarded as "the preserve of the anthropologist”,
but even here the amateurs, the administrator-anthropologists, domi-
nated the field. To the modern historian of Africa their writings have
nevertheless proved to be of great value--in spite of their cobvious
bias—--in particular, since they were basically eye-witness accounts
or recorded oral traditions. Unfortunately the material is not only
of uneven quality, but also restricted to certain specific areas.

It is not unlikely, however, that interesting work will still turn
up, if not from the metropolitan archives--which have been thoroughly
combed by countless European and African Ph.D. students--then perhaps
from the archives of the former coloniai capitals or from local
(district--and divisional) archives.

After the "official"™ and anthropological nature of European writings

on Africa's past have been duly reported, much remains to be said.

Research on Africa was not static, and there was a steady progress
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both in the number and quality of the studies produced. While

the interest in Africa before the First World War was almost

nil, the Inter War period heralded a new era.

Partly this was the result.of the changing needs of the colonial
administrations. British indirect rule, for instance, with its im-
plication of "finding the chief", necessitated a more detailed know-
ledge of the subject people. Partly also, it resulted from doubts
about the viability of a Eurocentric worldview and the future of

European domination in the face of "the rising tide of colour".

This increasing interest in Africa led to a coordination and
sponsoring of African Studies. In 1926 the International Africa
Institute was founded in London. It became a centre of ethnological,
sociological and linguistic research on Africa, and soon began to
publish the journal "Africa". This brings us to the question of the
institutionalisation of African Studies--and African history as one
of its branches--which received its decisive impulse only after
the Second World War.

This will be the subject of our next chapter.
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CHAPTER TWO

The Institutionalisation and Africanisation of African

Historiography, 1950-5 - 1960-5

The institutionalisation of African history--or African Stu-
dies of which history is an integral part--was a condition sine
qua non for its professionalisation. The most distinctive feature
of the process was that it was monopolised by Europeans until the
1950s, and dominated by them at least until the coming of indepen-
dence in the early sixties. Two phases can be distinguished: The
first phase (1930 - 1955/60) witnessed the institutionalisation
of African Studies both in Europe, and Africa. The second phase
(1955/60 - 1965) saw further institutionalisation, but--more impor-
tant-- the Africanisation of subject, research personnel and insti-

tutions of African history as well.

A. The Beginnings of Institutionalisation, 1930- 1955/60.

We will take up the thread of the argument where wé left it
at the end of the preceding chapter, that is to say in 1927, when
the International Africa Institute was established in Londocn.

The next important development was the establishment in Dakar of the
Institut Frangais de 1l'Afrique Noire (IFAN) in 1937. Under the di-
rection of Th. Monod (1938-1964) it began to publish--apart from the
house magazine Notes Africaines--the Bulletin de 1'IFAN, which is
today one of the leading journals in the field of African Studies

in Francophone Africa.

The developments during the Inter War period were only a prelude
to those of the period after 1945, which saw a proliferation of in-
stitutes and centres of African Studies, of African (professional)
journals and international--or rather intercoclonial--conferences.
The "First International Conference of Africanists of the West"--one
wonders whether there were any other Africanists than those from the
West--was held in 1945 in Dakar. It opened a whole series of con-

ferences, the second and third taking place in resp. Bissau (1947)



18

and Nigeria (1949). In the years 1947, 1952 and 1955 three conferen-
ces on African history were held in Nairobi, Algiers and Northern
Rhodesia resp., while in 1953, 1957 and 1961 three truly epoch-
making conferences, again on African History and Prehistory, and
coupled to the names of R. Oliver and J.D. Fage, were held at the
School of Oriental and African Studies in London. One could =zxtend

the list almost at will.
1. The institutionalisation of African Studies in Europe.

It was in this post-war period that African history as a braanch
of African Studies was incorporated in the curricula of European
and American universities. In the U.S.A. North Western University
included an inter-disciplinary African Studies programme in its

curriculum in 1947. In Great Britain African Studies were initially

best developed at the different institutes of the University of
London. The School of Oriental and African Studies, the most impor-
tant of these, published from 1960 onwards the Journal of African
History whose importance for the impetus that African Studies received
in the 1960s was very well expressed by T.O. Ranger when he charac-
terised the journal "as the combined manifesto, charter, programme

and shop-window for the field" 1).

In France there was tuition in African Studies from 1954 onwards

at the Ecole Pratique des Hautes Etudes (E.P.H.E.), VIe section,
a.o. by G. Balandier (from 1954/5), P. Mercier (1956/7) and H.
Brunschwig (from 1961/2 onwards). In 1958 the 'Centre d'Etudes afri-
caines' of the E.P.H.E. was founded, which published from 1960 on-
wards the journal Cahier d'Etudes Africaines, directed by Pierre
Alexandre.

At the Sorbonne a 'Centre des Recherches africaines' was founded

in 1962, with the creation of three "maitrises de conférence": G.
Balandier for Sociology, R. Mauny for ancient and medieval African

2)

history, and H. Deschamps for contemporary African history .
2. The institutionalisation of African Studies in Africa prior to 1960.

As for Africa, between 1945 and 1948 IFAN created local branches

in all provinces of the Federation of French West Africa. Often these
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centres began as one-man or two-men enterprises ran by one French
director and an African archivist. There were Centrifans in the
following provinces: Ivory Coast, Senegal, Soudan, Togo, Cameroon,
Dahomey, Guinea, Mauritania and Niger, each local branch publishing

3)

its own periodical .

The establishment and development of Higher Education in
Africa after 1945 is not equivalent to the institutionalisation
of African Studies, of course; for, while the students were African,
the teachers, management and curriculum of the new secondary schools
and universities were not. Nevertheless, African Higher Education

was a conditio sine qua non for the Africanisation of African Studies

and their further institutionalisation.
Only the most importment developments in British and French West
Africa can be touched upon:

In French West Africa the year 1957/8 represented a mile-stone,
for in this year the University of Dakar was established. IFAN,
until then the centre of all 'pure' (in contrast to ‘'applied')
research in all disciplines for the whole of French West Africa, was
incorporated into the new university in 1959. Thus it became indepen-
dent from the administration of the A.O.F. The local centres became
independent of the 'mother' institution in Dakar, and came to ressort
directly under the governments of what soon were to become indepen-
dent states.

In British West Africa the most important development in this
period was the establishment of several University Colleges, i.e.
universities which as yet did not have the authority to award their
own degrees, and did not set their own standards, curricula and
examinations, but which were related to ancther, senior university,
in this case the University of London. The following University ‘
Colleges were established in West Africa: the University College
of Ibadan, Nigeria (1948), that of Legcn, Gold Coast (1949), and
that of Sierra Leone (1960). At the same time an increasing number
of scholarships were awarded to West Africans to study in Europe

and the U.S.A. 4)

Although the British were relatively late in shif-
ting the locus of African Studies to Africa, the level of African
Studies in British West Africa was comparable to that of the IFAN

and its independencies. The history programmes at these University
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Colleges included only a bare minimum of African History, it is
true, but several historical societies were founded, which were
composed of both amateur historians and professional (mainly

European) historians. These Historical Societies~- a typically,
though not exclusively British phenomenon, one might say-- also

5)

published their own historical journals ~'.

Summarizing one can say, that by 1955 there were a number of
centres of Africanist research in existence, both in and outside
Africa. In Africa a university system had been set up--including
History Departments-- which could be adapted to serve African stu-
dies, once the curriculum had been "africanised". African scholars
who could--and would--undertake this Africanisation were being

trained, both in Africa and abroad.

B. The Africanisation of African Studies after 1960.

As we have seen in the preceeding section, by 1955 African
Studies had been institutionalised both in the West and in Africa.
Yet, whereas in Europe and the U.S.A. tuition in African Studies
had just begun, in Africa it was practically non-existent. Things
were moving fast, however, with the coming of independence:

It was not only a matter of africanising teaching personnel; the
university colleges had been patterned on British universities, and
the obsession with standards from the side of British and Africans
had guaranteed an African university which could hardly be distin-
guished from its European 'mother' university; even so much that,

"Indeed until a few years ago, and possibly even today (i.e.
a university in West Africa was studying Stubb's Charters in
Latin (when Cambridge undergraduates were deemed incapable
of such a menta%)effort) and the practice may have survived
independence." .

Whether this is an exaggeration or not, it is undeniable that the
africanisation of the curriculum and the institutionalisation of
African history have had to await idepeﬁdence, the time when the
university colleges obtained‘full university status.

Then African history received an enormous impetus, since it became
the major concern of History Departments and multi-disciplinary
Institutes of African Studies which mushroomed at many of the exis-

ting and new universities.
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To restrict ourselves to Nigeria: In July 1963 the University of
Ibadan set up an I.A.S. (Institute of African Studies), which began
to publish its own journal called African Notes. It also published
the Archaeological Newsletter, the Journal of West African Languages,
and from 1964, the Research Bulletin of the Center of Arabic Documen-
tation. Soon four other universities were established: the University
of Nigeria, Nsukka (1960), the Ahmadu Bello University, Zaria, the
University of Ife, Ile-Ife and the University of Lagos (all three
of them in 1962), two of them having special Institutes of African
Studies. . |
This was only the beginning of a spectacular development. At pre-
sent (1977) Nigeria counts no less than ten universities and three
university colleges.

By 1965 African history had really been institutionalised,
professionalised and africanised, for research into the African
past was kept up continuously, by a body of professional academic
historians (and other African scholars) working within the frame-
work of an institution created for that purpose, in Africa itself.
As far as former French West Africa is concerned, here the institu-
tionalisation and africanisation apparently did not reach the same
level as in the Anglophone areas--with the exception of the University

of Dakar and the Institut Fondamentale pour 1l'Afrique Noire (as the

post-independence IFAN has been called). This initial lag of Franco-
phone Africa is still perceptible, I believe, in the relatively
small number of professional historians of Francophone West African

origin.

I must apologise to the reader for this bloodless account of
institutes, history departments and professional journals. Yet,
before turning to the historians peopling these buildings and maga-
zines, I have considered it indispensable to sketch the surroun-
dings in which they operated and functioned. The enormous propor-
tions the study of African history has qssumed since 1960, and its
uneven development in different parts of West Africa are incom-
prenensible without taking into account the international develop-

ments of the period leading up to independence.
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CHAPTER THREE

The Manifestoes of the 1960s:

History for Self-Government

African historians did not enter the international academic
scene unobserved: They came with drums beating and colours flying.
The manifestoes they presented to an international audience in the
late fifties and early sixties were blueprints for African history
as they thought it should be written. All manifestoes dealt with
the why and how of African historiography, and with the role and
responsibility of the African historian.

The early manifestoes of the late fifties and early sixties were
remarkable for their apologetic and at the same time aggressive
tone. This feature became less obvious in later manifestoes, and

was completely stood upon its head in an article written by W.
Ochieng 1 in 1974, as we will see below.

However, the change of tone is less significant than the changes

in the concept of what truly authentic African historiography should
be. For, even though the questions of "Why African history" and

"How should it be written"” remained the same throughout the period
under study, the answers were constantly in flux.

In the answers African historians gave to the guestion of
"Why African history?" two aspects can be distinguished, one nega-
tive, and the other positive. First, the answers were 'negative'
as far as they were a reaction to, and a denial of the validity
of the prevailing climate of opinion in the West during the colonial
period (and after); and as far as they tried to restore the balance
by rehabilitating African history. Secondly, the answers were 'posi-
tive' in the sense that they were defining a clear and new function
for African historical writing, outlining a programme for making
the past usable and relevant to modern Africans.

The 'negative' aspect of the programme of the African historians

was essentially the 'demythologisation' of African history. The
African had to be liberated from the colonial experience, and there-
fore African history which until then had been a history "sans nous

2)

et contre nous" had to be rewritten. As Biobaku put it:
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"Les responsabilités de l'historien africain consistent a
étre fidéle & son métier et par 1la a le plier & la téche
vitale de libérer le passé africain §?s préjugés qui se
sont accumulés a travers les ages'”.

Which European myths were the African historians trying to destroy?

The most important one--recurring time and again at the be-
ginning of the manifestoes--was the myth that Africa had no history.
It became an almost classical stylistic device to begin a manifesto
by guoting Trevor-Roper, Hegel, or some more or less obscure fcolo-
nialist' administrator, stating that Africans had no history. This
would be followed by a cynical remark which would bring all but the
truly racist readers on the author's side for the remaining part
of the plea. From hindsight one is tempted to consider this tactigue
as flogging a dead horse, but one should keep in mind that at that
time scepticism about African history--its feasibility and its sig-
nificance--was still wide--spread in large--including academic--~-
circles.

What did Europeans mean when they said that Africa had no history?
They had several things in mind: Firstly, they were of the opinion
that Africa had no history of its own since it had always been sta-
tic and passive. Africa had, allegedly, always been a tabula rasa
on which only outside invaders had left some traces. It was no more
than "the space in which Europe swelled up" 4). Secondly, Africa
allegedly had no history that could be traced and written down,

since Africa had no script, and hence no written sources. Finally,

it was said, there was no African historical consciousness >

Destroying these myths in order to rehabilitate African his-
tory and Africans in the eyes of the West was the African historian's
first task. However, even more important was the rehabilitation of the
African and African history in the eyes of the African themselves:
"Colonisation is chaos", said Césaire, for it separates and di-
vides both in space ané in time; hence the artist--and the historian
for that much-- has to restore '"the double continuity that has been
broken by colonialism: continuity with the world and with ourselves"” 6)
History was called upon to restore this continuity that had been

broken by the colonial experience. The obsession with continuity

was one of the most significant features of the African historiography
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of this early period. This was evident in the work of the Senegalese
historian Cheikh Anta Diop, who contended that West African culture
and languages could be traced directly to the ancient Egyptians,

but it also featured in less controversial historical studies, as

we will see below.

On the one hand this obses;ion with continuity led to a playing

down of the importance of the colonial period 7), and hence to its
neglect in the historiography of this period. On the other hand,

the desire to restore the continuity gave rise to "une recherche
fascinée des sources" 8).

For the westernised African intellectual--swerving between
emulation and resentment of the West, between a desire for authen-
ticity and effectivity and modernisation--it was a search for psy-
chological balance and identity, for "dépouillé (...) de son histoire,
il est étranger & luiméme; on dira qu'il est aliéné et il l'est,
en effet, dans tous les senses de ce terme". ?)

Not only the westernised elite, but the whole continent was affec-
ted: for history, the collective memory of nations 10), was considered
indispensable for an integrated and independently acting people

or nation:

"un peuple sans histoire c'est un homme sanslT§moire. Le
voyageur sans bagage dont parle Burloud..."

By restoring the broken continuity, history was to cure the aliena-
tion, and to trace the identity of the African Personality. As Dike
put it:

"African Studies will be the means to the achievement for the
African, of greater selfrespect, the means to the creation

of a su{§§ African Personality in the face of the modern
world" .

By revealing a glorious past history was called upon to demonstrate
the "anciennité" of African culture, e.g. by pointing to its Egyptian
origins, as Cheikh Anta Diop claimed. It could throw light upon
the autonomy and originality of African civilisation, and vindicate
African capacity for self-government, e.g. by pointing to the great
West African medieval empires. Finally, by describing African resis-
tance to the imposition of colonial rule, it could disprove African
passivity.

The function of history had to go beyond the temporary one of

rehabilitation and of setting the African record straight. History
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ought to achieve more than bolstering up the African Perscnality

and restoring the African's equilibrium. History had to make a po-
sitive contribution to the unification of Africa, and to a strong
and independent nation-state as well.

What exactly was expected from the historian?

In terms of a Pan African cdontext his task was described in this way:

"il ne faut pas étudier le passé pour s'y complaire, mais pour
servir les taches présentes de la renaissance africaine, en
particuli?g)pour aiguiser la conscience de l'originalité et de
l'unité"

With regard to the nation-state history had to fulfill a crucial
function as well: In Africa nations did not grow organically as in
Europe, but were built. National independence did not result from
and follow a consciousness of national identity and unity, but ac-
tually preceded it. In the absence of a common language, religion,
and sometimes even "race" --and in any case ethnic group-- the new
nations were calling upon history and the historian to define a
national identity, and to create and mould a national conscious-
ness. As Dike put it:

"I am convinced that history and culture are factors as im-
portant in the construction of a nation as more material con-
siderations, for a nation witEZEt a distinctive history and
culture is without content".

How precisely was history expected to contribute to "nation-buil-
ding"?

First of all it could do so by linking the new leaders to great
and élorious ancestors, in order to give them some legitimacy in the
eyes of the people 15). Secondly, by linking the new states to the
great medieval empires {(Ghana, Mali, Songhay), history could demon-
strate the permanence of the nation--implying that current problems
were only temporary. Past greatness was to be the quarantee of future
greatness, and at the same time a stimulus and a source of inspira-
tion for undertaking energetically the task of national reconstruc-

tion. History was to be "une action de salut public" 16), and the

7)

, .. . 1
basis of civic education .

"L'Afrique a bescin de se souvernir pour agir", said the Guinean

historian I. Kake:

C'est dans 1'histoire nationale que l'on trouve les motifs
pour agir, pour espérer, pour résister. Ainsi l'histoire est
nécessairement ?8§ionale dés lors que la nation est une réa-
lité vivante",
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"Si on n'a pas d'histoire, si on n'a pas de culture nationale, il

0)

sera donc difficile de prévoir avec sérénité l'avenir de nos pays"
wrote the Congolese historian Tchikaya, and, stressing history's
mobilizing function:

"En donnant conscience aux hommes africains de leur passé, et
en consolidant aussi leur sentiment d'unité nationale, ou

d'unité africaine, les historiens africains participent d"BT?
maniére capitale & cette prise de conscience des peuples" .

The reader may have noted the confusion of the national and con-
tinental framework in the definition of history's mobilizing func-
tion. Apparently the existence of strong, stable and unified nation-
states was not regarded as incompatible with African unity; the two
were considered complementary. This point of view recurred time and
again in the various manifestoes 22).
Apart from a gift for rhetorics and an optimistic view of the future
on the part of the African historians, these manifestoes demonstrate
the incorrectness of the view that the 'historians' commitment to
Africa and that to the nation-state followed each other in time,
with 1960 or independence as a watershed 23).

The reader may feel that African historians, in vindicating
the relevance of their discipline, manifested a blind adoration
for the nation-state and the national leaders. Yet most of them
were not ready to make history a handmaiden to nationalism irres-
pective of academic standards and requirements of objectivity. The
Nigerian historian Biobaku professed his concern with academic stan-
dards more than once, but did not regard it as incompatible with
his ccmmitment to the 'demythologisation' of African history:

"...les responsabilités de l'historien africain consistent
a 8tre fidéle & son métier et, par la & le plier a la téche
vitale de libérer le passé africain des préjugés qui se sont
accumulés & travers les &dges (...)

l'historien ne doit jamais se proposer de se préter a la
politique du moment, mais il n'a guére besoin de s'excuser
si le passé africain se révéle en définition plus glorieux
qu'on ne se le figure généralement & tort. (...)

...11 encombe & l'historien d'assurer gque l'image qui s'en
dégage ne soit plus défo§%§e a travers les miroirs d'un
nationalism irréfléchi” '

Maybe Biobaku was unique in his explicit reference to the dangers
of an ideological "nationalist" historiography of Africa. Yet, even

he shared the optimism expressed at the Fourth International Seminar

held in Dakar in 1961, that:
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"...history in Africa, without ceasing to be objective, can
serve the national conscience in seeking to make the past
with itszgylendours but also with its miseries, more widely
known",

Below we will see to what kind, and what quality of historical
work these manifestoes actually gave rise--at least in Nigeria.
Here we are only concerned with the manifestoes themselves--the
declarations of principles, the credos of African historians--and
with the changing concept of the relevance and methodology of Afri-
can history herein expressed.
Even if the first African historians identified themselves and their
work with the new nation and the status quo, this identification
was only temporary. Disillusion with extreme and uncritical natio-
nalism, and the form which independence took, appears to have set
in fairly soon. No one expressed this "end of ideology" more expli-
citly than the Nigerian novelist Wole Soyinka, writing just before
the Nigerian Civil War (1967). Looking back upon the way in which
the writers—- and the same holds true for the historians--had at-
tempted to transform themselves into a small part of the machine
of national reconstruction by undertaking to reveal the greatness
of African culture and history, he lamented their mistake of entrus-
ting the politicians with the running of the country:

"The African writer needs an urgent release from the past. Of
course the past exists... the past exists now, at this moment
it is coexistent in present awareness. It clarifies the pre-
sent and explains the fuggfe, but it is not a fleshpot for
escapist indulgence..."

Disillusion and a more critical and pessimistic view of the
present--even if not necessarily of the future--crept into the camp
of Zfrican historians as well, sowing discord among their ranks:
On the one hand there were those who stuck to their belief in na-
tionalism and to their view of national movements as "real and success-—
ful struggles for independence from the colonialists, in which mass
participation was at all points crucial" 27). On the other hand there
were '"the radical pessimists", for whom "national independence was
an episode in a comedy in which the colonial powers handed over
to their selected and groomed bourgeois successors, and in which
nothing fundamental was changed". 28)
The lack of more explicit public abjurations of faith is not sur-

prising and does not necessarily point at inveterate conservatism

as an inherent feature of the historian's mentality. African historians
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had to tread softly on the dreams and slogans of the naticnal party
politicians, whose favour they had to court in order to have tReir
research schemes financed 9).

Gauging the atmosphere of some Seminars and "Tables Rondes'--as Hop-
kins did 30) ~-one perceiv%s only slight symptoms of change, ini-
tially; for example, when the Congolese historian Tchikaya casual-

ly remarked that national history, while contributing positively

to suppressing regionalism and tribalism, actually served a certain
class in power. 31 Instead of looking for more public moticns of
no-confidence, we will turn to the changing concept of what African
historiography should be, as expressed in the credos of the seven-
ties, when the '"negative" rehabilitating phase of African historio-
graphy had been largely left behind.

If one examines recent papers by K.O. Dike (1973) and Ajayi &
Alagoa (1974), one perceives that the mixture of apology and aggres-—
sion which characterised the early manifestoes has largely disappeared,
even if some of the--by then--stereotyped phrases are still present.
"Today polemics is rapidly yielding place to scholarship", Dike
said 32).

Alagoa and Ajayi began rather traditionally by professing that

history was

"to correct the distortions and to bridge the gap created by

the colonial experience in the African historical tradition"...
"to provide a sense of continuity, and to explain to each p§§§on
and each people where they fit into the scheme of things". .
to explore "the continuity of African history ii?ecially of
black Africans to their present predicament".

Yet, what followed was actually a disavowal of political history with
the aims of legitimation and rehabilitation:

"Although it (i.e. the political history of the pre-indepen-
dence period) enabled the African politician to hold up his
head vis & vis the rest of the world, it did not equip him
with the understanding and sgg;e of values necessary for
reshaping his own society".

In other words, political history, which had proved to be inadequate
to the task of rehabilitation and demystification, was unable to
prepare a 'good' decolonisation, and to provide guidance toc a govern-
ment involved in "national reconstruction". On the basis of their

conclusion that:

"...it is in an emphasis on social and economic history that
African historiography can show the relationship between the
concerns3gf historians and the preoccupations of modern African
states"”
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one may suggest that in their opinion it was social and econ-
omic history that had to provide the naticnal governments with this
understanding and sense of values necessary for reshaping their

society”, which they had mentioned hefore.

Whereas the credo of these two Nigerian historians still re-
quired an effort in close-reading to disentangle the new insights
that had come to join the stereotypes, the Kenyan historian William
M. Ochieng dissociated himself very emphatically and explicitly
from the African historiography of the early sixties. His muckraking
article in the Kenyan Historical Review of 1974 was in many ways
the opposite of the manifestoes of the sixties.

Ochieng followed the standard pattern by opening his argument by
quoting Trevor-Roper's famous, or rather notorious statement that,

"...perhaps, in future, there will be some African history

to teach. But at present there is none, or very little; there
is only the history of Europeans in Africa. The rest is largely
darkness, like the history of the pre-European, pre-Columbian
America. And darkness is not a subject for history". 37)

Unlike his colleagues of the early sixties, Ochieng actually approved
of Trevor-Roper's candour, for which the latter had become "the
butt of innumerable emotional insults by nationalist African his-

torians, who see his standpoint as motivated by purely racial pre-

8)

judice" . According to Ochieng it was these nationalist historians

who deserved criticism:

"Building on the foundations which had been led by Vansina,
Ogot, Davidson, Oliver and Fage the majority of African histo-
rians have largely demonstrated in thought, if not in fact,
that Africa is a dynamic entity, with a glorious past, and a
promising future". 39)

To Ochieng this was a romantic and heroic vision of the past, igno-

ring the central question of African historiography: "How can we
account for Africa's age-long stagnation?" a0
"...to answer this question we must bring to the discussion
a freshness and a detachment of mind which far exceeds our
racial attitudes and standards. For many cf the ideas, concepts
and models which have been so far employed for the analysis
of our past are no longer pertinenﬁ, or useful: it will not,
for example, be enough just to glorify the African past by
lifting shoulder-high a few of her glittering achievements like
the Zimbabwe architecture, the primitive peasant empires of
the Sudan and the Makonde sculptures. These, I will reluctantly
grant, are surpising examples of achievement, but they are
also at the same time mere flashes within a background of utter
stagnation". 41)



Maybe it is true that by contending that "the emperor of Afri-
can historiography had no clothes", Ochieng only meant "to shock
by embracing the unthinkable"”, as T.0. Ranger has suggested 42). Yet,
his complete reversal of the earlier manifestoes, his deprecation
or accusation instead of rehabilitation of the African past is an
indicator of the changes which have taken place in African historio-
graphy since the early sixties.
What kind of history did Ochieng advocate, one would like to know.
First of all it should be a historiography which would account for
Africa's stagnation; its "undercivilisation", i.e. its lag in so-
cial, economic and technical development in comparison with Europe,
for instance; its poverty.

"Compared to the Western World Africa remained largely under-
civilised until the arrival of the Europeans. This undercivilisa-
tion was not caused by geographical factors, by Nature, by

the quality of African intelligence, or merely by expropria-

tion of Africa's economic surpluses by Europe. It was a function
of Africa's technological backwardness, the which backwardness
came about because Africa had plenty of land. There was never,

really, any pressure on land to force man to fall back on technology

to earn a living by alternative means" 43).
It is not our concern to elaborate on the veracity or originality
of this thesis. Here we are mainly interested in its consequences
for Ochieng's concept of African historiography: a historiography
which has an economic and agricultural focus; which is not apolo-
getic or irrealistically selfindulgent; which dces not try to smooth
over Africa's problems and weaknesses, thus giving rise to a false
optimism for the future, and a dangerous passitivity in face of the
present; a historiography which faces reality and looks for expla-
nations (and solutions?) in the socio-economic conditions of Africa's
agricultural population. This was a long way indeed from the optimism
of the early manifestoes, which looked upon (mainly political) his-
tory as a means to justify and glorify a new political order, and
to mobilise the masses in support of it.
The same concern with a social and popular focus of African historib—
graphy as Ochieng advocates-~-though with liess em?hasis on economic
factors--was expressed by other African historians in the late six-
ties and early seventies:
On the other side of the continent Ayandele denounced the imbalance

4
of Nigerian historiography 4), in particular the neglect of the
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internal (precolonial) evolution of African societies in fawour
of the study of African reaction to European action; and the pre-
occupation with the social elite instead of the common people.

In Francophone Africa J. Ki- Zerbo from Upper Volta advocated a
social history 'from below' as well:

"De plus en plus, l'histoire veut embrasser en largeur et en
profondeur le fleuve d'évolution humaine. Elle ne s'intéresse
pas seulement 3 1l'écume superficielle gui ne révéle rien du
débit ni & fortiori du relief sous- jacent". 45)

African historiography should be "une histoire, faite par les peu-
ples ...pour les peuples". 46)
In a comparable way the general meeting of African historians who
are engaged in writing the general history of Africa, sponsored by
UNESCO and announced for 1975, committed itself to a programme of
writing "une analyse introspective du développement de l'Afrique
par les Africains"; and of concentrating upon the evolution of so-
ciety, rather than "events", upon the people not upon the kings 7).
How did these manifestoes and declarations of principle work
out in practice? This will be examined in the fifth chapter of this
thesis, at least for one specific country, Nigeria. Before proceeding
to this case- study of Nigerian historiography we will examine the

second major question of the manifestoes: How should African histo-

riography be written?
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CHAPTER FOUR

The Manifestoes Revisited:

How African History should be written.

It is not accidental that African historians devoted themselves
almost exclusively to the study of Africa‘s past. This was the logical
consequence of the fact that they regarded their historical research
as their contribution to national reconstruction.

Writing African history from an African perspective had obvious
methodological implications: The historian should not only, or mainly,
depend on external, European sources but was to use internal, African
sources as well-both written and unwritten. In view of the relative
scarcity of written sources for African history prior to the era

of colonialism, the African historian was to call upon other (sub-)
disciplines for archaeological, anthropological and linguistic data.
Locking at those (parts of) manifestoes dealing with the methodology
of African history, one cannot excape the conclusion that ‘'once
you've read one, you've read them all', but let us not get ahead

of the argument and turn to an analysis of how African historians

thought they should go about writing African history.

1. The Inter- Disciplinary Approach

They all agreed that the approach to African history should
be inter- disciplinary or multi- disciplinary. The African historian
should bring all kinds of sources--not only written--to the study
of the African past; he should call in the techniques of all kinds
of disciplines to procure sources for retracing this past.
Oral traditions were considered the most important type of un-
written internal sources for the historian of Africa, but of crucial
importance as well--in particular to the establishment of a chrono-
logy of African history--were archaeology and linguistics. Ethnography
or anthropology were expected to illuminate the past by their tech-
niques of studying the present. Art, musicology, geography, ethno-
botanics, ethno- zoology, paleo- botanics and what have you, should

be called in when necessary and possible.
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Usually African historians did not go into details when they dis-
3

i

cussed the indispensability of the inter- disciplinary approach ! .
Even in practice--if I am allowed to anticipate for a moment--the
inter-disciplinary character of the research projects which were ac-
tually set up was rather limited--even if historians did borrow lin-
guistic and archaeological data from experts in these fields, and
even if the collection and interpretation of oral sources--sources

2 . 3
) --required the use

which are "enfermées dans le présent vivant"
of at least some anthropological techniques.
African historians distinguished themselves from their colleagues
active in the field of European or American history mainly by their
use of oral traditions. Therefore, the two major categories of
sources of African history--the written and the oral sources--will
be the subject of the next two sections of this chapter. It should
be kept in mind that these sections intend to be both an inventory

of the sources relevant to African history, and an analysis of the

historians' attitudes towards these sources.

2. The written Sources

a. external written sources:

European written sources relevant to African history have been
available from the late fifteenth century onwards. These were ac-—
counts of travellers visiting--and soon trading in--West Africa:
reports of sailors, 'chefs de comptoir' and missionaries, which were
complemented in the eighteenth century by those of the scientific
expeditions sent out to report on Africa's geography, ethnography
and natural history. From the nineteenth century onwards there was
an increasing amount of ‘'official', i.e. administrative papers,
which made up the bulk of the written socurces available for the
history of Africa in the colonial period.

The specific features of these sources--their tendency to stress
the unusual, the curiosities of the African scene; and their ethno-
centrism--have been amply discussed by others. Let us just note
their limitations:

First, they were 'limited' in the sense that they were written
from a Eurocentric perspective. Furthermore, they were limited in
scope, range and interest: In scope, since they did not go back

further than the late fifteenth century; in range, since up to 1800
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they dealt only with the coastal areas of Africa; in interests,
finally, since they dealt mainly with trade and African systems

of government 3).

African historians--realising that these were the documents that

had been of formative influence upon Europe's false image of Africa--
were very critical of thesé sources and denounced their bias and

racial arrogance. Yet, they all relied heavily upon them for recon-

structing a fragment of the African past.

Another type of external written sources is made up by Arab
documents 4), i.e. documents written by authors belonging to the
Arab world. They cover the period from the eight to the fifteenth
century, when Europe had hardly any contacts with Balck Africa.
They are mainly 'geographical' works, falling into four distinct
categories:

- The science of longitudes and latitudes ('ilm al- atwal wa'l—‘urud),

- The science of the position of countries ('ilm taqw1m al- buldan),

- the science of routes and kingdoms ('ilm al-masalik wa‘l—mamallk), and
- the science of the marvels of countries ('ilm 'aja ib al-buldan) 5).

Their authors-- Ibn Hawgal (988), al—Ma§udi (957)., al-Idrisi (1100-
1164}, Abu'l-Fida (1273-1332), al-'Umari (1340), Ibn Ba;ﬁga (1350),
Tbn Khaldun (1332-1406), Leo Africanus (1492), a.o. 6) —-—were mainly
interested in topics such as the type of government, the nature

of the armed forces, the character and direction of foreign trade,
the boundaries of kingdoms and the extent of Islamisation, and were
by no means less ethnocentric than Europeans reporting on Africa.
Those Arab documents that were known to European scholars during

the colonial period, received fairly much attention--written sour-
ces being the stuff of history, after all. After 1960 the edition,
annotation and publication of Arab documents by Africanists from
Africa as well as from the West received a new impulse. At the

same time systematic attempts were made to discover and collect

Arab documents that were as yet unknown. This is even more vaild

for the next category of written documents: the internal sources
written by Africans mainly in the Arabic language, but also in verna-

cular languages (Haussa, Peul, Swahili, Somali) using the Arabic

script.

b. internal written sources:

A systematic collection of these documents from 1960 onwards
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has brought to light an amazing amount of material written in Ara-
bic. Several centers and institutes have been founded for this pur-
pose (e.g. the Centre of Arabic Documentation at the University
of Ibadan, Nigeria), while most History Departments of Universities
situated in Muslim (parts of) African countries are active in this
field (e.g. the Ahmadu Belio University ih Zaria, Northern Nigeria
and the Islamic Studies Department of the IFAN in Dakar).

The 'internal' written material is of wvarious kinds.
For West Africa it consists of chronicles, such as the Kanc chrcnicle
or the famous TarIkh al-SUdan (History of the Sudan) by al-Sz'di.
Secondly, of the works related to the period of the Fulani jihads,
many of them dealing with religious (Islamic) issues. There is a third
category, that of correspondence, while official documents (land-
grants or grarits of privileges conferred by a ruler upon certain
families) go into a fourth category. Finally there is much poetry

7)

both in the vernacular and in Arabic .

-material written by Africans in an African script.

Apart from Arabic and apart from their own language trans-
cribed in the Arabic script, Africans have used scripts designed
by themselves. In West Africa, for example, theré were the Vai and
Basgsa scripts of Liberia; the Nsibidi of the Nigerian Efik, the
Bamoun script of Njoya (Cameroon). According to Cornevin however,
"elles sont relativement récentes et n'offrent pour l'histcire lo-
cale qu'un intérét trés limité" 8).

-works composed by Africans during the colonial period--bcth in the
vernacular, using the Latin alphabeth, and in French and Engiish--

9)

have been characterised above .

This section has gone far to show, I hope, that African his-
tory can be reconstructed at least to some extent from 'internal'
written sources. Yet, for the African historian who set out to write
this history from an African perspective--particularly when dealing
with the precolonial period--oral sources were indispensable.

These will be the subject of the next section.



39

3. Oral Sources

No wonder African historians did not elaborate on the methods
cf using written sources for historiography, methods which had been
well established in European historiography long before the 1960s.
With regard to oral traditions the case was different. Prior to the
early sixties, the international community of historians had overtly
denied the value and validity of oral traditions as source-material
for history. Initially African historians spent more energy and time
on vindicating the value of cral traditions than on the methodological
question of how to handle (i.e. to collect and interpret) them.

After the publication of Vansina's methodological treatise

of) manifestoes dealing with oral sources became less emphatic.
However, instead of stimulating a discussion of methods, Vansina's
study was considered to have absolved the African historian from this
difficult task 10).

The polemical or apologetic tone of the theorericians of oral
traditions was not only determined by the time of writing, but also
by the place of writing and by the audience the historian was addres-
sing. Once the African historians addressed an African academic
public in African and Africanist periocdicals the need for apologetic
treatises on oral sources became less obvious.

The rather apologetic tone of the historian J. Ki- Zerbo, from Upper
Volta, even as late as 1969 and 1972, may be explained by two fac-
tors: First, he was writing a general "Histoire de Monde ncire”,

and addressing a wide international public. Secondly, as a historian
who graduated before independence, and as one of the 'parisianised’
or frenchified intellectuals he was very close to the Négritude
movement which in a sense represented the ‘negative' rehabkilita-
ting phase of African nationalism. Howbeit, his flowery defense

of "une histoire polysource", in which oral traditions were to
figure most prominently, was a far cry from the practical treatises
of Anglophone historians such as Afigbo,'Alagoa and Asiwaju, who
gave a practical account of their experiences in the field 112=
Ki- Zerbo's argument was much more 'academic’'; making a virtue of
need he contended that there was no need to regret the scarcity
of written sources for African history; for, even if these would

have been more numerous:
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"l'image qui en résulterait serait nécessairement tronquée
car la plupart de ces documents ne proviennent pas des
profondeurs mémes du peuple africain...”

(o02)

"Alors, force nous est de nous rallier par conviction comme
par nécessité & 1l'école historigque la plus moderne, la plus
compréhensive, la plus apte a récupérer tout le passé, celle
des tenants de l'histojire totale". 12)

As we have mentioned above, oral traditions--defined by Vansina as
"oral testimony transmitted verbally from one generation to the

3)

other or more" ~~-were to be the major source of an "histoire

polysource". Ki- Zerbo indentified and denounced three categories

of academic enemies of oral traditions 14). The writing~fetishists
("les fétichistes de 1l'écriture"), the 'chronophiles", and the func-
ticnalists.

As for the writing-fetishists, for whom history was unthinkable

without written sources, they had been defeated long before African
historians appeared on the scene, Ki- Zerbo said, a.o. by the his-
torians grouped around the historical journal of the "Annales";
while Vansina's book "De la Tradition Orale" gave them a final and
fatal blow. With this category African historians had only rear-
guard actions to fight.

The chronophiles, rejcting oral traditions as historical sour-

ces for their lack of historical precision, were more considerable
enemies, since they pointed at the major weakness of oral evidence.
This much was admitted by two Africanists who were actually devoting
much of their time to remedy this weakness, and to find ways to.
convert the relative chronology of oral traditions to the absolute
chronology of literary history: The French historian Y. Person and
the Nigerian E.J. Alagoa 15). Their recognition of the problematic
features of oral traditions--the lack of clear chronological refe-
rences, their "evenemential" nature (i.e. emphasis on events instead
of processes, schools of thought, long-term developments, structures,
etc), their bias for things political--appeared more plausible and
eventually proved more fertile than attempts made by others 16)

to gloss over these problems. |

Again Ki- Zerbo comes to mind. Allegedly, the absence of chronologi-

cal precision was not very regrettable, for:

"l*histoire historisante des dates de batailles, de traités
d'évenements et de chutes de rois ou presidents de la république
est longuement passé" 17). '
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Ki- Zerbo identified a third category of enemies of oral tra-

ditions, that of the "functionalists", who

"prétendent que la tradition est transmise dans un but utili-
taire précis, en vue de remplir une fonction donnée, pour un
group social déterminé (...)

Elle reléve donc tout au plus de 1l'anthropologie culturelle
ou juridique de l'histoire des idées et non de l'histoire des
faits réels". 18). -

Ki- Zerbo referred here to 'colonialist' anthropologists such as

R.H. Lowie. The "new functionalists" within the African camp 19).
however, were far from denying the value of oral traditions or from
dismissing them as "only myths". They set out to analyse the social
and historical context which determined the oral tradition's ultimate
form. They compared the different versions of a tradition--versions
collected from different social groups, or versions collected at
different dates or places--in order to relate the changes of the
tradition to the social ana political history of its custodians.
Instead of denying or glossing over the subjectiQity of oral evidence
—-for example their practical (legitimising, moralising, etc) pur-—
poses--"functionalists" such as Dike and Asiwaju attempted to use

the subjectivity expressed in the different versions as a key to the
(conflicts of the) past. They contended and demonstrated that it

was only by a "functional" or sociological analysis of the different
versions that oral traditions could be forced to yield information on
the history of ideas and on the "real facts". The methodological
implication of this approach was a more systematic collection and
comparison of different versions of oral traditions.

The hfrican historians' attitudes towards oral traditions kept
pace with the evolution of their concept of what African historio-
graphy should be. The trend away from a "Eurocentric" history of
Africa towards one focussing upon the internal evolution of African
societies implied a more intensive and exclusive use of oral sources.
The trend away from political history and consensus history necessi-
tated a more systematic and comprehensive collection of oral tradi-
tions, from the common people as well as from chiefs, kings and other
privileged social and political groups.

Concluding one tends to agree with Ranger, who said--assessing
the results of fifteen yeérs of African historiography--that the me-
thodological discussion on oral traditions had not made any substan-

tial progress since Vansina's "De la Tradition Orale”, and that the



discussion had only recently been reopened 20). Even if this holds
true for the theoretical side of the story, on a practical level
progress has been made.
The field experience of scores of African historians who collected
oral evidence in the decade following independence is indispensable
to the present reopening of the methodological discussion to which
Ranger referred. V

Obviously, the manifestoes about the kind of history one intern-
ded to write were not necessarily identical with the historical works
which were actually written. After all, the manifestoes were more
often than not phrased in rather rhetoric language, and full of
stereotypes; products of the euphoria and optimism that attended

the achievement of independence.

The remaining part of this essay will focus upon the historio-
graphy of the largest West Africa country, Nigeria.
Nigerian historiography--written by Nigerians--can be regarded as
representative of African historiography in general, I feel, iﬁ
the perspective from which it was written, the sources on which
it was based, and in its major themes. Yet, in one respect it is
not representative: its size. Both the number of historical works
published in the period under study, and the number of professional
historians are much larger than those of other Anglophone and Franco-

1)

phone countries of West Africa .
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- Nous avons affaire a4 des masses, parfois stratifiées souvent homogénes,
dont nous ne pouvons retracer l'existence et 1l'évolution qu'en bloc.
L'histoire "non- é&vénementielle” ici est la ré&gle et l'aspect le plus

=

aisé a saisir" (Deschamps, p. 114). '
17. Ki- Zerbo (1969), p. 140.
18. ibid., p. 132.

19. Asiwaju (1976); Niane (1974); Dike (1973); Afigbo (1966).
Essentially this "functionalist" method was none other than Vansina's.

20. Ranger (1976), pp. 18- 9.



21. Nigeria is the most populated country of Africa. Arnold (1977, p. vii)
estimated its population at 7€.7 million at the beginning of 1976.
"Africa South of the Sahara, 1076-77" (1976, p. 635) gives an
estimate of 62.925.000 in 1975.

Nigeria has an area of.350.669 square miles, 10 Universities and
3 University Colleges.
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General Introduction to Part Two

Before we proceed to the actual discussion of Nigerian historio-
graphy from 1955 to the early seventies, a few words need to be said
about the way in which thiéwsurvey has been set up.

In this essay Nigerian historical studies have been classified accor-

ding to the period with which they dealt. Four categories--to be

discussed in four chapters--have thus been distinguished:

Chapter Five: The historical studies dealing with the late precolonial

past, the period of the European.conquest of Africa (1850-1900).
Chapter Six: Historical studies dealing with the early pre- colonial past,

the period prior to the European presence, or at least to

the European dominance (1500-1850).

Chapter Seven:The historiography of Nigeria's colonial past up to 1945.

Chapter Eight:Historical studies of the period after 1945 (1945-+ 1973).

Within these categories a thematic approach has been followed in

discussing the major works of Nigerian historiography individually.
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CHAPTER FIVE

Nigerian Academic Historians and the Late Pre- Colonial Past: 1850-1900.

-african reaction to europeaﬁ action: the continuity of history restcred-

Introduction

The first Nigerian professional historians, who obtained their
Ph. D. degrees before or shortly after independence, were without
exception British-trained. S.0. Biobaku, K.O. Dike, and J.F.A. Ajayi
all took their doctor's degrees before 1960, the year of Nigeria's
independence. J.C. Anene, T.N. Tamuno, J.A. Akinjogbin and E.A.
Ayandele all obtained their British Ph. D. degrees between 1960
and 1965.
Without denying the particularity of the work of each historian; it
is possible, I believe, to distinguish some common features in these
specimens of early Nigerian historiography. After all, the historians
were not only trained in the same (British) tradition of research,
but also shared a common commitment to the--almost or recently-—in-
dependent nation.
The first striking aspect was the fact that the first academic his-

torians all dealt with roughly the same period of time, namely, with the

transitional period from European 'informal' to 'formal' empire,

in which Africa's political independence was lost. It is not acci-
dental that this period received so much attention: There was the
practical guestion of sources, first of all: There was not only

an abundance of untapped archival sources for this period, both in
Britain and in Nigeria itself, this period was also still very much
alive in the oral traditions of Nigeria's different ethnic groups,
since many of those who had actually lived through the colonial
period and had been eye- witnesses of its events, were still alive.
This factor in itself is not sufficient to account for the preoccu-
pation with the period of European occupation. After all, the colo-

nial period, for which archival sources were equally abundant and oral
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traditions as vividly remembered, was neglected in this early phase

of Nigerian historiography. In combination with the historians' cb-
session with the search for origins and their stated purpose of re-
storing the continuity of African history (see pp. 24ff), the abun-
dance of sources clearly favoured the study of this late pre- colonial
period. It was this period "that the colonial power, which was moving
out at the time of writing, had become rooted in Nigeria scil; that
the independence, which was regained at the time of writing had been
lost. It was in this period that the resistance to European interfe-
rence, which bore fruit at the time of writing, had originated; that
the roots of the nationalism which triumphed in 1960 were to be found.
It was with this period, which witnessed the last independent "Nigerian®
states, that the new nation-state had to link up, in order tc refind
its identity, authenticity and inspiration for the future.

It was the study of this period, finally, that could disprove the

myths of African passivity and primitiveness.

The choice of period was not the only feature the first Nigerian

historians had in common. Secondly, they all wrote 'Nigerian' history,
that is to say, all studied one particular ethnic group or area--more
often than not the historian's own ethnic group or native region--
forming part, of the modern Nigerian state 11. Although it may not

be evident from the titles, all studies dealt with Southern Nigeria,
particularly with South Nigeria's largest ethnic groups the Ibo and
the Yoruba. This neglect of e.g. Northern Nigerian history was not

typical of early Nigerian historiography only, it should be noted,

for this imbalance was not to be remedied until the early seventies.

There was a third common feature of the early historiography:
the sources on which it was based. European written sources--the
metropolitan archival material of the Foreign and Colonial Offices,
and the missionary records--formed the mainstay of the works. But
these were counterbalanced by the local archives (both in the former
colonial capital and in the divisional and district capitals); by
local, private papers, mainly family papers in the possession of
descendants of 'eminent nineteenth-century Nigerians'; by 'local
histories', written by 'local', or 'spontaneous' historians (men-

tioned on pp. 9-10), who were described by K.0O. Dike as follows:
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real sense. The lag in educational development of Northern Nigeria--
part of its colonial heritage--was responsible for the absence of
Northern Nigerian equivalents of British-trained ‘picneer’ his-
torians such as K.O. Dike, S.0. Biokabu and J.F.A. Ajayi. It was
responsible as well for the absence of universities in the North

at a time when the Southern universities yielded a yearly crop of
historians who had by then devoted two or three years of intensive
research to one particular area or ethnic group--usually the author's
own ethnic group, since this facilitated the collection of oral

evidence--of Southern Nigeria.

One vexed question still remains to be answered before we turn to
the analysis of the individual historical studies: Must the historical
studies in question be regarded as ideological or nationalist his-
tory?

The answer cannot but be premature in this early stage of our
survey. But on the basis of what has been said so far, one cannot
say that there was question of cne-sidedness or nationalist bias
as far as sources and tone are concerned. The absence of a nationa-
list bias was manifest as well in the geographical framework of the
historical studies in question, for none took the Nigerian nation-
state as the —-necessarily anachronistic--framework of studies of
the nineteenth century past. On the contrary, the historians have
been sharply criticised for limiting their studies to a region or
athnic group: Their approach was denounced as "a tribal approach"
and one making for disunity instead of unity'6).

On the other hand the tenor of this early historiography was natio-
nalistic in this sense that it betrayed a preoccupation with the
nation-state, and with making historiography relevant to the new
nation. |

The bias for things political, the overemphasis on the transitional
period in which African independence was lost, and the obsession
with continuity were unmistakably imbalances ingpired by and resul-
ting from the historians' 'nationalist' concern to make the past
usable in the present.

The main purpose of this essay is not to trace nationalist biases
or misinterpretations of Nigerian historiography, thus contributing
to the belief that "an Africanist is a specialist whom we employ

7 .
to get the better of Africans” ). In comparing the focus, themes,
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sources, space-scope, time-scope and tone of Nigerian historiography.,

I have attempted to reveal their common features. In order to demon-
strate that these common features were not accidental, I have attemp-
ted to relate them to the historians and the environment in which

they wrote.

Common themes:

5.1: African Reaction to European Action: Resistance to imperial contrcl, in

a): Southern Nigeria: The First Nigerian Academic Historians and

the History of Southern Nigeria.

K.O. Dike's Trade and Politics in the Niger Delta, 1830-1885

- an introduction to the economic and political history>of Nigeria”
was the first book written by a Nigerian professional historian

to be published 8). It dealt with the transitional period (1830-1885)
in which Britain changed its African policy from non-intervention

to active interference in the states of the Niger Delta (part of
modern Southern Nigeria). Because of the rather limited use of oral
evidence apart from metropolitan and local archival sources and
private papers, it was typically an early work. But even if the
sources on which it was based were conventional at the time of its
publication, the book's focus was revolutionary. This focus was
African, centering upon African reactions to European activities.
British merchants and consuls still figured prominently in the pages
of the book, but the principal actors were the rulers of the coastal
city-states, both the traditional ruling elite and the 'nouveau
riches"'.

Three main themes can be distinguished:

1. First of all there was a critical analysis of the reasons
and motives of British encroachment and the means by which it
achieved. This was the British side of the story: Although recogni-
zing non- economic factors such as human}tarianism, missionary zeal,
love of adventure, etc., Dike regarded Britain's changing econcmic
needs as the determining factor for the drive into the interior.
Thus he explained the transitidn from a predominantly slave-trading

economy to one based on the trade in raw materials of the West African
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forest from the fact that in Britain:

"...the new industrial order demanded above all markets and
raw material for the rising output of British factories™ 9).

2. The impact of British presence and penetration inland upon
the Delta states, and the reactions of the African "merchant- princes”
to this penetration formed the second theme, representing the African
side of the story. According to Dike:

"British prohibition of the slave-trade-—the economic mainstay
of the coastal principalities--soon brought corresponding
changes on the social and political planes" 10).

Since Britain now aimed at partnership with the hinterland Africans,
the coastal middlemen had to be removed. This was a revolutionary
change, since for 400 years (1481-1807) the Europeans had been con-
fined to the coast, allegedly owing to African attitudes to land

and the opposition of the coastal chiefs who had excluded them from the
hinterland. With the abolition of the slave-trade, which became

effective in the 1850s,

"the 400 years old political systems built on the slave trade
generally declined and by the 1880's collapsed" 11).

The coastal merchant-princes--even if eventually unsuccessful--gal-
lantly resisted this abandonment of the old abstentionist policy

in favour of the new policy of penetration. These resisters, men
such as Dappa Pebble and Jaja of Opobo, whose resistance was finally
broken by "gunboat diplomacy", figured prominently in Dike's book.
This time they were not described from the perspective of British
(contemporary) observers, who had considered African resisters as
enemies of progress and civilisation, but from the African point

of view, criticising the violent means and destructive results of
British penetration.

3. Throughout his book Dike praised the sophistication of the
coastal city-states; their efficient organisation of trade through
market-laws and the House-system 12), the adaptability and suita-
bility of their strong and despotic governments to the semi-military
society of the time 13)" This was the third theme of the book.

There can be no doubt as to where Dike's‘sympathies lay, but in
spite of his critical attitude towards the British, his tone was

not overtly hostile. One of his most direct criticism was phrased

as follows:
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"It is a matter for reflection that little of permanent value
came to West Africa from the 400 years of trade with the Em-
pire" 14).

This certainly was a very polite way of accusing Britain of 400
yvears of cheating. This restrained tone was quite typical of early

Nigerian historiography.

Let us now turn to a small book which appeared in 1960 and was

called "Eminent Nigerians of the Nineteenth Century - a series of

studies originally broadcast by the Nigerian Broadcasting Corporation.
Seven of the eleven sketches of "Eminent Nigerians in the Nineteenth
Century" were written by eminent twentieth century Nigerian historians,
a.o. K.O. Dike and S.O.Biobaku. As a 'popular' historical work this
book is actually beyond the scope of this essay. Yet, a look at

some of the criteria for nineteenth century eminence as formulated
by historians of the 1960s may prove very illuminating.

The sketches of "Eminent Nigerians" were side-products of more ela-
borate historical works, and as such they can be regarded as indi-
cators of a much larger body of historical studies. As in the major
studies of the authors of "Eminent Nigerians", the period under
study was the nineteenth century, which presented "an interesting
contrast to our own times" 15) as Dike put it, since it witnessed
the loss of indépendence which was regained in 1960.

As in the major studies, the book's central theme was the familiar
one of African reactions to European intrusion. This was the theme
of all but two chapters of the book, namely those on "Utman dan
Fodic and el-Kanemi, both architects of large pre- colonial poli-
tical units in the West African Sudanic belt.

The resisters, e.g. Oba Overami of Benin, Nana the Itsekiri chief
and Jaja of Opobo, occupied the scene in some chapters, whereas the
cooperators--both from among the educated 'missionary’ elite (here
represented by S.A. Crowther, the first African bishop) and from
among the local ruling elite--featured in other chapters. While

the myths of African passivity and of the primitiveness of its
political systems could be disproved by the story of primary resis-
tance--e.g. by referring to Nana's well organised trading empire--
the story of 'collaboration' could serve to show the formative in-

fluence of African internal factors upon the actual course of
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of events in Southern Nigeria. That a positive or negative reaction
to European interference was dictated more often than not by qgues-
tions of internal political rivalry was illustrated by the case

of King William Dappa Pebble, who called in the British to get rid
of the usurper of his throne.

What criteria were applied in selecting nineteenth century
Nigerians for this honorific title "eminent"? What did it require
to qualify as "eminent"? The necessary qualifications were not ex-
plicit, but some close reading yields the following: First of all,
"eminence" required strong moral fibre. El-Kanemi e.g. was said
to have been:

"A brave man, a wise man, a good man--such was el-Kanemi--
a paragon, one may feel, of a ruler" 16).

Secondly, one could qualify as "eminent" on the basis of a traditional
or newly acquired high social position; that is to say, royal blood

or political or commercial achievement. Nana the Itsekiri chief,

for example, was considered "eminent" because of his wealth, his
power, and his brilliant initiative in organising his trading empire.
A third way of qualifying for the honorific title "eminent" was

the sheer possession of power. This accounts for the inclusion of
Umaru and Ibrahim Nagwamatse in the book. who:

"where neither good nor wise; they were both soldiers of for-

tune, men who (...) loved fighting and rejoiced especially

in that meanest and cruellest of all forms of warfare--slave

raiding" 17).

Fortunately, 6éne of them at least had the advantage of having resis-
ted European penetration.

This brings us to a fourth and final way in which a nineteenth cen-
tury Nigerian could qualify as "eminent", namely, by active resis-
tance against European encroachment. More than half of the "Eminent
Nigerians" featuring in the book were resisters:

Dike described Pebble as a man "of very independent turn of
mind", "who resented British encroachment" 18), and was "Britain's
greatest head-ache in the Bight of Biafra", "the last truly indepen-
dent king of Bonny" 19). J.C. Anene described Jaja as a man who used
his talents "in the defense of his commercial interests against

0)

2 .
European encroachment" . Biobaku called Kosoko of Lagos "a prince,

warrior and consummate trader" and "a handsome and refined dealer
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in the slave trade", who "put up a gallant defense" against the
British gunboats 21).

Were these "Eminent Nigerians" indeed eminent in the eyes
of their nineteenth century contemporaries? Or were they only emi-
nent in the eyes of twentieth century Nigerian historians, as E.A.
Ayandele argued when he criticised the book nine years later 7.
We have seen that the authors aplied at least four criteria for
"eminence", of which anti-European resistance was only one. Yet,
they set great store by this resistance, ignoring the fact that this
resistance was not ipso facto evaluated positively by West African
contemporaries. In this sense the authors were indeed reading the
present back into the past. The same danger of writing anachronis-
tic history was imminent in their concern to demonstrate the conti-
nuity netween nineteenth century "Eminent Nigerians" and twentieth

3)

. . 2 . . .
century Nigerians , not so much in order to illuminate the past

but to serve present needs.

Highlighting African reactions to European control was not
the prerogative of the first, London- trained Nigerian historians.
The same theme was central to a study by O. Ikime, who obtained

his Ph. D. in Ibadan in 1965. His book was entitled "Merchant Prince

of the Niger Delta - the rise and fall of Nana Olomu, last gover-

nor of the Benin River". It was published in 1968 and was apparently
written for a wider public than academic circles only. Both because
of the genre to which it belonged (biography) and because of its
subject (a resistance fighter) it was very suitable to popularise
knowledge of Nigeria's past.

Although Ikime was writing later in time, the similarities
between his study and earlier ones such as K.O. Dike's book and
"Eminent Nigerians" were striking. The main difference was Ikime's
explicitness.

This was manifest in his criticism of British interference in
Southern Nigeria; criticism that was much more outspoken than that
of K.O. Dike for example, whose study can be regarded as a classic
example of careful, cautious and polite scholarship.

Secondly, while the authors of "Eminent Nigerians" had pointed at

parallels and contrasts between the nineteenth century and the period



following independence, Ikime argued the existence of a direct con-
tinuity:
"It is now generally recognised that the beginnings of nationa-
list struggles in Africa date back tc the ninetesnth century
when various African leaders spearheaded the resistance movement
against European economic exploitation and political domination® 24).
Again, Ikime defined the importance of the principal character
of his study--Nana Olomu, ruler and trader of the Itsekir:i, who
resisted British interference--explicitly in terms of Nigexian na-
tionalism. While T.N. Tamuno, another Nigerian historian, refused
to bestow the honorific title of "African nationalist" on Nana

in view of the sectarian and selfish nature of Nana's resistance

and the fact that he did not even command the support and sympathy

25) . .
of all Itsekiris *, Ikime, insisted on doing so. After ail,

no

nationalism is ever completely divorced from this kind of self-

26)

interest"” , he argued apclogetically. Since Nana was head of

faa
o
[B]

Itsekiri people, Ikime said, his resistance to imperial control
7).

was "in a sense 'national' in the Itsekiri context" R

"in the final analysis the fact remains that what Nana and
others like him stood for on a limited plane in the late
nineteenth century was in essence what nationalists in the
period after 1914 were to fight for on a larger plane, the
freedom of alien control" 28).

It is tempting to dismiss this debate on whether the 'primary' re-
sisters were African nationalists or not as a question of terminology
only, which in a sense it was. Yet, this debate is significant be-
cause it reveals that Ikime was again very much concerned with tra-
cing the roots of modern nationalism, and with restoring the conti-
nuity between the pre- coleonial past and the post- colonial present,

thereby rehabilitating the past and legitimising the present.

5.1: African Reaction to Eurcpean Acticn: Resistance to imperial control,

b): Northern Nigeria and the West African Sudanic Belt:

Studies of Northern Nigerian reactions to European advance
appeared relatively late, as we have seen above (pp. 47-8). R.A.

Adeleye's study "Power and Diplomacy in Northern Nigeria, 1804-1900

- the Sokoto Caliphate and its enemies" was published in 1971 in
the the Ibadan History Series. Adeleye defined the central theme

of the book thus:

"The main emphasis is on how and why the Caliphate met the
European challenge the way it did" 29).

in
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The book consisted of three parts. In the first part (Chapters 1-4)
Adeleye described the internal structure of the Caliphate, parti-
cularly its elements of stability and instability and the specific
nature of its unity: The Caliphate of Sokoto consisted of emirates
which all had a high degree of autonomy in their day-to-day affairs,
especially defence. They were all "microcosms of the Sokoto model",
Adeleye argued, and their 'localism' or provincialism--though a
barrier to effective centralisation--was not contradictory to unity
and not a sign of internal disintegration or decline. Its failure
to survive as an independent political entity was in the last resort
due to the Europeans:

"_.. Superimposed (...) upon the problem of defense against

its traditional enemies, which the Caliphate could cope with,
albeit with considerable inconvenience, was this new and big-

ger problem of infiltration and encirclement by foreign enemies--
the agents of European imperial expansion" 30).

The second and third part of the book (called resp. "Relations with

Europeans during the Scramble Era" and "The British Overthrow of the
Sokoto Caliphate") focussed upon the question why the different
emirates did not take concerted action in resisting the Europeans.
Sokoto fell rather easily, Adeleye had to admit. Yet, he strongly
rejected:

"the tempting conclusion (...) that African armies which fell
easily to such European-led forces did so because of lack of
determination to resist the European onslaught" 31)

What then was the real reason why the emirates did not combine in
the face of the European threat?

Adeleye put forward a number of reasons, such as the specific nature
of the unity of the Sultanate, explained in the book's first part;
the fact that there had never been a general threat to the Caliphate
as a whole prior to 1800; the impression that the Caliphate was
encircled by hostile forces (by the French as well as the British);
and, finally, British policy of piecemeal occupation and tactics

of isolating the emirates from one another.

Adeleye's analysis was quite detailed anq convincing, Yet, its tone
was unmistakably apologetic. His attempts to rehabilitate the Sokoto
Caliphate--its political virility in spite of its decentralised
structure, and its determination to resist the European onslaught,

in spite of the ease with which it fell--remind one of the way in
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which the first Nigerxian historians vindicated the scphistication
and love of liberty of the Southern Nigerian coastal states.

The question of resistance to Eurcpean control was foremost
on Adeleye's mind: Not only did he vindicate Sokotc's determination
to resist in spite of its rapid surrender, he even devoted the
third part of his book to démonstrate the existence of widespread
hostility to European rule in spite of apparent submission and
loyalty to the British. This hostility, Adeleye argued, was koth
overt and underground; it existed both before and after the loss
of sovereignty, and it existed both among the Emirs--some of whom
rose into open revolt 32) -—-and among the ordinary population. It
was particularly this popular resentment at British conquest and the
typically Islamic way in which it found expression, that were central
to the third part of the book. This resentment found expression
both in the rise of Mahdist movements, i.e. millenarian movements
which called all Muslims to its banner to recreate the Islamic Com-
munity of the Prophet's time, and in mass emigration of Muslims
who refused to live under infidel rule.

This mass emigration, as Adeleye put it, "must be seen as, at least
in part, a registration of protest against the British conguest"” 3).
It demonstrated "that there was enough popular resentment at British
conguest on which to base popular anti- British risings” 34), kad it
not been driven underground by the presence of British trcops.

The purport of the book cannot be misunderstood: Even if Sokotec
was defeated, it did not submit passively or willingly to the European
aggressors. As Adeleye showed, there was active or passive resis-
tance on all levels. Secondly, even if the specific nature of the
unity of the Caliphate was instrumental in bringing about its col-
lapse and its subsequent failure to face the new situation resulting
from European aggression, it had been adeguate to the reguirements
of the pre- colonial West African environment.

If Adeleye's study of the Sokotc Caliphate could be called "Northern
Nigerian" history (since the area under study roughly coincided with
Nigeria's Norhtern Region as it took shape in the colonial period),

other studies from his hand covered the West African Sudanic belt

in general.

Adeleye's colleague in this field was B.C. Oloruntimehin, author
4

of "The Segu- Tukolor Empire, 1848- 1893" (which was published in




59

Ao R Y S 4 V
R “a : i oty PO \ i i
ST T aurdin Koo gt T g 5 \ \
‘\\&\ - - orvmdut\r -L:udu - h)&d-u MBS e Gazawa a \ -; [ Creat:
Q> Kware, (.wuiwn Ik aPamkamd = s ~ wwd g -
5oy P85 Dncen B o kagma T8 p e o N e ~
Ry SOKO10 ‘ \./mnul‘\ DAURA 2 G { AT A 8 N {
Arqu |n(m/ *Sitawa K N 14 ‘ umet .~ _(sGorgoram / O <
GWAND'I Tista e aurg Nanoda - Kal‘.\u!a [ " r
"9 Bnnm Kebhis ' _ B NMatua \-‘;c;," e Y WADE I}’ KAH\GU.M v U
Gugne Agha """"‘.‘: e A KANO NSESS A A""‘" 4 /! , Maggu
. e M
T h\n.niiom x (W lemae !
B ” T N R PUCIN7 N . "'A'/me ( ettarnam
n.:m ) [‘ ZAgtA (‘m:in i N|’;|/|| ) N . ' . P - T
Bumin Gwans { |,n\AuE ANA g o Duics /A_{',/ Madagals Vo
JeBiin Yaun p . . f)uk-(\o N 7 P - ~) A : !
N . ) . ity . )
5 o ONTAGOMA .bﬁ(njum‘ on. o RAU ML S «Mubi | ‘
= ;) B A e ) . :
O Russa [ R \ ~ I S : “{Shelten ! :
o s . LTI o Tulae * 5009 . .
o , , / « Kuta \ . * Numan ] Gaolaimiba : i
K ; Z Jarui !
o i gi, Jema g, - MRl A i
\ R..whﬂ '(‘\{ L Abujr ( Wase 8 YOLA 4(;“1-:' i
o '.' SN SIBINA WA uba. * I3 i
Old Oyn! , @ A I
\o Lafeaq @ \\t~ e KA:Ni - w-(; :
\ Patoan 1 alia Q 7 AN
» \- IlOR!N Nasatawa e . lhn/.-/' - / ‘\' ;
- . A .- \ . .
R . Lok o) 2277 &\ @ BAKUNDI ) ;
U Al e _- A RN . / ;
» i ) \ ) .
LEGEND A\ + \\* . ( /Nqa’undme ,_I
B \ N, K
) FAPITAL TOWNS OF MAJDR EMIRATES ! & =D ~a ) -
| o ~ i Tigati _ .~
_______ FRONTIERS S 9 A . Banyo Pt
- 3 -
V29 40 MILES ~ R :
[N S— H
The Sokoto Caliphate: external frontiers
from R.A. Adeleye (1971), "Power and Diplomacy
in Northern Nigeria 1804-1900; the Sokoto
Caliphate and its enemies", p. 67
. . .\“ o
L] ., N e
. \ . Lot .
1 AN N . - N
i 3 ./ e
U : R e 3
Arguin Vi ' N i \‘~--’.'"’ H
islend™y MAURITANIA ./ H i H }
et ’ ! \ \
Ponendick TRARZA _- ‘S*P‘ :5 ~ Timbuktu \’ ‘,' N ' G E R ,,"
g S .
Boghé - GQ ‘, Moph Doyentza ! o !
Bisedi A ettt " e oBandiagaraly .-~ - 4
Richard L‘ol'|' \d N'hdﬂuahl/ﬂ‘] _h i /_,-~s~.; ~~ - T
Sti J o okoto, a7 Te=eT \
enne o Do J“ i)Y llllnnmum S
Portuda <& -’,." N A Y\ eGummi *Kano
/. ~---T -
ol il v LA uppER vouTa ¥ / E R 1 Af
3 }
Istand Pl s.i( s
. % ass . . //_,\:‘\\
" A Al ] . -~ AN
lu Llngu"uymm Tlm N .| y AN
P" Kankan RBE i
i u f'g"f“ —

(ey

Areas affected by events
Jull connected with the Empire

. = .= Approximate boundary

of Empue \

Contemporary states in the area of the former Tukulor Empire

from B.O. Oloruntimehin (1972), "The Segu - Tukulor Empire p. 319.



60

1972) and many articles published in journals such as the Journal
of the Historical Society of Nigeria (JHSN)}, Odu, African Notes,
Cahiers d'Etudes Africaines, and others. As an Anglcphone historian
who knows French and who has devoted most of his research to the
stucdy of African reaction to the imposition of French instead of
British rule, Oloruntimehin is quite unique. Yet in other aspects--
such as theme and commitment--his work shows many similarities with
the studies discussed so far. Adeleye and Oloruntimehin not only
studied the same area and the same period, but also concentrated
upon the same kind of historical problems. This is evident when

one compares Oloruntimehin's article "Anti-French Coalition of Afri-

]
can States and Groups in Western Sudan, 1889-1893" 36)

with Adeleye's
study discussed above: While Adeleye tried to account for the ab-
sence of concerted action against the Europeans in the Sockotc Cali-
phate of the 1880s, Oloruntimehin described how elsewhere in the
Western Sudan Africans did manage to make a large-scale cooperative

effort at repelling Eurpean imperialism.

Oloruntimehin's major study "The Segu- Tukolor Empire, 1848- 1893"

(1972) demonstrated a similar concern with a nineteenth century

West African experiment in political and sccial integration. This
study, based upon the Ph. D. thesis Oloruntimehin submitted to the
University of Ibadan in 1966, was essentially a political history
dealing with the period leading up to (and including) the French
conguest of West Africa. It described the process by which the Tukolor--
an ethnic group which played an important part in the history of
Muglim West Africa--created their empire through a protracted revo-
lution that lasted from 1852 to 1864. Much attention was paid to

the problems involved in ruling the emerging empire, particularly

the resistance of the conguered non- Tukolor ethnic groubs and polit-
ical units, and the rivalries within the ruling group. Finally
Oloruntimehin analysed the Empire‘s fatal 'problem': advancing French
imperialism, which eventually led to its collapse in 1883.

Although Oloruntimehin wrote several articles about French imperial
diplomacy and African reactions to it 37), in this study French
imperialism (which took up only 2-2% chapters of the book) was not his

major concern, nor African resistance per se. Central to the book was
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the question why the Tukolor experiment in empire-building had
failed. Oloruntimehin's conclusion at the end of his ninth chapter
was this:

"Thus its ruinous internal conflicts and the superior weapons
of its enemies (i.e. the French) brought about the fall of
the Tukolor empire" 38).

Oloruntimehin admitted the grave consequences of the internal ten-
sions of the Empire. Yet, he regarded "the fact that it existed

in the period of, and struggled continually against, the high tide
of European imperialism" as decisive:

"... it should not be surprising that the Tukolor experiment
in large-scale political and social integration did not last
longer than it did. The Tukolor needed more time than they
had to consolidate the achievement of their revolution by
building a coherent and strong state" 39).

Apart from the two causes mentioned above, the tenth and final chap-
ter introduced a third explanatory factor for the Empire's collapse,
namely the nature of the experiment itself. The basic assumption
underlying the Segu- Tukolor experiment--that Islam could be the
basis for empirebuilding--was, according to Oloruntimehin, false;
no ideology could ever bring about large-scale political integra-
tion in the absence of a coherent political and social infra-struc-
ture 40). While up to the tenth chapter Oloruntimehin's book was
comparable to Adeleye's study of the Sokoto Caliphate--highlighting
African resistance and vindicating the viability of a precolonial
West African political unit--the overt rejection of the Tukolor
experiment as irrealistic and not feasible at that time and place,
gave the book an unexpected turn.

Oloruntimehin made the same point in an article published in
Odu which dealt with the same subject of the anti-French coalition
of different groups and states of West Africa, including the Tukolor
Empire:

"A coalition, or united front, can achieve its objectives only
if it is based on a solid infra-structure of identity, and
integration of economic and political goals, as well as a
technological development of the people involved" 41).

Here the implication was that hostility to a common enemy in itself
was not a sufficient basis for creating and maintaining a solid
coalition or integrated unit.

Why was Oloruntimehin so explicit and emphatic in rejecting ideology--
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religion, hostility to a common cn.ay oY, one might add, nationaiism--
as a sufficient basis for achieving large-scale economic and polit-
ical integration? Why daid he give so much stress to the economic,
political and even technological infrastructure as the factor deter-
mining the failure or success of such a unity or coalition?

In view of the fact that both the article and the preface of
the book dated from 1970--which witnessed the end of the Nigerian
Civil War-- the rash historiographer might be tempted tc relate
this preoccupation with the causes of collapse of lavrge political
entities or coalitions, as well as with the conditions for their
success, to the experience of the Nigerian Civil War which came
very close to shattering the integrity of the Nigerian state, However,
this interpretation is not born out by the facts. In an article
entitled "The Anti- French Coalition of African States and Groups
in the Western Sudan" Oloruntimehin indeed related the past to the
presciit, but he did not refer to the sad present of a country just
emerging from civil war:

"In its objective of fighting against imperialism the coalition
can be regarded as a nineteenth century precursor of the present-
day attempts of African states to unite in order to fight and
achieve a decolonisation of the continent™ 42).

Apparently he referred to the present task of achieving true decolc-
nisation of the African continent through the formation of a strong
and solid coalition of African states; a coalition which could only
succeed--as the nineteenth century experiment analysed in Oloruntimehin's
work demonstrated-— "with co-ordinated educational, econcmic and tech-
nological developments which must prcceed concurrently with political
integration” 43).

Oloruntimehin's work was not (yet) concerned with present failure,

but with a hopeful future. In revealing the continuity of history

it could provide a source ui iuspiration te the present: Oloruntimehin
saw a continuity of effort at achieving African unity, which failed

in the past, but could be crowned with succes in the present.

. . . - .. 44
His work indeed still belonged to "the moment of optimism" ).
5.2: African Reaction to European Action: Cooperation
- The missionary factor and the ruovis of medern Nigerian nationalism

11 sowe nineteenth-century .. T LS LY VU G P S § 1)
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by resisting, others cooperated. And if resistance to Eurcpean con-
trol was a popular theme of early Nigerian historiography, cocpe-
ration --particularly cooperation with those "pathfinders of imperia-
lism", the missionaries--became at least as popular.

Saburi O. Biobaku's book "The Egba and their Neighbours, 1842-1872"

was the second book to be published by a Nigerian professional his-

torian. It was published in 1957, and was a revised version of Biobaku's

Ph. D. thesis which had been submitted to the University of London
as early as 1951. The book dealt with:

"...the external relations of the Egba state from the time
when the first missionary arrived at Abeokuta to the departure
of Commander Glover from Lagos" 45),

that is to say with the
period of European presence on the West African coast up to (but not
including) the era of direct British interference.
Was this study of the Egba and their neighbours a study of African
reaction to European action? This it was, even if it was not evident
from the title; for the Egba's neighbours included the Ijebu, Ibadan,
Dahomey and... Lagos which was occupied by the British in 1851.
The first part of the book described the early history of the Egba
until their migration to Abeokuta. The remaining part was, as Biobaku
himself put it:

"...essentially a study of the reactions of indigenous peoples
to outside events: the impact of the Atlantic slave trade;

the return of kinsmen once carried away in slavery; the advent
of missionary enterprise; the installation of official British
influence and, later, power at Lagos; and the gropings towards
the expansion of trade into the interior" 46).

As in the other works of early Nigerian historiogfaphy the effects
of the European presence and African reactions to it was central

to the book. Who were the Europeans present in Lagos and Yorubaland
in the period 1842-1893? And who were the Africans whose reactions
were under study here?

These Europeans were of course the British. They were represented
first of all by the missionaries, who arrived in Abeokuta in the
1840s. To them the Egba town of Abeokuta‘became "the Sunrise in the
Tropics" 47), the hopeful centre from where commerce and Christian
civilisation would radiate into "the dark but fertile interior".

In the second place Lhe British were represented by the Consul in

Lagos, whercas the British merchants did not filgure as an independent



64

factor in Biobaku's book. As for the opposing party, the book was
concerned mainly with the Egba and with Egba reaction, which was
generally one of cooperation with the Europeans, in particular with
the missionaries. These, regarding the Egba as the spear-head of
civilising activities in Yorubaland, even saved it from annihilation
by its attacking Dahomean néighbour through obtaining Bitish military
support for the Egba. Abeokuta's expansionist policy after 1854 was,
therefore, strongly supported by the missionaries. The British ad-
ministration in Lagos, however, favoured the diffusion of British
influence throughout the area--and not only in Abeokuta--and was
inclined to take trade necessities as its guide. Hence a clash of
interests between Consul and missionaries, between Lagos and the
Egba became inevitable.

It must be obvious that the relations between the British missio-
naries and Consuls figured prominently in the book. Yet, focussing
upon the Egba, Biobaku was writing from an African perspective. A
very specific perspective, one must admit, for the traditional. (Egba)
ruling elite, which often opposed the missionaries and their con-
verts (often immigrants from Sierra Leone or ex-captives and liberated
slaves) received hardly any attention; nor did the Muslims and other
opponents of Christianity. Biobaku did not only give undue attention
to the "missionary party" among the Egba and the Yoruba in general,
but even identified himself with their cause, for he regretted the
death of Consul Foote,

"...who agreed with the missionaries that the Egba should be
the spearhead of civilizing activities and that they should
be strenghtened in order to become the instrument of British
policy in the area" 48),

and his replacement by a Consul who

had no pro- Egba sympathies: "Unfortunately Foote died... 49). (italics

mine) . Indeed the African side of Biobaku's story was the side of

the Christian or missionary elite only.

The missionary factor and its product, the educated African elite
formed one of the major themes of early Nigerian historiography,

as will become evident from the discussion of the studiecs of J.F.A.
Ajayi and E.A. Ayandele below. This tendency to overemphasize the

importance of this elite came under violent attack in 1969, when
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impact on modern Nigeria in 1966--sharply criticised the fact that:

"...historical writing on Nigerian has focussed its attention
on the largely unaccepted Christian religion paraded by the
parvenu aristocracy; on their aversion to the all-essential
institution of slavery; on their ill-digested, alien-orientated
political and constitutional aspirations; on their infinite
hope in the triumph of literary education; in their cultural
nexus with the non-Nigerian world" 50).

Ayandele implied that the Nigerian historians--themselves members

of the twentieth-century educated elite that lived through a golden
era in the period prior to and following independence--gave an ana-
chronistic interpretation of the importance of the nineteenth-century
educated elite, which was "numerically insignificant” 1) and alien:

"It is clear that our selection of individual members of this
class for the honorifics "eminent" and "Nigerian" is based
more on values and aspirations derived from the modernized
sector of the country's present day life than on the opinion
of the masses" 52)}.

Was Biobaku reading the importance of the social elite to which
he himself belonged back into the past? '
Here we are not concerned with giving final judgements; significant
to this essay is the shift in focus that took place in Nigerian
historiography between 1957 and 1969, and its implications for the
historical studies written in this period. How the different pers-
pectives of S.0. Biobaku and E.A. Ayandele could lead to diametri-
cally opposed interpretations can be illustrated by their completely
different views of the events in Abeokuta in the period 1898-1914.
For Biobaku Abeckuta was a success story. Even if "Lagos won the
contest with Abeokuta as the centre of British influence™, the Egba
remained independent "when all territories around had been absorbed
into the Lagos Protectorate System". Biobaku called the period 1898 to
1914 "a unique experiment in self-rule" and ascribed this success
"to the early stand against encroachment which the Egba, aided by
the C.M.S. (...) and later by the Sierra Leone immigrants, had made
against the expansionist policies of both Freeman and Glover" 53).
Ayandele had an altogether different view of this period of
"independence": He argued that from the perspective of the traditional
Egba authorities and the common people, the coalition between the
African educated eljite--largely consisting of Sierra Leoneans-—-and
the missionaries did actually reproescol british interf{crence and

control. Even if this was not true according to the letter of the
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law, this was the experience of the people. At the same time the
British administration understood that Abeokuta did not require
their direct and overt interference, since the resistance of the
traditional authorities was broken, or soon to be broken for them
by the missionary party:

"In 1891 the protestant party in Abeokuta was as strong as to 54)
make the independence of the traditional authorities a farce® .

For Ayandele then, the period 1898 to 1914 was for the Egba one of

"sham-independence".

Another pioneer-historian was J.F.A. Ajayi, at present Chancellor
of the University of Lagos. Even more than S.0. Biobaku Ajayi wrote
about African reaction to the activities of one specific European

agericy, the missionaries. His major work "Christian missions in Nigeria,

1841-1891~- the making of a New Elite", published in 1965, was a re-
vised version of his Ph.D. thesis submitted to the University of
London in 1958. It is evident from the book's title that the period
under study was again the transitional period between "informal"

and "formal" Empire. Again, the geographical framework of the boock
was Southern Nigeria, although it would be more correct to say those
regions of present-day Nigeria where the Church Missionary Society
had established itself by the 1840s. Though dealing with '"the missionary
factor" the book's perspective was African in the sense that it
highlighted the part played by Africans in the Church set up by

the missicnaries; that is to say, it was a study of the more or less
educated missionary "elite".

Before we turn to a discussion of the major themes of Ajayi's
work, we need to modify a statement made above, that the early Nigerian
historiography consisted of studies of political history only.

Ajayi's study is not purely political history 55):

The first five chapters of "Christian missions" deal with the arrival
of the missionaries, their establishment on the coast, in the interior
(Yorubaland) and in the Niger Delta. Of the five missionary societies
the C.M.S., particularly in its relations with Consuls, traders and
traditional tribal authorities on the coast, received most attention.
If this might still be called "political" or "evenemential" history,

the next chapter called "Civilization around the Mission House™
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could not. Dealing with the social impact of education, building,
printing, health service, etc. it was social history rather than

- political history, while the last three chapters, analysing Africa's
changing image in Europe, and the roots of Nigerian naticonalism, were
actually an exercise in intellectual history or the history of ideas.
If there was any Nigerian historian who believed in the continuity
of the pre-colonial past and the post-independence present, it was
J.F.A. Ajayi. He devoted two articles to this "trans-continuity" of
African history, namely the articles entitled "Colonialism: An Episcde

6)

in African History" > and "The Continuity of African institutions

7)

under colonialism" > ; but in fact this same belief in the continuity
was basic to all his academic work 58), in particular to his inter-
pretation of the roots of modern Nigerian nationalism >9) which
has made him famous.

His book about the Christian missions in Nigeria had two closely
related major themes, or theses:
First, Ajayi argued that the most important effect of missionary
activity in Nigeria was not the implanting of Christianity or é moral
regeneration of the people but the fact that it produced a new "Nigerian"
middle class on the lines of Europe and America; for western education
which the missionaries provided created for their converts opportuni-
ties for rapid economic advancement.
The 1870s--as we have seen above 60) --were the golden age of this
incipient middle class, but with the changing attitudes in Europe
the policy of devolving as much work as possible upon an African
agency was reversed. The ousting of the first African bishop S.A.
Crcwther showed, as Ajayi put it:

"...that the transmutation of Europeans from guides to rulers

was complete in the Church as it was becoming complete in the
administration of the country, and that the earlier policy

of encouraging the growth of an African middle class was completely

overturned" 61).
But by then the missionaries had trained a group of Nigerians who
had accepted their ideas and who hoped to carry them out; this "new
middle class" refused to be brushed aside.

It was to this period of African protest against the increasingly
racist opinions and attitudes of the Europeans that Ajayi traced
the roots of Nigerian nationalism--the second theme of Ajayi's work
and of early Nigerian historiography in general. Where were the

nineteenth-century roots of Nigerian nationalism to be found?
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Nevertheless the differences may be even more significant.
The focus of Ayandele's work was considerably wider than that of
"Christian missions", or rather, it had a triple focus:

The first part was a political and social analysis of "African"

reaction to the establishment of missionaries in the coastal city-
states and in the interior éf Yorubaland. Which "African" reaction?
That of the local authorities to the political and social changes
effected by missionary activities. Central to this part of the book
was Ayandele's contention that the missionaries were the pathfinders
of British imperialism, staging as it were a silent coup:

"From the start (...) missionary propaganda in Nigeria was

not just a religious invasion. In effect it was associated with
a political invasion as well. In the background was the secular
arm of Britain to be involved when practicable'". 69)

When in 1855 0ld Town was destroyed by British naval power called
in by the missionary party on the spot, this was according to Ayandele:

" ..one of the first examples of military action by the British
largely at the behest of the missionaries, designed to coerce
traditional conservatives who resisted the penetration of
European moral and Christian codes, even though the Africans

in this case had not in fact committed themselves by treaty

to such a course" 70).

The same thing happened elsewhere on the coast and in the interior,
for "the missionary element was present in.all the major military
expeditions of the decade under consideration" 71), i.e. 1892-1902,
as Ayandele amply illustrated.

Only in Northern Nigeria the missionaries allegedly failed to con-
vince "the secular arm to unsheath the sword on behalf of the Cross
against the Crescent", for several reasons outlined in his fourth
chapter. Chapter five analysed the pattern of response to missionary
appeal of the major ethnic groups of Southern Nigeria, such as the
Yoruba, Ibo, Ondo, Edo, etc. Here the masses came into the picture,
though the analysis was short and superficial, immediately shifting
to the worsening relations between missionaries and administrators,
and between local authorities and converts. ‘

In 1969, three years after the publication of his book, in an article
called "How truly Nigerian is our Nigerian Historiography?", Ayandele
sharply criticised the tendency of Nigerian historians to write

the history of the cream of society rather than that of the people;
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and to focus upon the traditional patricians and the "numerically
insignificant educated elite" only--as has been discussed above 72).
This implied a negative evaluation of the studies--particularly

the perspective of the studies--of S.0. Biobaku and J.F.A. Ajayi.
But what about his own study published in 19662

In the "Note of the generalueditor" 73) K.O. Dike assured the reader
that the works of Ajayi and Ayandele were '"manifestly distinct in
content, in emphasis, in scope and in perspective”:

"Dr. Ayandele concentrates on the political and social history
of Nigeria from 1842 to 1914 through the mirror of missionary
propaganda, as seen by the peoples themselves".

Who are "the peoples themselves" to whom Dike referred, cne may ask,
and where do they feature in Ayandele's book? Are they the masses
which should be the stuff of history, as he argued in 1969? Are they
the different strata of society, or did Dike refer to the different
ethnic groups of Nigerian society?
When we return to our point of departure, which was the guestion
of the focus of Ayandele's fifth chapter, it is evident that this
focus did not centre upon the lower strata of society, but upon
various ethnic groups whose response to missionary activity was to
some extent at least discussed. The shift of focus from social elites
to broader strata of the population, advocated by Ayandele in 1969,
had not taken place in 1966.

The second part of Ayandele's book (chapters five to eight)

was essentially an exercise in the history of ideas. It centred
upon the roots of nationalism which Ayandele, like Ajayi, traced
to the missionary elites. In missionary archives and official re-
cords, he argued:

"The causal relationship between missionary activity and the
rise of nationalism are glaringly manifest" 74).

Even if Ayandele traced the rocts of nationalism to one and the same
social elite, within this group he distinguished two movements of
thought which--following each other in time--provided scope to the

5)

. . . . . . . 7
expression of nationalist sentiments: 1. .First, Ethiopianism .

the movement of African churches for autonomy within or independence
from the metropolitan churches. 2. Secondly, the movement of cultural
nationalism, essentially a revoluﬁionary repudiation of European
culture in favour of African cultural values, manifesting itself

in the wearing of African clothes, taking African names, studying

6)

7
traditional religion and writing African history .
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Again one must examine Ayandele's criteria for calling the "Ethio-
pianists” and "cultural nationalists" "Nigerian nationalists”. Ayandele
admitted that he used the terms "Nigerian" and nationalism" ‘'rather
loosely", but --he added-- "not inappropriately 77). He argued that
both Ethiopianists and cultural nationalists identified Christianity
with Western European polit;cal organisation 78), as Ajayi did,
implying that they thought in terms of a future nation-state.

As for calling them Nigerian nationalists, Ayandele contended that

in spite of the fact that there was no Nigeria, administratively
spoken, until 1914:

"...nevertheless the idea of the territorial boundaries of
the future Nigeria was vaguely visualized by 1898, when a rail-
way to Kano was being advocated in the newspapers" 79).

Also Ayandele considered their nationalism more Nigerian than "African,
Negro or Yoruba", for:

"...while cosmopolitan in their outlook they concentrated their
efforts on events in what became Nigeria",

and although they

"...were mainly educated Africans with origins in Yorubaland,

they spoke on the behalf of the peoples of Nigeria" 80).
Ayandele recognised that Nigerian Ethiopianism was rather pacifist 811,
and that none of the early nationalists desired immediate political
independence. Nevertheless he attributed to them a political incli-
nation, which made them look upon the churches for administrative
and political apprenticeship, at a time when distinctly political
antagonism against the British administration was not yet feasible 82L.
The crux of the argument was that the early "Nationalists" in strugg-
ling for independence and autonomy in Church affairs clearly visua-
lised future political independence. The idea of a self-governing,
self-supporting and self-propagating Church for them:

"...contained the principle of national independence in Church
government, a principle that could be logically employed for
the indigenization of Christianity and declaration of political
independence" 83).

On the basis of these arguments Ayandele was convinced that:

"The establishment of the Native Pastorate in Lagos marked
the beginnings of Nigeria to independence, under the leadership
of educated Africans" 84).

Yet, even if he was convinced of this himself, he did not demonstrate

convincingly, I feel, whether the educated African elite involved
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shared this conviction as well.

The third part of Ayandele's book dealt with the educational

aspects of missionary activities. Again his perspective was not
"truly African", for the analysis focussed as much upon the relations
between the missionaries and the administration, as upon "the peoples

themselves", i.e. the various ethnic groups.

In the concluding chapter called "Missionary impact on society"
Ayandele more or less formulated his conclusions. The contradictions
which these contained would not have detained us here, if they had
not pointed to different--although not contradictory--commitments
of the author.
Throughout the book Ayandele highlighted the enormous impact of the
missionaries on Nigerian societies: They were the pathfinders of
imperialism, often responsible for the "opening up"” of the interior
by British military expeditions. It was missionary education and
Christianity that gave rise to the first stirrings of "Nigerian
nationalism". Therefore it is surprising that Ayandele minimalised
missionary impact on society in the final chapter. He minimalised
its disruptive character since:

"After all, ideas do not make revolution" 85 ’
and since after all,

"The administration brought about a social upheaval greater 6)
than the missions had been able to do in precolonial times™ .

Ayandele even warned that the intrinsic spiritual and cultural con-
quest of missionary propaganda should not be overemphasised 7).
Also it is baffling that after having explained throughout the first
section of the book that the missionaries could and actually did
cail in the secular arm "to unsheath the sword on behalf of the
Cross" 88), and that maxims and sevenpounders often followed the
missionary trail 89), Ayandele concluded with criticising the Bri-
tish administration's anti- Christian and anti-missionary policy

in the North:

"Unlike Southern Nigeria, the peoplé were not allowed a choice
of their own, but the officials assumed that the people did
not need Christianity" 90).

Summarizing one may say that Ayandele's denial of the revolutionary
value of ideas was in contrast with his own analysis of the roots
of Nigerian nationalism; while his minimalisation of the missionary

impact was in contrast to the ten preceeding chapters of his book.
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How can one account for Ayandele's ambivalent last chapter, and at
times contradictory statements?

One might point to the author's double commitment:

First, his commitment to nationalism, manifest in his analysis of
the roots of Nigerian nationalism and his preoccupation with conti-
nuity. Secondly, his commitment to Christianity, which became very
clear at the last page of the book 91).

Ironically, this double commitment and the ambivalence to which

it --at times--gave rise aie, I feel, the most convincing evidence

for the continuity between the nineteenth-century missionary elite

and the nationalist educated elite of the early sixties.
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Notes to Chapter Five

1. Of course there are exceptions confirming this rule. In the jour-
nal Tarikh, written for an audience of secondary school students
and undergraduates and their teachers, there are many articles
on non- Nigerian African history. E.g. on Tanzania/Tanganyika
in Tarikh I1II, 3, 1970 and Lybia (Folayan, 1972, 1973, 1974).
Oloruntimehin (see above pp. 60-2) studied the history of former
French West Africa.

2. Dike (1956), p. 225. See also Biobaku (1957) and Akintoye (1975), p. 119.
Akintoye (1971) mentioned 19 local historians among his sources.

3. Biobaku (1957) p. 117. He gives a list of the places visited, the
people interviewed and the dates on which the interviews took place.
Apparently the "knowledgable" people who were interviewed were
mainly members of the traditiomal ruling elite; of the colonial
administration--both traditional and modern (i.e. educated element);
local historians and teachers.

4. Wrigley (1971), Hodgkin (1976) and Ochieng (1974) offer the same
interpretation. See also Conclusions of this essay.

5. see. e.g. works of B.G. Martin, J.0. Hunwick Abdullahi Smith, M. Last a.o.
6. Ayandele (1969), Coleman (1958), pp. 327-8.

7. quoted in Fyfe (1976), p. 4.

8. 1956.

9. Dike (1956), p. 13.

10.idem, p. 4.

11.idem, p. 11. Compare this statement with the focus of Akinjogbin (1967),
who examined the internal evolution during these 400 years.

12.Dike (1956), p. 34: the House- system which --as Dike put it: "in its
full development (...) became at once a cooperative trading-unit and
a local government institution based on kinship, but on common
interests and economic necessities".

13.idem, p. 8.

14.idem, p. 114,

15.Dike in "Eminent Nigerians.." (1960), p. 9.
16 .Eminent Nigerians.. (1960), p; 70.

17.idem, p. 71.

18.idem, p. 15.

19. "Eminent Nigerians.." (1960), p. 16.

20. idem, p. 24.

21. J.C. Anene and S.O. Biobaku in "Eminent Nigerians.." (1960), resp.
p. 25 and pp. 26, 29.

22. Ayandele (1969), pp. 26 and 27.

23. See text on book cover: "...they are the forebears of the people
who are regaining independence throughout West Africa".

24. Ikime (1968), p. 11.
25. Tamuno (1965), p. 276.
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26. Ikime (1968), p. 136.
27. idem.
28. idem.

29. Ayandele (1971), p. XVI. Ayandele's book was a revised version of
his Ph. D. thesis submitted to the University of Ibadan in 1967
under the title "The Overthrow of the Sokoto Caliphate™.

30. Adeleye (1971), p. 113.
31. idem, p. 286.

32. idem, p. 314.

33. idem, 311.

34. idem, p. 284.

35. See Adeleye 1968; 1970; 1972; and Adeleye and Mukoshy (1966).
At present it is actually impossible to speak about Northern
Nigeria since the "Northern Region" existing during the colonial
period now consists of ten states. See maps page 79.

36. Oloruntimehin (1970).

37. See Oloruntimehin (1968), (1968a), (1969) and (1971).
38. Oloruntimehin (1972), p. 315.

39. idem, p. XIV.

40. idem, p. 324 and p. 328.

41. Oloruntimehin (1970), p. 21.

42, idem, p. 19.

43. idem, p. 21.

44. See Hopkins (1976) p. 131; also Conclusions of this essay.
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CHAPTER SIX

Nigerian Historians and the Early Pre-Colonial Past:

-the virility and viability of African political systems-

Africa has often been presented as a contingent where highly
fragmented small-scale societies--centralized or uncentralized--
were the most common form of political organisation- or disorganiza-
tion. The myth that nothing of much importance went on in Africa
prior to the arrival of the Europeans has long been common ccin, and
was not invented by modern historians trying to bring out the re-
volutionary nature of their own, modernised point of view. When
African historians began to publish their own research, they set
out to correct this false image of a static, chaotic and primitive
Africa and turned to the pre-colonial past to disprove this myth.
Most of the first Nigerian academic historians turned to the
"resisters" and early "nationalists" of the Scramble era. Others,
in particular some of the "second generation" of professional
historians--more often tﬂan not trained in Nigeria itself-- turned
to the early pre-colonial past to disprove this myth.

First, they pointed at the great West African Empires of the
past (Ghana, Mali, Songhay, Benin, etc.) to demonstrate African
capability to create large and well organised political units, in
which art flourished and trade thrived.

Secondly, they turned to the study of smaller states and ethnic
groups, to prove that a small scale did not necessarily imply in-
feriority; and that decentralisation did not mean chaos.

It was the African historians themselves who related their historio-
graphy to the need for a rehabilitation of the African past, and to
the quest for origins and identity of the new state. They themselves
coined the term "History for Self-government”l), convinced as they
were of the relevance of historical research to the present and to
the future of the nation. Their emphasis on great political achieve-
ments in the African past, and the viability of the traditional

political systems featured--implicitly or explicitly--in all studies
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dealing with African resistance to European penetration; it figured
even more prominently in the historical studies of the earlier past.
The bulk of this historiography of the pre nineteenth-century
past was published after 1966, the major exception being the small
cocperative study by J.F.A. Ajayi and R. Smith, entitled "Yoruba
Warfare in the Nineteenth Céntury" (1960) , which will be discussed
below. A transition between the first Nigerian historians and those
discussed in this chapter was formed not by this work, however, but

by I.A. Akinjogbin's "Dahomey and its Neighbours, 1708-1818", pu-
2)

blished in 1967.
Though exceptional in the fact that it dealt with a relatively early
period it was again a study of African reaction to the European
presence. Akinjogbin himself presented his book as a study which
attempted "to trace with the aid of hitherto unused documents the

eighteenth century political developments in Dahomey..." and set
out to account for the fact that Dahomey in the nineteenth-century
was "an oasis of internal order and sound administration in a sea
of surrounding chaos“.3)

It was exceptional as well, one might add, in its focus upon an -area
outside modern Nigeria, but one should take into account that the
history of the area under study--the southern third of the modern
republic of Benin, which until two years ago was called Dahomey--
was intricately entangled with that of its Yoruba neighbours in
present-day Nigeria who have been the subject of other studies by
Akinjogbin.

With the first Nigerian historians Akinjogbin shared a belief in
the (trans-) continuity of the pre-colonial and post-independence
era, and hence in the relevance of his study to the present predi-

cament of the state:

"With the passing of the colonial era and the re-emergence
of African states, whose relation with the outside world

is almost exactly similar to those of their predecessors of
the eighteenth century, such a study as this should have
more than academic interest". 4).

Akinjogbin also shared with them an emphasis on the disruptive
effects of the European presence, particularly the slave trade,S)
and a preoccupation with the rehabilitation of the African past,

as was evident from the way in which he concluded a discussion of
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the political stability of the Yoxruba- Aja peoples by the beginning
of the sixteenth-century:

"Stability need not create and must not be confused with
static conditions. (...) It must therefore not be imagined
that static conditions prevailed from the moment this
stability was created until the Europeans came to destroy
the old ways".6) ’

"Dahomey and its neighbours" was essentially the story of how the
European presence on the coast and their slave trading activities
gave rise to new political formations on the African coast, with
special attention to the part that Africans played in this process.
The story is this: In approximately 1700 a group of people seceded
from the coastal Aja communities and founded a new state inland,
called Dahomey. In 1724, however, Dahomey, led by its king Agaja
invaded the coastal area, and although the conquest was successful,
in 1730 Agaja was forced to submit, politically, to the neighbouring
Yoruba kingdom of Oyo and, economically, to the Europeans who
compelled him to carry on the slave trade.7) The rest of the period
(until 1818) was one of progressive economic decline and weakening
of political bonds for Agaja's kingdom.

How did Dahomey in spite of this become the strong, incorrigible
slave trading kingdom that it became in the nineteenth century?
First, Akinjogbin argued, because it was forced to depend completely
on the slave trade for its economic well-being. Secondly, because
the administrative principle of having a king as effective central
authority became firmly established during the period of Oyo overrule.
Akinjogbin emphasized the disruptive effects of the slave trade,
but why did he fail to analyse the motives for African resistance to
the slave trade; particularly the motives of the founders of Dahomey,
who allegedly seceded in order to be "beyond the immediate reach of
the slave-raiders and slave trade influences"?B) By calling the
resisters "the responsible, the discerning natives" and "a little
band of highly principled and far-seeing individuals"g) he did not
give any evidence but a judgement of value.

There were other flaws in Akinjogbin's argument. We have seen that
akinjogbin set out to look for the eighteenth-century basis of
Dahomey's stability in the nineteenth-century. This intention
resulted in a positive evaluation of everything that strenghtened

the political unity of Dahomey and a negative one of every factor
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endangering the survival of the state. The effective centralisation
introduced by the founders of Dahomey was valued positively throughout
the book, even if the means by which it was maintained were manifestly
tyrannical and caused a decline of the populationlo). Taking nine-
teenth-century success as ppe guiding criterion for analysing and
evaluating eighteenth-century history cannot but be called an
anachronistic approach to the past.
Only this can account for Akinjogbin's judgement of Agaja, whose
thirty-two year reign ended in failure--as is evident from the book--
but who was nevertheless praised by Akinjogbin as "one of the
greates kings of Dahomey, and one of the great leaders and state
builders of history", for "he left one intangible but important
legacy: to the end he maintained the principle of absolute authority
of the king within Dahomey unimpaired" 11).

The negative evaluation of thé European role in the economic
and political development of Dahomey during the eighteenth century 12)
is not surprising and is justified, I trust. However, the positive
evaluation of the role of Dahomey's Yoruba neighbour Oyo, is baffling.
After all Oyo destroyed the coastal towns time and again, and forced
Dahomey to recognize its sovereignty and to pay annual tribute.

Here Akinjogbin betrayed another bias, namely one in favour of the

Yoruba  (Oyo) :

"As was to be expected they played a very positive role
both in the political and economic development of Dahomey,
though only the unsavoury aspects of their century of
imperial rule over Dahomey have usually been remembered
by the Dahomeans" 13).

Why was Oyo's interference in Dahomey's affairs regarded as constructive?
According to Akinjogbin Oyo's domination after 1748 gave Dahomey the
opportunity to reconstruct the foundations of the internal administration,
and to copy some of Oyo's political institutions, which were to serve
them well in the next century. Again Akinjogbin read the nineteenth-
century present back into the eighteenth-century past.

His preoccupation with one of the large énd strong political units

of Africa's past was not untypical of early Nigerian historiography

as a whole.

Though most of the works of the period 1955- 1965 dealt with "European

action and African reaction", "Yoruba Warfare in the nineteenth century"
y
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by J.F.A. Ajayi and R. Smith, published as early as 1960 was an
exception to this rule, pointing to future developments. Though

a slim volume consisting of an introduction and two essays, it was
a pioneer study of "truly African" history, in this sense that it
examined a fragment of Afrigan history which was not influenced by,
nor a reaction to European activities in Africa. Admittedly, the
period under study (1820-1893, and in particular the period of

the Ijayi War: 1860-5) was again the period leading up to the
Scramble and European penetration inland; but the main focus of

the work was the internal political development of Yorubaland, the
Europeans coming on the scene only in the last stage of the wars
under study, at the request of the Africans involved. The authors
set great store by this concentration upon the internal dynamics

of African political development, i.c. 19th century Yorobaland.
They explicitly dismissed the idea that the Yoruba wars of the
nineteenth century were caused by the Atlantic slave trade (i.e.

an external factor) or were simply one example of the internecine
conflicts which allegedly had been the normal state of affairs in
pre-colonial Africa. It was the intention of the authors to disprove
the myth of the static character of African political institutions
and mutual relations, and to rehabilitate these. (E.g. J.F.A. Ajayi
gave the fraticidal war, which the decline of the Oyo Empire brought
in its wake and which lasted more than seventy years, the very
respectable name of "a constitutional conflict" 14)). The authoxs
described the wars as an internal affair, namely as struggles for
power among the states, which tried to fill the vacuum created when
the 0ld Oyo Empire collapsed.

This "all-African" focus of "Yoruba Warfare" was a new development
in Nigerian historiography. The sources upon which it was based
however were mainly "traditional", in the sense that the bulk
of them was made up by European sources (travel reports, correspondence
of the missionaries present in the different towns, and a report on
the Egba army written by Captain Jones of the West Indian Regiment
in 1861). "Internal" i.e. African evidence was used only to a small
extent: e.g. the written history of the Yoruba by S. Johnson, who
collected and recorded oral eye-witness accounts as early as ten
years after the event; and orally transmitted songs and praise verses.
"Yoruba Warfare" was an eye-opener. It was a sketch rather than a

full-scale study of the Yoruba wars. It opened a line of research
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1
which was continued by others such as Kola Folayan 15), Bolanle Awe 6),

and S.A. Akintoye.

The first major study which continued this line of research

was S.A. Akintoye's "Revolution and Power Politics in Yorubaland,

1840-1893 - Ibandan expansfon and the rise of Ekitiparapo". Although
the original thesis was submitted to the University of Ibadan in
1960, the book was published in 1971.

Essentially the book had the same theme as "Yoruba Warfare'":

... the power revolution among the Yoruba, its nature and
consequences, and the nature and sociology of Yoruba Warfare
in that century" 17). (i.e. the nineteenth century)

Both studies demonstrated a common purpose or commitment to reveal

the 'internal' factors of change in African history. Without denying

that foreign formative forces were intertwined with internal forces,

Akintoye argued:

"It is now generally accepted that in origin the movemenﬁ

was essentially concerned with new attempts at state formation
and the institution of new centres of power and that the
explanation for it can only be found in factors indigenous

to the Yoruba community itself" 18).

Akintoye's book was much more detailed than "Yoruba Warfare" and was

based upon more, and more varied sources. Two major themes can be

distinguished: One was the rise and expansion of Ibadan, which by

1863 had become the most powerful successor-state to the Oyo Empire:

The nature of its warfare, the causes of its success, and the

abuses of power which bred resistance among the other Yoruba states.

The second theme was the impact of Ibadan's expansion on the

Norhteastern part of Yorubaland, and the reaction of its inhabitants,

the Ekiti, Ijesa, Akolo and Igbomina Yoruba subgroups, which founded

a confederacy called Ekitiparapo in 1878 to face Ibadan's'imperialism.

It was the history of this confederation of the minutely fragmented

communties of Northeastern Yoruba land that was traced in this book:

How it put up resistance against Ibadan's exploitation; how it

succeeded -- at least temporarily -- in isolating Ibadan both politically

and economically; finally, how the restoration of peace in 1886

signified the end of the Ekitiparapo since it ended the necessity

for further cooperation.
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What was according to Akintoye the importance of these political
events in nineteenth-century Yorubaland? And what did he think was
the relevance of this study to twentienth-century Nigerians?

The rise of Ibadan was, Akintoye argued, one of the most important
developments in the history of the Yoruba first of all since it
saved most of Yorubaland from conquest by the Muslim aggressors
from the North, the Fulani. Secondly, since the wars to which the
rise of Ibadan gave rise created the occasion for repeated British
interference in Yoruba affairs. Thirdly, since these wars resulted
in a considerable intermixing of the Yorubas, and in demographic
changes which came to determine the population map of modern Southern
Nigeria. Fourthly, and now we come to a reason of a quite different
nature, since:

"... faced with the need to organise new states and other

political entities the Yorubas evinced much political
creativeness" (italics mine),

namely,

"... the resulting constitutional experimentation is ex-
emplified by Ibadan's republicanism, Ijaye's military
dictatorship, Abeokuta's federalism and the confederation
of the Ekitiparapo" 19).
Also the cases of the Ibadan Empire and the Ekitiparapo alledgely
demonstrated that often these political units commanded loyalties
far beyond the outlines of the petty kingdoms or even sub-ethnic
divisions.
Like "Yoruba Warfare", this study of the pre-colonial African past
attempted to demonstrate the virility, creativeness and dynamism of
African political systems, and African capacity to create large
political entities. This then was its relevance to twentieth century
Nigerians.
Akintoye's study demonstrates as well that historiography could in-

deed be relevant to the present without becoming anachronistic.

E.J. Alagoa was another historian wﬁo criticised the tendency
to give primacy to external factors of change over the internal.zo)
At the same time he took Africanists to task for using almost ex-
clusively "external", i.e. European sources at the expense of internal
source material, and for an overemphasis on the later period

for which a comparatively large body of records had been accumulated

by British traders, administrators and missionaries. In itself
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this criticism was neither new nor revolutionary. The revolutionary
element was that Alagoa in his own research deliberately steered
away from the tendencies he criticised. His work, particularly

"A History of the Niger Delta: an historical interpretation of Ojo

oral tradition" (1972) is indicative of some of the changes that had

taken place in Nigerian historiography since the late fifties.

In a sense Alagoa realized the programme outlined in the sixties,
which until then had been brought into practice only partially. The
first Nigerian historians had 'manifested' their conviction and de-
light that African historical traditions had been kept alive throughout
the colonial period, and that it was a valuable and valid historical
source. They had gone out of their way to vindicate the value of this
"internal" oral material in the face of sceptic Eurpeans and Americans.
Yet, most of the early historians --as we have seen in Chapter Five--
based their work on local and metropolitan archives, using oral eye-
witness accounts and traditions recorded by local historians only to
add, revise or differentiate some aspects.

The first African historians had "manifested" their purpose ofvwriting
history that would be relevant to the new nation; they "manifested"
their commitment to rehabilitating the African by highlighting the
African side of the story. However they focussed upon African reaction
rather than on African initiative.

The first African historians had put forward that Africa really had

a history--a great and glorius history even-- before the Europeans
arrived. Yet, they themselves concentrated upon the period of European
presence in Africa.

Finally, African historians had denounced the Euro-centrism of European
Africanists, but they themselves set out to trace the history of large
political units, corresponding closely to the European pattern at the
expense of the small-scale societies which formed the subjéct of
Alagoa's study.zl)

Alagoa's research did focus upon African history prior to the
European presence in, and domination of Africa. As early as 1964

his study "The Small Brave City-State: AaHistory of Nembe- Brass

in the Niger Delta"-- dealing with the period 1450-1936 -- had five

of its eight chapters devoted to the period prior to the nineteenth
century. Even if the account of African reaction to European pene-

tration in the last chapters of the book was in no way exceptional,
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the extent to which the pre-nineteenth centyry past featured in the
bock, and the extent to which it was based on oral traditions was
exceptional and pointed at a more general trend in Nigerian historio-
graphy as is evident from Afigbo (1971-1972) and Asiwaju (1976a).

Alagoa's second work, published in 1972, which attempted to
reconstruct the early history of the Ijo people, continued the same
line. This work entitled "A History of the Niger Delta: an inter-
pretation of Ijo oral tradition" was based almost exclusively on
systematically collected internal sources, taking in the whole
field of Ijo oral traditions from the time covered by the traditions
of origin until the nineteenth century.

Compared to earlier works of Nigerian historiography it represented
a change of focus, time- scope and source material; a change in the
concept of "truly African" history, one might say, here defined as
pre-colonial history interpreted in terms of internal factors of
change, and reconstructed from internal oral sources.

The revolutionary aspect of Alagoa's work should not be
exaggerated, however. His work did not come as a bolt from the blue,
but must be considered against the background of a steadily increasing
use of oral traditions throughout the first decade of professional
Nigerian historiography. The collection of oral traditions in the
field was part and parcel of each Ibadan Ph. D. thesis right from
the beginning in the early sixties, even if the oral evidence col-
lected usually referred to a much later period than the one with
which Alagoa was concerned. 2)

Alagoa set the example for other historians in yet another way,
namely, in his way of presenting and referring to his oral sources,
for he indicated not only the date and place of the collection of
his evidence, but also referred to sound archives where tapes and
transcripts could be consulted. One may regret the absence of ex-
plicit references to these tapes in the text, but all the same his
system of reference was a great improvement upon earlier Nigerian
historical studies, and an important step towards making historical
research based on oral traditions verifiable, even if not repeatable.
One would not have expected less than that from ons of J. Vansina's

Wisconsin Ph.D. students, as Alagoa was.
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A short analysis of Alagoa's second work "A History of the Niger
Delta...", which was a revision of his Wisconsin Ph.D. thesis is in-
dispensable, I feel. As for the sources, the oral traditions from
which Alagoa reconstructed the history of the Niger Delta, these were
traditions of origin, "perhaps the most controversial type of oral

3)

literature"2 as Alégoa himgself put it. Moreover, Ijo traditions

were of the type of informally transmitted oral traditions, which
implies that the danger of distortion by loss of memory is enlarged.
Finally, Ijo traditions were the traditions of so-called "stateless"
societies, i.e. societies that do not have central political insti-
tutions, whose past cannot be recovered according to many scholar524).
In view of the complexity of these sources Alagoa's attempt to extract
from them historical information on migrations, the development of in-
stitutions, trade and cultural contacts with neighbouring pecples, was
truly a Herculean task.

As for the contents, one major theme of the book was related to
the political history of the Delta: This was the question of the
influence of resp. the Atlantic trade (1), the influence of neigh-
bouring peoples such as the Benin Empire (2) and internal factors (3)
on the development of institutions throughout the Niger Delta. It
was at this point that Alagoa's virdication of the importance of in-
ternal factors of change apart from external ones became manifest.
Said Alogoa about the political development of the Eastern Niger
Delta:

"It is time to recognize that these states developed in response
to a multiplicity of stimuli, some of which started before the
arrival of the Europeans on the coast".25)

Alagoa described the economic dievelopment of these states--from a

village system based on farming and fresh water fishing to one based

on fishing and saltboiling- as; one resulting from a change in ecological

environment. The changes from fishing village to city state were
allegedly set into motion not so much by the European transatlantic
trade, but by the local long--distance trade, which predated the
Eurcpean presence.26) Time and again27) Alagoa emphasized that the
local long-distance trade was a greater étimulus to the formation of

city-state institutions then the Atlantic trade:
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... the communities of the Delta were fully established before
the Portuguese advent; and (...) had already established
internal trade routes and structures upon which the overseas
trade of the European visitors was engrafted" 28).

At the end of his major study Alagoa dropped the cautiousness of

earlier formulations, and stated quite explicitly:

... the case of the Eastern Delta States presents an example
of development of political institutions and structures in
response to local cicumstances" 29).

Alagoa's concluding remarks on migrations, economic history, the

problems of dating oral traditions etc., were all of great interest.

Yet, for the historiographer who looks for the familiar as well as

for the new aspects of Alagoa's research, the tone of rehabilitation

in which he ended his "History of the Niger Delta'" was even more
significant:
"The history of the centuries before 1800 shows that the
socio-political systems developed among the Ijo of the

Niger Delta were dynamic and capable of internal adjustments
in response to new challenges and stimuli" 30).
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CHAPTER SEVEN

Nigerian Historians and the Colonial Past

When the Tanzanian historians N. Kimambo and A.J. Temu edited
1
"A History of Tanzania” ) they wrote in the preface to the book:
"There has been no attempt to deal with colonial administrative
structures. This is because our main interest has been in the
African himself" 2).
This remark was taken up by two sharp critics of the "New Historiography"”
of Dar es Salaam--to which Temu and Kimambo belonged and which was
allegedly characterized by a neglect of the colonial period in favour

3)

of mythological "connexions" , between the nationalist or pcst-
independence phase of African history and the precolonial one. The
two critics, D. Denoon and A. Kuper, said in retort to the abovementioned
remark by Kimambo and Temu:

"Historians of political development within colonial dependencies,

in any part of the world, would be rightly appalled at such a
self-imposed limitation" 4).

And...

"Scholars who regard the outside world's interventions in Africa
as having achieved more than nationalism, and who consider that
colonialism has been replaced very frequently by neo-colonialism,
are not likely to be convinced by the implicaticn that colonial
policy was of scant significance even during the colonial years" 5).
The details of this intersting academic dispute cannot detain us here,
but the crux of the matter is that at one point in the development
of Tanzanian historiography there was a tendency to overemphasize the
importance of (and the continuity with) the precclonial past, parti-
cularly of African resistance to the Europeans, at the expense of the
colonial period.

Was this anachronistic tendency, which was inspired by a nationalist
concern with the present, evident in Nigerian historiography as well?
To a certain extent it was, as has been demonstrated above.

Yet, this imbalance of Nigerian historiography was only temporary.
Nigerian historians were guick to fill this gap, and it is no
exaggeration to speak about a real hausse in research on Nigerian's

colonial past from 1965 onwards. This colonial history written by
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Nigerians was colonial history with a difference; a difference which

was a question of perspective mainly.

The new colonial history exchanged the discredited Euro-centric

perspective for an African perspective, and focussed upon the African

side of the story of British colonial administration. Like its

Eurocentric counterpart he“"new" colonial history was preoccupied

with questions of administration. However, it was not "the rulers

of empire" who occupied the scene, but the ruled; their experience

of British colonial administration, their reactions to British

administrative action, and their initiatives in this encounter with

the colonial masters, were central to this trend or type of Nigerian

historiography. Therefore one may call it "New Administrative History".
Before we turn to an analysis of this New Administrative History

two other works of colonial history deserve some attention: Those

by J.C. Anene and T.N. Tamuno. Both Anene and Tamuno belonged to

"the first academic generation" of Nigerian historians, those who

obtained their doctoral degrees in London, in the early sixties.

Although their major works did not appear in print until the early

seventies (resp. 1970 and 1972), the theses out of which they grew

were submitted to the University of London in 1960 and 1962, resp.

A. Two Early Nigerian Historians and the Colonial Past: -tracing the

origins of the nation as an administrative unit.

"It will probably come as a shock to the reading public to be
confronted with what seems to amount to a defense of the European-
6
imposed colonial boundaries" ). With this remark J.C. Anene opened

the Preface to this book "The International Boundaries of Nigeria,

1885-1960 - the framework of an Emergent Nation". The date of its
publication, 1970, is misleading because it grew out of a thesis
dating from 1960, while the revision for publication took place

long before 1970. Probably his revision took place in 1966 (the

date of the General Editor's Note 7)) and in any case before 1968,

the year of the author's untimely death as a result of "a fragile
constitution that could not sustain the anxieties and disillusionments

8)

of the current conflicts in Nigeria"
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Were the revisions of the original thesis substantial? And if they
were, should one relate these revisions to the author's experience
of the Nigerian Civil War? Or did the early sixties--when the book
was actually conceived--form the frame of reference of this study?
The conclusions of the book cannot leave any doubt as far as this
qguestion is concerned, for Anene ended the book on a note of
optimism. Betraying no pessimism or fear of threats to Nigeria's
territorial integrity from the inside or the outside, he wrote:

"It can be said that up to the moment no serious boundary
question has been raised in Nigeria or by Nigeria's neighbours" 9).

In view of this optimism and in view of the fact that the
comparison of thesis and book did not yield any substantial 10)
differences, "International Boundaries" can be regarded as a work
of early Nigerian historiography; as a product of the period of
Nigerian independence,

Anene's work traced the origin and evolution of the framework
of an African emergent nation, i.c. Nigeria, in the same way as
other studies had traced the origins of nationalism and anti-
colonialism. This time there was no obsession with (trans-) continuity,
but there was a same search for origins: The origins of Nigeria
as an administrative unit; the origins of the boundaries within
which Nigeria achieved independence in 1960. |

At first sight the book might seem to differ from other works
of early Nigerian historiography in that it covered the whole colonial
period from 1885-1960. However, the period in which Nigeria's inter-
national boundaries were determined by the colonial powers was the
most important. This was also the period of study in many other
studies of early Nigerian historiography, as we have seen in chapter
five. .
There were more common features. The main theme of "International
Boundaries" was the impact of Europead encroachment on the Africans,
or to put it more specific "the impact of colonial boundaries on the
peoples in whose history the acts of partition were a major invention”
All). Like all Nigerian historical studies it examined African experience
of European action i.c. the determination of Nigeria's boundaries by

international European diplomacy. Anene set out to examine:
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"What is the relevance of the assumption that African tribes
and groupes traditionally enjoyed coherence, only to find
themselves and their territories disrupted by the colonial
boundaries?" 12).
To answer this question he had to examine the ethnic situation of
the boundary areas at the time the boundaries were created, and in
particular the political and economic relations of the ethnic
groups living there. Did this ethnic situation influence the out-
come of European boundary negotiations? Did the boundaries that
were finally created really disrupt traditionally homogenous groups?
And finally, should (and could) Nigeria's boundaries be revised
at the achievement of independence?
Anene believed they should not:
"One cannot escape the conclusion that the boundaries represenﬁed
to a surprising degree the realities which existed at the time™ 13).
Throughout his study he showed that at the time of the boundary
negotiations the ethnic groups of the areas in guestion did not present
a tidily uniform political, linguistic and cultural pattern. The
fluidity of African boundaries, and the fact that the political systems
were often out of harmony with ethnic distribution, made for such a
complex situation that the nature and extent of indigenous frontiers
could not have had more than marginal influence on the outcome of
the boundary negotiations. Anene did not deny that the boundaries
were created by alien diplomates, who often sacrificed African interests
to diplomatic exigencies--knowingly or unknowingly; and that many

4)

ethnic groups were disrupted 1 . Yet, his "objective study in

5)

Colonial Boundary making” compelled him to reject the "local
criticisms of the boundaries of Nigeria which are based largely
on traditions of past conquest, past glory, and mythical tribal
unity" 16). Henée he called it "historically inaccurate and, in
the conditions of today, dangerous to assert without important
qualifications that the boundaries of Nigeria have disrupted long
established communities" 17).

Anene surveyed all Nigerian internal boundaries, calling some
"happy" (i.e. not disrupting the dominant ethnic groups) and some

unfortunate. Yet even the "unhappy" ones could be preserved, Anene



argued, since no problem of political irredentism was likely to

8)

. 1 I ,
arise - a real-politisch argument, one would say in German.

The conclusion which forces itself on the reader is that Anene was
positively committed to the Nigerian nation-state within the boundaries
which it inherited from the colonial era. His study was an overt
defense of the existing boundaries in the face of "local criticism"
and tribalist demands for revision. This was evident from the
joy he expressed at the fact that the Nigerian nation-state--struggling
to balance, repress or to transcend tribal loyalties--could not
allow itself to "show undue sensibility to a clamour by any zonal
ethnic group for boundary revision calculated to satisfy tribal
solidarity" 19).
Nevertheless, Anene's study was a far cry from a narrowly
nationalist defense of the status quo. His claim to have written
an 'objective' study appears quite justified, even if the historio-
grapher will try to account for Anene's choice of subject by referring
to the nationalist phase of African history during which the book
was conceived. Anene's book was not a rigid defense of the existing
boundaries. On the contrary. Breaking a lance for Pan- African
cooperation, he even warned against an excessive devotion to inter-
national boundaries. If necessary, these should be rectified without
war, on the basis of "calm dispassionate consideration of the factors
involved, past factors as well as present factors" 20).
This was the lesson to be learnt from the study: That the sanctity
of boundaries was alien to traditional African frontiers, which had
never been barriers to movement of peoples or cultural diffusion;
and that--as Dike put it in the General Editor's Note--African
statesmen should:
"borrow a leaf from their pre-colonial ancestors, whose attitudes
to "international" frontiers between one ethnic group and the
other was much less emotional, much less rigid and much more
pragmat}i)than that which many African leaders are adopting
today" .
The demarcation of Nigeria's boundaries was only one aspect of the
evolution of "the framework of the emergent nation of Nigeria". The

other aspect of the process by which Nigeria achieved its present

territorial framework concerned the internal or regional boundaries:
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The process of amalgamation of different areas which as a result of
British colonial administration came to make up one state, namely
modern Nigeria. This second aspect, the British administrative policy

of amalgamating first Lagos with Yorubaland in 1906, then in 1914
Southern Nigera with Northern Nigeria was the subject of J.C. Anene's
"Southern Nigeria in Transition, 1885-1906"~-which will not be discusséd

here-- and of the study by T.N. Tamuno entitled "The Evolution of the

Nigerian State-the Southern phase 1898-1914", published in 1972.

The book was based on Tamuno's Ph.D. thesis which was written as early
as 1962 under the title "The Development of British administrative
control of Southern Nigeria 1900-1912: a study in the administration
of Sir Ralph Moor, Sir William MacGregor and Sir Walter Egerton".

A glance at the two titles will be sufficient to convince the
reader of the need to compare the original thesis with the version
that was eventually published. This comparison shows how a model
study in British (colonial) administrative history developed into a
book relevant to the "evolving”" Nigerian state. Also it reveals the
changes in the frame of reference and commitment of the author and
his changing view of the relevance of his research.

If one takes the published versions first, its most striking aspect
is its title "The Evolution of the Nigerian State...". Apparently, what
was in 1962 still a study of Southern Nigeria's first three British
governors, had become the Southern phase of the evolution of the
Nigerian state in 1972.

The main theme of the book was:

"The processes through which a common political entity, a
central authority and a coo-ordinated economic and fiscal

system developed in Southern Nigera until the 1914

amalgamation" (with Northern Nigeria) 23).

Central to the book was in other words the enlargement of scale which
occurred as a result of British administrative action: On the
political plane by abolishing internal boundaries and by gradually
amalgamating the different territories; on the economic plane by
pooling the resources and by making the regions econcmically inter-
dependent; on the social plane by centralizing the social services.

In the first chapters Tamuno expounded how British administration was



97

established, and how the British came to control Southern Nigeria.
In the next chapters he analysed how this "Mild Autocracy" actually
worked: The internal pressures and checks on the British side, and
the relations between rulers and ruled, e.g. in executive and
legislative councils. The %ast chapters dealt with the results of
British administration, at least those aspects which contributed to
the evolution of the Nigerian state. It was this outcome of British
administration, rather than "the Nigerian response to colonialism
and its aftermath" 24) that had Tamuno's basic interest.

Essentially the actual research on which the book was based was
limited to Southern Nigeria. It was the author who--from hindsight--
put this study of Southern Nigeria in a national framework, in the
framework of the Nigerian state which came into existence in 1960,

but which was foreshadowed in the amalgamation of North and South

in 1914, the terminus ad quem of Tamuno's study.

This concern with tracing the origins of the independent Nigerian
state, i.c. how it came to have the legal framework and the boundaries
which it had at the time of its independence, is a legitimate concern
and one which is socially relevant to the new states"in search of
their indentity". Yet for Tamuno it was more than a concern. It was
a positive commitment to the Nigerian state as it developed from
colonial origins. This positive commitment was evident for example,
from Tamuno's evaluation of British colonialism:

"Despite some negative aspects of British colonialism in

Southern and Northern Nigeria in this era, Britain made a

positive contribution to the evolution of the Nigerian state” 25).
The most baffling thing is not this positive commitment to the Nigerian
state as it was in 1962, when the original thesis was written, but the
fact that Tamuno's concern with the national framework and the
political and juridical aspects of its eveclution was much more
explicit in 1972, when Nigeria was twelve years old, than in 1962,
two years after its independence! Should one conclude that historio-
graphy obviously is a slow registrator of changes in society? 26)

Fortunately for historians there is an alternative explanation
for Tamuno's concern for an positive commitment to the undivided
Nigerian nation. After all the book appeared in 1972 (the Preface
dated from 1970). Hence the revised edition must have been prepared

during or at the end of the Civil War. It scens justified to relate
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Tamuno's preoccupation with the administrative framework of an
undivided Nigeria to the experience of the Civil War, for the author
himself brought up the Civil War quite suddenly at the end of his
book expressing his joy that: "The end of Civil War saved the

Nigerian state from breakiqg up into its precolonial units (...)
27). He even seemed more or less embarassed by the logical implication
of his study, that the Nigeria saved from disintegration between 1966
and 1970 was a British creation 28). This had been the argument
which the secessionists--with whom Tamuno did not agree-- had used
to justify the secession of Biafra. Tamuno disproved the argument
—-and thereby tried to legitimize the continued existence of the
Nigerian state as it emerged from the Civil War--by referring to
the social and emotional investments into the Nigerian state made
by both the Nigerian leaders and masses from 1914 onwards:
"If therefore the credit of creating the Nigerian state rightly
belonged to Britain, that of its further consolidation rests

squarely with the British personnel as well as Nigerians
before and after independence" 29).

B. The New Administrative History: The African side of the story of

British Colonial Administration.

In the mid-sixties a range of case-studies of British administrative
practice in Nigeria began to appear. The major representatives of this
new administrative history were A.E. Afigbo, O. Ikime, Ph. Igbage,

J.A. Atanda and A.I. Asiwaju, who all concentrated upon areas belonging
to present day Southern Nigeria. As for the new administrative history
of Northern Nigeria, I have not come accross any published study of
this kind 30).

Although each of the above-mentioned historians did research on
a specific area or a specific ethnic group, the period under study
(approximately 1900- 1940-50) was roughly the same in all works.

Also, they all wrote on essentially the same subject from a common
--African--perspective, basing their works on metropolitan and local
archives, newspapers, "local histories™, secondary works, and oral
eye-witnesses of the events under study. The new administrative
historians set great store by their use of oral evidence and the

African perspective of their work. Asiwaju, for example, tock the
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co-authors of the book "France and Britain in Africa" ) --a work
written almost exclusively by Western scholars-- to task for neglecting
oral evidence or existing historical studies based on oral evidence:

"So long as African historians on both sides cf the Northern
Atlantic remain contented with the drudgery of crowding the
archives of Europe and former colonial capitals and flying

in aeroplanes over the really crucial African villages, so
long will the knowledge of colonial realities as perceived

by Africans subjected to the colonial administrations continue
to elude them". 32)

Since the body of new administrative historical studies is quite
substantial and since it consists of meticulously researched case-
studies, a detailed and in depth analysis of the work of each 'new
administrative' historian cannot detain us here. For the purpose of
this essay, it suffices to look at the main themes of the new ad-

ministrative history, illustrated by a few examples.

Three closely related themes recurred in all these case studies
of British colonial practice in Nigeria; the guestions cf indirect
rule (1); the evolution of the position of the chief under British
rule (2); and thirdly, African resistance to British local government
policy, i.e. the policy of indirect rule (3).

1. The question of indirect rule - i.e. the British attempt to rule

the conquered peoples of Nigeria through what was thought to be their
indigenous political organisation, became the subject of a lively his-
torical debate. 33) All new administrative historians who tried to
answer the questions whether British colonial policy in the specific
area under study could be called "indirect rule" attempted to make a
genuine assessment of British rule from the perspective of the ruled.
The theoretical debate on the criteria and essentialia of indirect
rule cannot be analysed here in detail. Important for our argument
here is the redefinition of indirect rule in terms of how it was ex-
perienced by the "Nigerian" subjects, nét as it was formulated by
‘British politicians. This redefinition implied a re-assessment of the
role of the famous Lord Lugard--traditionally regarded as the father
of Indirect Rule-- and of Lugardism, which was no longer taken as

the only, but as only one particular systematization of indirect

rule, namely one modelled upon the example of Northern Nigerian

Emirates.
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Three stages in the development of British indirect rule--varying with
each area under study-- recurred in almost all new administrative studies.
First, the period before 1914, when onl; jurisdictional powers were
effectively devolved on the local authority, the chief. Secondly, the
period which began with the introduction of the Northern Nigerian version
of indirect rule into the éouth by Lord Lugard, who was Governor of
Nigeria between 1914 and 1918. This period signified a golden age for the
British admininstrative representatives, the chiefs, who often became
more powerful in a much wider area than they could ever have been under
the traditional system. It was among other things their abuses of power
that bred resistance among the local population, giving rise to violent
outbreaks such as the Women Riots of 1929 in Eastern Nigeria. These
hostile reactions compelled the British to revise their system of local
go&ernment and to introduce the principle of decentralisation and of
increased representation, which gave the non-chiefly elements of the
subject societies--a.o. the educated-- more avenues for administrative
activities. Particularly the (parts of the) studies dealing with the
riots and outbreaks demonstrated the double theme of most new administra-
tive history: the impact of this changing policy of local government upon
Britain's Nigerian subjects; and the impact of the subjects upon the for-

mulation of British policy.

2. The Evolution of the Chieftaincy Institution.

Who were the African subjects whose experience of British admini-
stration was studied in the new administrative history? The chiefs
and their vicissitudes in the different phases of indirect rule re-
ceived most attention. Particularly the chief's enormous increase of
power in the period 1914-1931 featured in many studies. One of these was

J.A. Atanda's book "The New Oyo Empire - indirect rule and change in

Western Nigeria, 1894-1934"(1973), which related how the Alafin of

Oyo--the ineffective ruler of an empire which had declined as early
as the end of the eighteenth century--was made into the paramount
ruler of the whole of Yorubaland. This policy--based on erroneous
ideas of the earlier extent of the 0ld Oyo Empire and of the nature
of the authority of the traditional Alafin-- was responsible for the

British creation of a "Sole Native Authority" whose power and area
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of jurisdiction were definitely untraditional and artificial. In
this case the break-up of the New Oyo Empire (1931-1934) was not
the result of hostile reactions of the ordinary people, but of a
change of British policy and administrative personnel and the efforts
of the educated elite press}ng for more influence.

The evolution of the chieftaincy was also the central theme of
the first major publication of the University of Ife Press in 1970,

edited by M. Crowder and O. Ikime. 34) It was entitled "West African

Chiefs- their changing status under colonial rule and independence"”

and contained essays by almost all 'new administrative historians'
discussed in this section. J.A. Atanda, E.A. Ayandele and S.A. Akintoye 35)
described the changing status of chiefs in Yorubaland (resr. Oyo,

Ijebuland and Ekiti), all of whom saw their authority vastly increased

at one time between 1914 and 1950. Ph. Igbafe and O. Ikime analysed

the evolution of the chieftaincy in Benin and the Niger Delta, 36)

whereas A.I. Asiwaju introduced a comparative dimension into the

debate by comparing the status of two Western Yoruba rulers, one of

whom was living on the Nigerian side of the border (at that time

: . 37
English), the other on the Dahomean side--then French territory. )

3. Resistance to the British policy of local government, indirect rule.

The third major theme--corresponding to the third stage in the
development of indirect rule-~- was 'Nigerian' resistance to the British
policy of local government: The Women's Riot of 1929 in Eastern Nigeria
directed against the Native Court and Warrant Chief system was analysed
by A.E. Afigbo, 38) whereas O. Ikime described the Anti-Tax Riots in

Warri Province (1927-28), 39)

which were allegedly an expression of
general dissatisfaction with British rule, and were directed against
the African administrative personnel, in particular the warrant chiefs
and court scribes.

Both Afigbo and Ikime highlighted the formative influence of this
African reaction on the change of British colonial policy, outlined
above. For Afigbo the Women's Riot had an additional significance,

since it was allegedly the end of an epoch:

"This Women's Riot of 1929 was the last of the conservative
revolts against the colonial regime in Nigeria and for that
reason it is an important landmark in the history of the
nationalist movement...." 40).
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"After 1929 the movement for independence in Nigeria passed
completely into the hands of the educated elements and the
programme of a complete return to the pre-colonial status
quo was abandoned as untenable and undesirable'. 41)

Allegedly the Women's Riot brought home to both the British and the
Nigerians that not the traditional chiefly elements should be the
mainstay of the policy of educating the Nigerians for self-government,
but the detribalized minority. Afigbo was certainly stretching the
point, one feels, when he concluded:

"The dawn of this period of adjustment on two fronts indeed
marked the earliest beginnings of the end of the colonial

regime in Nigeria. Here we may see the place of popular reaction
to British rule in Eastern Nigeria in the movement for Nigerian
independence". 42)

This brings us to the questions of what the "new administrative historians"
considered to be the relevance of their studies to their own times.

Afigbo betrayed the by now familiar preoccupation with the continuity

of African history, when he located the roots of nationalism or '"the
origin of the movement for Nigerian independence" in the Woman's Riot
which was the subject of his article. This was a rather far-fetched

interpretation, one feels, which did not feature in his major work

"The Warrant Chiefs-Indirect rule in Southeastern Nigeria, 1891-1929"

(1972). In this work there was no evidence of an attempt to force

the Women's Riot into a nationalist framework. If anything was of
direct relevance to the twentieth-century predicament, it was Agifbo's
rehabilitation of Ibo traditional political systems, for he argued
that:

"The failure of the system (the Warrant Chief System, a form

of British indirect rule)is not primarily, as is usually thought,
an adverse commentary on the political organisation of the Ibo and
their neighbours, but on the ability of the British in the first
four decades of their rule to understand and solve the administra-
tive problems presented them by Ibo, Ibibio, Ijo and Ogojo society"

Although he modified his statement thus:

"To some extent, however, it also reflected the failure of the
natives to modify their indigenous system enough to meet the
needs of the changed times". 43)

This same element of rehabilitation was evident in Afigbo's article

4)

on Herbert Richard Palmer, in which he held British ignorance of
Nigeria, British prejudice and the lack of empiricism in the British

approach to local government in the period before 1930, rather than



103

supposed shortcomings of the decentralized political organisation of
the indigenous inhabitants, responsible for the failure of indirect

rule.

The attempt to relate the preoccupation of Nigerian academic
historians to the times and environment in which they wrote is one
of the stated purposes of this essay. It is a hazardous undertaking
however, particularly in the absence of manifesto-like statements
such as that of Afigbo mentioned above. The suggestions offered here
cannot claim to be more than tentative answers to the question of
why Nigerian historians turned in force to the study of colonial
history.
Before turning to the answers to this question, one should note that
"new administrative history" was not very different from "early"
Nigerian historiography. It showed most of the limitations and im-
balances characteristic of the research done on the Scramble era:
It showed the same almost exclusive concern with political history.
It dealt with 6ne factor of change only, i.e. the Colonial Administra-
tion, at the expense of many other external and interxrnal factors of
change operative during the colonial period: Social, ideoclogical, re-
ligious, economic, etc. This limitation is inherent to administrative
history everywhere and always, irrespective of the fact whether it is
written from the perspective of the ruler or the ruled. Yet even within
this administrative approach, the priority given to political aspects
and effects was obvious in the new administrative history. In some
studies, such as that by A.I. Asiwaiju, 45) the social, economic and
cultural impact of the colonial administration did feature, it is
true, but in general the machinery of local government and its poli-
tical implications for the subjects received most attention.

It is significant that this bias has been criticised from
within the ranks of the "new administrative historians" themselves.
A.E. Afigbo disapproved of the study of British and French administrative
systems in West Africa through a study of the changing status of the
chief,

"for it accepts the partial vision of the African socio-political
reality which bedevilled European policies and their practical
application".



"Only through an investigation of the fates and fortunes of not
only the chiefs, but also those other social, political, ritual
and ideological institutions which helped to give African king-
ship and leadership their characteristic form, can we come to a
proper appreciation of the extent toc which the West African
chief was de-Africanized under colonial rule: French or British
style". 46)

The new administrative history was 'limited' in another sense, namely,
in the geographical area it studied, i.c. what used to be British
Souther Nigeria. In this respect it was again comparable to the

'early' Nigerian historiography, and the same is true for the third
limitation of new administrative history:

The tendency to write the history of "the cream of society" rather

than that of the common people. In the historical studies dealing

with the pre-colonial and Scramble era this partiality in favour of

the so-called aristocracy expressed itself in the pre-occupation with
the chiefs who resisted British encroachment. In the new administrative
history this traditional, local elite was put into the limelight again,
since they headed local government; while the educated elite--as clerks
in charge of the various departments of the administration-- featured

in these studies to a lesser extent. The masses came in only occasionally,
e.g. when the riots, which flared up from time to time, were analysed.
E.A. Ayandele, writing in 1969, took the "new administrative historians"
to task for neglecting the common people, and noted:

"These accounts, largely because of the nature of the
documentary sources on which they have relied give prominence
to the British and to the two classes of patricians, and ignore
the unlettered masses”. 47)

Ayandele was right, I believe, in contending that to the masses--
he was referring to the Ijebu masses in particular--

"...a history of British rule, portrayed through the spectacles
of the Native Administration, would not be acceptable as their
history". 48)

Perhaps Ayandele exaggerated, for some authors did bring out the
common people's perception of colonial rule: A.I. Asiwaju's chapter
on the Protest Migrations from the French to the British side of the
(present) Dahomey-Nigeria border was a good illustration of this

concern with the common people.
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He even tried to retrace popular sentiments towards French and British
local administration through an analysis of popular songs and the names
pecople gave to their newly created settlements. 49) Afigbo's moving
account of how he tried to involve women in nis research cn the Women's
Rict of 1929 demonstrated this same concern with the perception of co-
lonial rule by the common people, in spite of the fact that in this
particular case he had to give up his attempt when a ninety-year old
lady literally shovelled him out of her hut with a broom. 20 Ayandele’s

criticism may have been unfair, also since the gap between elite and
. . 51)
masses was not as wide as Ayandele would have one believe.

Apart of all this, generally speaking, Ayandele was quite right to say
that the "new administrative historians" did not portray British co-
lonial practice as perceived and experienced by the common people, but
as experienced by the chiefs.
Concluding one can say that new administrative history “"rewrote" from
an African perspective the history of the colonial period as Dike and
Ajayi had "rewritten" the history of the Scramble era. There were no
essential differences; both groups of historians had the same "academic
world view", or-- to use the term of Thomas S. Kuhn, they belonged to
the same "paradigm community". >2)
Returning to the question of why Nigerian historians turned to the
study of the colonial past, one should take into account first cf all
the internal forces of change operative within the historical profession,
the internal evolution of the discipline. The historians of the second
academic generation may have turned to the study of the colonial pericd
simply because it had not yet been covered by the first Nigerian academic
historians. Also the source material for the colonial period was as
abundant or even more abundant than for the late pre-colonial and Scramble
era: The local colonial archives in district and divisional capitals were
relatively unexplored and ready at hand for students deing their post-
graduate research in Nigeria itself. The same was true for oral evidence,
which could be collected by students-- often in their own ethnic group--
from people who had actually lived through the colonial era, and who
had been eye-witnesses of the events under study. This represented not
only an excellent opportunity for research in Nigeria, but an urgent task

as well in view of the age of many informants.
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Another possible explanation might be the influence of the British
academic tradition, in which African history had always been regarded
as a subdivision of Imperial or Colonial History, and which had always been
preoccupied with questions of policy-making and administration. Re-
writing this type of British colonial history--changing the Eurocentric
for an African focus--implied a change in interpretation and evaluation,
but not necessarily discarding the specific preoccupations and limita-
tions of this type of history as a whole. It may be noted that at

least two "new administrative historians" (A.E. Afigbo and 0. Ikime)
wrote their Ph.D. theses under the supervision of a Nigerian historian
(i.c. J.C. Anene) who had been trained in the British tradition of Co-
lonial Administrative history.

As for the political, social and economic environment in which the
Nigerian historians wrote their studies, this is very difficult to
measure. Although all "new administrative historians" overtly rejected
the "colonialist" colonial history which they pledged to rewrite, they
did not 'manifest' their views of the relevance of their own historical
research.

Was there a relation between the major themes of the new administra-
tive history and the problems of internal administration or local govern-
ment which beset Nigeria after independence? >3)
I have not come across any direct reference to current administrative
problems in the new administrative historical works, althcugh generally
Nigerian historians are quick to seize opportunities to emphasize the
direct social and political relevance of their research. Moreover, most
of the studies described the fortunes of the "native authorities", in
particular the chiefs, only until the 1940s or 1950s, with the excep-
tion of "West African Chiefs", edited by M. Crowder and O. Ikime (1970).
Nevertheless, even if there was no direct relation between historical
analysis and current political issues, this is not to say that the
historians under study were not concerned with the problems of an un-
digested colonial heritage with which Nigeria was struggling.

This was evident from the way A.I. Asiwaju defined the relevance of
his comparative study of British and French administrative practice
in Western Yorubaland (i.e. at present the area on both sides of the

Nigerian/Dahomean border).
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"Essentially then the book was originally conceived as an academic
exercise", >4) he admitted, but at a time when West African states
were trying to realize a political, cultural and economic harmonisation
through the establishment of common institutions, the study might be of
practical use; it might help government policy makers and planning
authorities to arrive at a more detailed appreciation of the historical
framework and problems involved.

Another effort to contribute to a solution--or at least under-

standing—- of one aspect of the undigested colonial heritage was the

study by O. Ikime called "Niger Delta Rivalry: Itsekiri-Urhobo Rela-

tions and the European Presence 1884-1936" (1969). This work was

unique among the new administrative historical works since it examined
the impact of British conquest &nd British administration upon twd
Nigerian ethnic groups, or rather upon the mutual relations of two
Nigerian ethnic groups, the Itsekiri and the Urhobo. Ikime expressed
the hope that his study would be relevant to modern Nigeria since it

threw light upon:

" the tension between the Itsekiri and the Urhcbo which

has been a noticeable feature of contemporary politics, has
its roots in the colonial period".

"Hence, although the present work is essentially a case study,
it is hoped that it may serve to inspire work on similar lines,
which should ultimately be of national significance”. 55)

In his desire to write history that would be of relevance to the
nation Ikime conformed to the programme "manifested" in the early
sixties. Yet, in contrast with the early Nigerian historians, Ikime's
frame of reference was no longer the anti-colonial struggle for in-
dependence, oOr African nationalism, but national disunity; that is

to say, the phenomenon of ethnic "nationalism" or tribalism at the
time of writing: The Nigerian Civil War (1967-1970).

Tkime did show no preoccupation with demonstrating the (trans-) con-
tinuity of the precolonial and post-colonial era, but highlighted the
changes which took place during the colonial period. The search for
origins was not a search for the origins of present success (such as
anti-colonial resistance or early African "nationalism") but an
attempt to locate the origin and trace the causes of a national disease,
namely ethnic strife.

Tkime traced the Itsekiri-Urhobo relations through each phase of

British activity in the Niger Delta:
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-In the pre-colonial era the two groups were more or less in balance,
but this balance was upset by the slave trade, and even more by the
abolition of the slave trade which gave rise to the Itsekiri practice
of incorporating Urhobo slaves into their social system, instead of
exporting them. .

-The era of the Itsekiri chief Nana (1884-1894), who exploited his
position on the coast to dominate Urhobo-Eurcpean trade, strenghtened
the tendency towards‘inequality of the two groups.

-The period of British penetration into Urhoboland (1821-1914) on the
one hand favoured the Itsekiri whom the British used as their in-
struments in the occupation of Urhoboland; on the other hand it
steadily undermined the Itsekiri position as middlemen of the Urhobo-
European trade.

-In 1914 the British made the Itsekiri chief Dogho paramount chief
of both Itsekiri and Urhobo. This led to great resentment among the
Urhobo who had to share common judicial institutions with the Itsekiri
by whom they were dominated in every field.

-In the 1930s finally, the reorganisation of indirect rule, which re-
sulted in separate institutions for both groups, enhanced the
cohesion of each and emphasized their separateness.

"At the end of the period covered by this work the Itsekiri
and Urhobo stood face to face in two organized blccs each
extremely touchy about its "ancient" rights and competing
with each other in the achievement of progress". 56)

In what way could Ikime's study be of national significance? How did
Ikime contribute to a solution of the phenomenon of "ethnic nationalism"
or tribalism, which he called "one of Nigeria's major problems at the
time of writing" (i.e. 1969). 57)

He did so through his attempt to demythologize Itsekiri-Urhobo history;
through the destruction of historical myths not invented by the Europeans
this time, but by the Itsekiri and Urhobo themselves. His study was an
exercise in the demythologization of Nigerian history as it was inter-
preted and used by both Itsekiri and Urhobo who based claims and counter-
claims on former 'rights' and power. Thus Ikime set out to disprove the
Itsekiri myth that the Urhobo had been Itsekiri slaves, by demonstrating
that the Urhobo integrated into the Itsekiri social systems were slaves
which could no longer be exported as a result of abolition, or who were

actually temporary pledges in case of insolvency.
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Ikime also disproved the Urhobo myth that the Itsekiri were responsible
for the establishment of British control over Urhoboland by stating that:

"...the decisive factor in this regard were clearly British
military patrols and the freguent visits of British political
officers". 58)

In the 1930s the Itsekiri had argued that Chief Dogho was the best
evidence for Itsekiri overrule over the Urhobo in years past, and hence,
by implication in the present. Ikime disproved this myth since

"Dogho was the instrument of British power rather than the
Itsekiri power",

and,

"(...) the Urhobo constantly protested against the authority
exercised over them by Dogho'".

Ikime continued:

"Indeed the career of Dogho is the best illustration of how
the policies of the British administration led to the growth
of conflict between the Itsekiri and the Urhobo". 59)

The question of who was responsible was crucial to Ikime's study:

"As the phenomenon of "ethnic nationalism" or tribalism is

one of Nigeria's major problems at the time of writing, one

may be permitted to pose the question of what has been responsible
for the tensions and conflicts discussed in this work.

It is easy to see the conflicts as arising from British colonial
policies. While this is largely true, it is to be stressed

that British colonial policy was not deliberately formulated

to produce tensions and conflicts.

(...) In a sense, therefore, the issue can be seen as one of

the problems of adjustment to a new political and social

order imposed by the colonial power". 60)

This then was the moral of the story: That not the Itsekiri and Urhoko
were to blame, but that impersonal factors of geography (cocast versus

hinterland) 61)

and social adjustment; and to some extent the former
colonizer was responsible for tribal tension in the present. This
conclusion could indeed claim to contribute to clearing the atmosphere
between the Itsekiri and Urhobo and to point the way to future peace

and cooperation between them.

C. Other Nigerian Historical Works dealing with the Colonial Era.

Not all colonial administrative history written after 1965 was

"new administrative history". T.N. Tamuno's study "Nigeria and Elective

Representation 1923-1947" (1966) had hardly anything in common with new
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administrative history, apart from an interest in the machinery of
administration. The book was essentially a survey of all elections
to the Nigerian Legislative Council, from the introductiocon of the
elective principle in 1923 until 1947. It was a "technical" study,
dealing with the regulations governing qualifications for the
franchise and the conduct of the elections. It described the rise
of political parties, the social, educational and ethnic background
of the candidates, and the actual course of events in all elections
from 1923 to 1947. These elections were a very small affair. For
nearly three decades (until 1951) Nigeria had only four elected
representatives (three from Lagos and one from Calabar), who made
up a numerically insignificant minority of the Legislative Council.
Hence-- in contrast to what the title of the book suggested-- only
the political scene of the capital, Lagos, was actually described. Yet,
it is not so much the narrowness of the stage, or the small number
of candidates involved that made the book's approach so 'narrow'.

2)

The book was "bloodless" since it was limited to the political
machinery, deliberately excluding the stuff of politics. The activi-
ties of the elected members, their interaction with other (nominated)
members of the Council and with the rest of the Lagos community did
not figure at all.

The claim that this study was of "a certain topical interest" for
thé Nigerian political scene anno 1966, when "this whole question of
the functioning of the electoral system in Nigeria and the distribution
of the national vote" 63) were once agaln raised, was not very con-
vincing, for the only conclusion of Tamuno's study was this: That
in spite of the fact that the number of elective seats in Nigeria
stagnated for almost a quarter of a century, the experiment of 1922,
giving a - severely limited - franchise to Nigeria for use in Legislative
Council election was allegedly "a fairlv successful experiment”.
"Nigerians were not found incapable of using the franchise" 64), noxr
should this stagnaticn be attributed to Nigerian apathy.
The preoccupation with the technical aspects of colonial administration
does not make for fascinating reading. This holds true as well for
another contribution to Nigeria's administrative history by Tamuno,

"The Police in Modern Nigeria 1961 - 1965-- Origins, Development and

Rolef (1970). In spite of Tamuno's disavowal in the Preface, his work
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was an "official"™ history, not only heavily dependent on official sources,
but also written from an "official"” point of view. As his critic in the
Journal of African History had it, 65) Tamuno did not delve beyond the
official answers. Hence instead of an analysis of the police within the
context of Nigerian history and society one is presented with the police's
own conceﬁtualization of their rcle and function in society. Discussing
the question of police corruption, for example, Tamuno was overtly apo-
logetic, presenting the reader with arguments such as these: That after
all the problems conffonting the police were very complex and that "their
particular duties in crime control exposed them to regular contact with
criminals and other shady characters of the underworld" 66).

The best illustration of Tamuno's "ocfficial" approach was the fact that
he evaluated the 104 years the Nigerian police existed in terms of public
funds and government attention:

"On the whole, as far as the records go, the role of the
modern police forces in Nigeria during the period 1861-1965
considerably justified the money spent on them from public
funds and the attention given to them by the British and-
Nigerian governments". 67)

Tamuno's study was essentially concerned with the period after 1930. Yet
he did bring in the precolonial background by analysing the apparatus

of precolonial communities to maintain law and order and to prevent, de-
tect and punish crime.

"The examination of the traditional law enforcement agencies
has revealed that even in pre-colonial communities such
institutions were adequate to their task. It has also been
demonstrated that Nigerian communities then were not lawless
or disorderly". 68)

This concern with the rehabilitation of the precolonial institutions
as well as with demonstrating their continued performance during the
colonial period, may be interesting in view of similar concerns
pointed out above. However, the argumentation was not very convincing,

nor did it have any manifest relevance to the rest of the study.

It would be incorrect to contend that all studies of Nigeria's
colonial past written by Nigerian historians belonged to the category
of administrative or new administrative history. There were exceptions:
An economic history of Nigeria from 1860 to 1960 was written by the

economist R.O. Ekundare. (69) "The History of Educational Policy in

Nigeria from 1842 to 1939" was analysed in the unpublished Ph.D.thesis

of the historian A. Fajana (Ibadan 1969), whereas the educationalist
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A. Babs Fafunwa updated and published "A History of Nigerian Education
(1928-1970)". 0)

However, these studies formed a numerically insignificant part of the
Nigerian historiography dealing with the colonial period, and will not
be discussed in this essayvfor reasons of time, space and coherence

of the argument.

A historiographical survey can never cover everything, and can only
rarely be completely up to date. Nevertheless a short locok at Nigerian
historiography dealing with contemporary history -here used in the sense
of history of the post-1945 era-- is indispensable, even if only to con-

clude that it is next to non-existent.
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CHAPTER EIGHT

Nigerian Historiography on the Recent Past

Until the early seventies there was practically no work of
professional Nigerian hystoriography which dealt with the pericd
after 1945. The study of the recent past was only rarely the concern
of professional historical research and was generally left to
political scientists. Why this was so is hard to say. Was research
on contemporary affairs hindered by a repressive political atmosphere?
Was it neglected because the archives for the recent period were
not yet accessible to the historian? Or did the preoccupaticn with
pre-colonial and colonial history leave the historian no time for
research into the recent past? After all, the number of professiona-
Nigerian historians in the decade following independence was limited--
even if it was enormous by West African standards.

Howbeit, new works attempting to fill this gap are on their way.
The Nigerian Civil War was the subject of a study by 0. Balogun
entitled "The tragic years: Nigeria in crisis 1966-1970" (1973)1),
while A.B. Aderibigbe announced studies (or a cooparative study?) on
the Nigerian Civil War by O. Ikime, J.F.A. Ajayi, A.B. Aderibigbe
and A. Smith (British)2).
The discussion here will be limited to G.0. Olusanya, author of
quite a number of articles in professional journals such as the
Journal of Modern African Studies, Odu, Africa Quarterly and the

Journal of the Historical Society of Nigeria, and of a more substantial

work—--based on his Toronto Ph.D. thesis--entitled "The Second World War

and Politics in Nigeria 1939-1653" (1973).

Subject of the book was the rise and development of the nationalist
movement in Nigeria during and after the Second World War. In a sense
Olusanya continued where Tamuno (1966) left off, but in contrast to
the latter Olusanya focussed upon the politics of protest. In his
second chapter, for example--dealing with the constitutional and
political development from 1914 to 1939-- Olusanya did not attempt

to disentangle the technical niceties of the Constitution of 1922,

which introduced a Legislative Council for Lagos, but instead,
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analysed the complaints and demands of the Nigerian representatives

to this Council. Next (in the chapters 3 to 5) Olusanya discussed

those factors which influenced the growth of Nigerian nationalism

before 1939: The missionary factor, the First World War and the

Pan Negro Movement, the Indian example, the activities of West African
students in London, the impact of the Italo-Ethiopian crisis and the
emergence of the first National Political Organisation (i.e. the

Nigerian Youth Movement) in 1934. During the war (1939-1945) the

politics of protest were continued but the period of organised

political activity, witnessing the emergence of mass political parties
did not begin until after 1945, for reasons elaborated in chapter five.
From 1945 until 1950 the Nigerian nationalist movement went through a
short period or political radicalism which petered out in a bickering

on constitution making and in ethnic and regional hostilities.

The period 1951-1953 witnessed a dead-lock in the Nigerian constitutional
deliberations over the question of regional representation at the Centre,
and a polarisation of the three Regions (Northern, Western and Southern
Nigeria) and the three major ethnic groups, the Hausa, Yoruba and Ibo.
Olusanya was very bitter about this period:

"The period after 1950 which witnessed the entrenchment of
ethnic politics in Nigeria was therefore the most uninspiring
in the history of the nationalist movement in the country". 3)

This then was, I feel, the most striking aspect of Ojusanya's study,
its highly critical, even negative attitude towards the Nigerian
4)

nationalist movement.

"Unfortunately, as a result of uninspiring and poor leadership,
and the complex nature of the Nigerian society, the anti-colonial
forces that emerged as a result of the war i.e. the Second
World Wor in Nigeria were unable to combine and seize the
initiative of the colonial administration, as they had done in
Ghana". 5)

This was a far cry from the positive attitudes implicit in the works

of O. Ikime, E.A. Ayandele and J.F.A. Ajayi. Again one wonders why
Olusanya's attitude was more negative. Was it the result of the fact
that his study ended in 1953, indeed a low-point in the development of
the nationalist movement? Or was it the result of the fact that Olusanya
wrote the book at a low-point in the country's post-independence

development? Not at the moment of euphoria and joy about the achievement
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of independence and victory cver the colonial enemy, but in the aftermath
of the Civil War. It was to this negative experience that Olusanya referred
and the end of his book:

"Unfortunately, the inability to transcend ethnic loyalties in
politics has continued in the post-indevendence pariod. This factor
combined with corruption, selfishness, lack of idealism and the
absence of a sound, dynamic and disciplined leadership,
responsible for plunging the countrv into civil war". 5)

.

There was only one phase of the Nigerian natiocnalist movement of which

Olusanya approved, namely the short-lived period of radicalism (1048-50)

< y

in particular the Zikist Movement, called after Dr. Nnamdi Azikiwe, who
was to become Nigeria's first president:

"The period when they were in existence was an exciting one in
the political history of Nigeria. It is a period Nigerians can
look back on and be proud of. The Zikists demonstrated the noble
ideal of self-sacrifice in the nation's cause. They were thereby
the only true nationalist Nigeria has ever produced”. 7)

If there was any continuity in Nigerian history in the eyes of Olusanya,
it was not "Nigerian" nationalism, anti-European resistance, political
acumen or organizational talent etc. -- as the earlier professional historians

had it -- but the inability to transcend ethnic loyalties in politics.
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2. A.B. Aderibigbe (1973).
3. G.O. Olusanya (1973), p. 113.
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6. idem, p. 163.
7. G.0O. Olusanya (1966), p. 133.
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CHAPTER NINE

Conclusions

This historiographical essay does not claim to be complete.
Nevertheless it is possible to arrive at some general conclusions as
to what have been the most significant features of Wigerian historio-
graphy during the period under study, and as to what developmeits and
shifts in focus have taken place.

In this section we will also try to link up again with African
histcriography written by both Africans and Western scholars, aﬁd,u'
;éturh to the more general framework with which we began.

A conclusion which forces itself upon the reader of this essay

{(as well as upon the student of Nigerian historiography) is that

" most Nigerian historical studies are studies in political history.

This is true for the studies dealing with the Scramble Era and with
the impact of European presence and conguest upon African political

systems. It is also true for colonial history written by Nigerians, - s

the bulk of which was made up-- as we have seen-by 'new administrétive?
history", which evaluated the impact of British administration upon

the traditional political organisation of the various subject peoples.
Even the few contributions to contemporary history by Nigerians (i.é)
those by Olusanya) centred upon the political movements and parties
leading to (political) independence.

This preoccupation with political history was closely related to *the
overemphasis on certain social (elite) groups and the relative neglect
of the ordinary people. These aspects have been argued convincingly
throughout this essay-- I believe-- and need not detain us here.
Apparently these imbalances are not typical of Nigerian historiography
only: Thomas Hodgkin-- himself one of the Westexrn pionéers of African
History-- admitted that the Africanist historians of the latec [ifties
and early sixties were excessively concerned with what he called for

1

the sake of brevity "state-centred history".
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Leooking back to "where the paths began" he even gave some reasons
for this one-sided concentration upon the political history of the
elite:

"

... the nature of the evidence--chronicles, correspondence,
praise-documents generally tend to mirror the lives of the
ruling families; concern to establish a werking chronology
(dynasties have more and better dates than "the short and
simple annals of the poor"); desire to explode the cclonial
stereotype, with its confused, and confusing, categories

of the 'tribal', 'primitive', 'stagnant' and the like." 2)

Christopher Wrigley's criticism of early African historiography
written by African and European scholars was even more ruthless.

"...just as the political scientists have conditioned us to
believe that "nation-building" is the great theme of
contemporary African politics, so too the historians, during
the same period, have been teaching us to see state-formation
as the dominant and almost the only significant theme of
earlier history. (...) African and Afrcophile historians
felt that they had to demonstrate that Africans were nct
inherently incapable of governing states". 3)

According to Wrigley this resulted in a description of the African
past "in terms of the construction and expansion of governmental
systems and as seeing it as moving always to its grand climacteric,
the emergence of the New Independent States of the later twentieth
century". 4l In Wrigley's eyes the early African historiography

was not only too exclusively political history and history "written
almost exclusively from the point of view of Africa's present
ruling class" 5), it was also anachronistic history distorting the

past in order to make it the hand-maiden of the present.

"Thus assumptions about the political present were fed into
the study of history, and from there they were fed back into
the present with enormously enhanced power". 6)

In the Manifestoes of African historians analyvsed above, we have
seen that it was their stated purpose to validate the new states
intellectually by showing them to be the culmination of a long
evolutionary trend. This was to be the relevance of their historical
research, which was to be "action de salut public”. The same
preoccupation with rehabilitation, with revealing the (trans-)
continuity of the Nigerian past has been shown to be characteristic

of many works of Nigerian historiography.



In their rejection of this early African historiography some
European Africanists have gone as far as to say that African Studies
are in a state of crisis. 7 What was meant by this? T.0. Ranger
in his article entitled "Towards a Usable African Past", distinguished
several aspects of this crisis: in the USA the crisis had both
intellectual aspects (a loss of interest in African histecry in
favour of general questions of methodology) and economic aspects
(the falling away of job opportunities for graduates in African
history; the severe cut-back in graduate research grants; the collapse
of much Africanist publishing). In Britain the crisis was evident
in the disappearance of the old excitement and commitment. In Africa
the sense of crisis alledgedly expressed itself in a wide-spread
disenchantment with African historiography as artificial and distant
from real issues. 8) It is this last aspect that concerns us here.
According to Ranger younger students and intellectuals within Africa
found present African historiography useless to them:

"They see African historiography as having contributed exclusively
to cultural nationalism. The African past has been important

as a source of pride and sometimes as a legitimising charter

for the present regimes. But, the young radicals object,

the poor and hungry cannot eat past cultural achievements,

and in any case contemporary regimes merely manipulate a

version of the past and in practice often display a commitment

to modernist transformation which disregards African realities". 9)

Reasons for their disenchantment were according to Ranger a.o. the
largely political emphasis of most African historical writing and the
neglect of economic or agricultural, and conceptual history.

He advocated a history that would be "usable" and relevant to young
African radicals. This "usable" historiogréphy should consist
essentially of regional, social and economic studies which would
focus upon the material way of life of the people as well as their

modes of thought, 10) upon the problem of poverty; of development

11
and decline in rural areas. ) Ranger referred mainly to the
East African context. If we return to Nigerian historiography we
must conclude that there is no sign of crisis whatsoever. Maybe

Cc. Fyfe was correct in suggesting in his Introducticen that:

"Perhaps in their readiness to diagnose crisis, Africanists,

Whig or radical are (...) interpreting as a crisis in African
studies their own failure to solve (as they somehow feel it their
responsibility to solve) Africa's problems". 12)
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Indeed the aspects of crisis mentioned by Ranger are all absent in
Nigeria: African publishing flourishes; opportunities for graduates
in African Studies appear to be still rosy, since four universities
and two university colleges have been added to the six universities
in existence before 1975. There is no sign of either an economic

or an intellectual crisis in Nigerian historiocgraphy.

Even Ranger himself admitted that the Nigerian participants of the
Edinburgh conference to which he himself delivered his paper,

"_ .. made it clear that in their view the achievements of
Nigerian academic historians-- as represented by the Ibadan
history series-- were still very much a source of legitimate
pride and the kind of topics they had explored were still
very relevant to the intellectual concerns of the Nigerian
nation". 13)

One might think of several reasons for the absence of this crisis,
e.g. the boom of the universities, or the economic boom of Nigeria

in general. But there is another, much more important reason.
Nigerian historiography-- as we have seen-- was not static; it was
constantly shifting focus and revising its approaches. It is this
continuous process of adaptation, of internal evolution that makes
the occurence of a crisis which was to shock Nigerian historians

out of their current approaches to African history unnecessary and
superfluous.

E.A. Ayandele denounced five major imbalances of Nigerian historio-
graphy in 1969, as we have seen more than once in this essay.

But the revision of the existing approach and emphasis was not

only professed in new "Manifestoes", it manifested itself also in
actual research: the overemphasis on the Scramble (or late pre-
colonial) period in the first works of professional Nigerian
historiography was corrected by a range of studies dealing with
Nigeria's colonial past. The overemphasis on the questiocn of

African reaction to European action was balanced by the studies of
S.A. Akintoye, B. Bwe, and E.J. Alagoa a.o. who examined the internal
dynamics of African precolonial history and developments which did
not result from outside, European impulses. The unduly large attention
given to the largest ethnic groups, and to the centralised {coastal)
city-states was balanced by studies of highly fragmented, "stateless"

or decentralised societies, as is evidenced by E.J. Alagoa and O. Ikime's
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4)

most recent studiecs. ! As for the relative neglect of Northern
Nigeria, this will be remedied very soon by research which has

been completed but has not been published as yet, and by Ph.D. theses
still in preparation. 15)

There is an evolution in the use of oral traditions; not only do

they feature more prominenﬁiy among the historical sources of more
recent historians than they did in the work of K.O. Dike and

J.F.A. Ajayi; also a more "scientific", i.e. veriafiable way of
referring to oral evidence has evolved as is evident from the work

of E.J. Alagoa and J.A. Atanda. 1e)
The most significant development in Nigerian historiography is, no
doubt, the trend away from largely political history of the upper
layers of society which was characteristic of early Nigerian histcrical
writing, and a movement towards social and economic history of the

common people.

"Political problems have largely dominated historical discussions
of the Yoruba country in the nineteenth century and have tended
to obscure a consideration of other interesting developments
which took place during that period",

said Bolanle Awe at the
beginning of her article "Militarism and Economic Development in
Nineteenth Century Yoruba country: the Ibadan Example'. 17 The paper
itself dealt with the social and economic consequences of the political
and military crisis which characterised the first half of the nineteenth
century.
A.E. Afigbo apparently left the field of new administrative history
for economic history, for his article on "Trade and Trade Routes in

18) . . .
was conceived "as a contribution to

Nineteenth Century Nsukka"
this area of micro-studies of trade and trade routes in Southeastern
Nigeria, based mainly on oral traditions, since it concerns an area

. . 1
neglected by both colonial and nationalist governments'. 9)

In his contribution to the Edinburgh Seminar of 8 November 1974
the economic historian A.G. Hopkins did not speak about African
historiography in terms of "crisis" as his colléague T.0. Ranger did.
Hopkins referred to the changes which had taken place in African

historiography in terms of a change of heart, in terms of a loss of

optimism which he located somewhere in the late 1960s. About early
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African historiography of the first years after independencc Hopkins
said:

“This was the moment of optimism, when economists seemed
capable of planning prosperity for the underdeveloped world,
when socioclogists and social psychologists felt certain they
could convert Weberian Traditional Man into a Marshallian
maximiser, and when systems analysis seemed to have reached
the point where political scientists knew what inputs
throughputs and outputs were needed to maintain stability

in a decolonised world. History, too, partly by accident,
partly by design, had a role to play in legitimating the

new nation states. Hence the stress laid on the creativity
of African cultures, the prominence given to famous African
leaders, and the emphasis placed on the importance and, by
sleight of mind, the desirability of large unitary states". 20)

Why did this loss of optimism occur? It occurred in the face cof the
enduring and in some cases deepening problems of the Third World.
"The problem-solvers" active at the moment of optimism mentioned

above "have lost some of their funds, much of their status and

virtually all their élan", 21)

... since Western capitalism has so far failed to solve the
problems of the Third World and is itself experiencing a
profound crisis, it is not surprising that the main drive
behind the current revival of history (compare this to

T.0. Ranger's concept of crisis!)comes from a radical
vessimism which draws its inspiration, though not always

its teaching, from Marx.

"Relevance" is still the test of the new historic vérité

as it was in the early 1960s, but now the purpose of history
is to locate the roots of underdevelopment rather than to
legitimate post-colonial states. Today, economists, political
sociologists and political historians are turning to
economic history for an explanation of the present and for

a guide to the future". 22)

Is this loss of optimism also perceptible in Nigerian historiography?

A loss of optimism did occur, I believe, but it appears tc have

heen caused not so much by a confrontation with the reality of poverty
and underdevelopment, as by a confrontation with the reality of national
disunity and tribalism in the Civil War.

The absence of a crisis in Nigerian historiography does not signify

that it stagnaced in the early phase in which it was designed to
legitimize and to inspire the new state, and in which it tended

to depict all earlier history as leading up to the present political
status quo. The shift in focus from the Scramble Era to the colonial

period in itself implied a rejection of the principle of (trans-)



126

continuity between the pre- and postcolconial period and an attempt
to come to terms with the colonial legacy. Even if most of the "new
administrative historians' did not define the relevance of their
study in terms of contributions to the solution of current problems
which beset the Nigerian state; and even if most of them did not take
their subjects as far as 1960, they were in any case no longer
concerned with legitimizing present success. At times the historians
have shown themselves critical of the politicians running the state
and sceptical towards the military government in power since 1966, 23)
for even if the commitment to a strong and unified nation was still
present, the blind optimism and faith in the political leaders
and the actual course of events was gone. Thislpessimism was most
evident in G.O. Olusanya's negative evaluation of the Nigerian
nationalist movement, and his belief in the continuity of Nigeria's
inability to overcome ethnic divisions. Obaro Ikime actually set
out to reveal the colonial roots of present problems and failure:
inter-tribal tensions. His study was an excellent illustration  of
the evolution of Nigerian historiography from history serving present
success to a history concerned with present failure.
As for the trend away from political history towards social and
economic history, as yet there is no sign of a preoccupation with
problems of poverty and underdevelopment, nor from any "radicalism"
on the part of the historian, to which T.O. Ranger_and A.G. Hopkins
referred in statements gquoted above.

In contrast to A.G. Hopkins I will not hazard a prediction
of future directions and developments of Nigerian historiography
on the basis of reading a selection of academic palms, gauging the
atmosphere at some current conferences and shuffling the biblio-
graphical cards of recent publications. 24) Holland would be hardly
the right place to attempt such an undertaking. Yet, I hope to have
pointed out correctly the new trends in Nigerian historiography.
Also I hope to have made plausible my suggestion that Nigerian
historians—-- constantly reinforced by new levies of Ph.D. students--
are flexible enough not to need a "crisis" to be shocked out of

their current approaches to African history.
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Notes to Chapter Nine:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.

23.
24.

Hodgkin (1976), p. 15.
iden.

Wrigley (1971), pp. 117-8.
idem, p. 118.

idem, p. 123.

idem, p. 122,

Fyfe, C. (1976), p. 2. This suggestion was regularly made on this
Seminar in honour of Basil Davidson's sixtieth birthday, held at
the Centre of African Studies of the University of Edinburgh, on

8 November 1974; e.g. by T.0. Ranger (historiography), Ann Seidman
(economics) Kenneth King (education).

. Ranger (1976), p. 17

idem, p. 21.

idem, p. 26.

idem, p. 25.

Fyfe, C. (1976), p. 4.

Ranger (1976}, p. 17.

E.J. Alagoa (1972) and (1969); O. Ikime (1973) and (i974).
A.B. Aderibigbe (1973).

J.A. Atanda (1973), p. 309ff.
B, Awe (1973), p. 65.

A.E. Afigbo (1973).

idem, p. 78.

Hopkins (1976), pp. 31-32.
idem, p. 32.

idem. He referred to Samir Amin, W. Rodney, I. Wallexstein,

R.A. Austen, E.A. Alpers, the French economic anthropologists

M. Godelier, E. Terray and Cl. Meillassoux, and John Iliffe.

T.0. Ranger referred to six Tanzanian M.A. students and W. Ochiengy.
Compare G.C.Mutiso (1973), p. 153: The second generation academics
generally "matured intellectually in the mid- and later 1960s,

when the euphoria of Independence was wearing off. They are basically
cynics, as reflected in the literary writings of the mid-1960s. They
are the children of despair. They recognize that juridical independence
led to neo-colonialism and the indirect control of critical
institutions of the society". Mutiso dicd not refer to them as
"radicals'", however.

O. Ikime (1970), p. 308; and (1969), p. 272.
A.G. Hopkins (1976), p. 31.
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