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T - The estabkishment of a Jjournal specifically concerned with
method in African history is to be welcomed, However, the early
issues of the Journal have demonstrated that the content of th e
term method is itself at stake., The great majority of contri-
“butions to date have seized on a narrow and liriting conception of
method as the development of techniques of collecting and evelua-

iﬁﬁ%ilk%@i-l The necessity of such techniques is not in question, but
but they are subordinate to, and indeed partially determined

by, a broader and more fundamental conception of ~ethod as the

- principles of investigation and explanation in scientific pracii-

23;2 There are historians who do not regard the productionof his-
torical knowledge as a scientific enterprise, hence subject to
certain theoretical demands, and they would not want to.5 Accor—-
dingly, they need not read on, but we are confident that there
~are others who are interested in method in the second sense and
who may also have noticed its virtual absence in the pages of
this journal,

On the other hand, it would be disingenuous to imply that
a common interest in method in the broader and more fundamental
sense is sufficient ground for agreement. Our argument in
what follows derives from an understanding of historical
materialism that has nothing in comiion with the stereotyped
views held by its bourgeois critics., Our central concern is
with method as the principles of constructing scientific ex=-
‘planations. DBut what is to be explained? ‘e attempt to show
.that method - necessérily' starts with the correct posing of
“questions, as well as bearing on their investigation. Ilioreover,
. we regard~inVestigqtionVand explanation as pre-eminently
- theoretical activities pursued within distinctive theoretical

frameworks which determine the content and uses of empirical

~

knowledge, The form of our presentation is extremely schematic
which is régrettable but unavoidable within the limits of a sin-
gle essay. The theme itself is, in principle, an all-embracing
one and, in addition, we are unable to sart from any assumption
tha¥®) our conception of the issues is shared by those who may read
this essay.,
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Therefore the presentation is compressed and the illustra-
tions limited but the sequence of our argument is logical,
First, it is necessary to give an exposition of historical
materialism and materialist history and the relations be-
tween them, In the course of this exposition we present the
concept of a !problematic'! which is employed to establish the
radical incompatibility of the social knowledge produced by
materialist theory and bourgeois theory. This is further de-
veloped in the next section in which we trace aspects of the
ideological career of African history. Iinally, we indicate

. briefly some of the developments and issues regarding the cons-

titution of African history as a fidld of investigation within
the materialist problematic.®

Historical Materislism and Materialist History

In The German Ideology (1846), a work in which the general
conception of.hiétoficéilmateriélism began to take shape,’
Marx and Engels wrote that 'The first historical act .
is the production of material 1ife (which is the) fundamental
condition of all history which today, as thousands of years ago,
must daily and hourly be fulfilled merely in order to sustain
human life'.5 The material production and reproduction of so=-
cial existence is therefore the first and essential premise,
However, the statement cited concerns production in general,

an abstraction whichiﬁecessarily a=-historical : the fundamen-
tal condition of all history. The materialism expressed in th
concept of production in general is not yet historical materia-

lism, The latter begins with !production at a definite stage
of social developmeht!, and Marx continues

It might seem, therefore, thatin order to talk about
production at all we must either pursue the process
through its different phases, or declare beforehand

that we are dealing with a specific historical epoch
such as, e.g., modern bourgeoils production, which is
indeed our theme., However, all epochs of production
have certain comiion traits, common charactéristics,
Production in general is an abstraction, but a ractional
abstraction in so far as it really brings out and fixes
the common elements and thus saves us repetition,

Still, this general category, this com-on element

sifted out by comparison, is itself segmented many

times over and splits into different determinations.
Some determinations belong to all epochs, others only

to a few. (Some) determinations will be shared by

the modét modern epoch and the most ancient., No produc=-
tion will be thinkable without them; however,ppven though
the most developed languages have laws and characterise—
tics in common with theleast developed, nevertheless,
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just those things which determine their development,
i.e. the elements which are not general and com:on,
must be separated out from the determinations valid
for production as such, so that in their unity -
which arises already from the identity of the subject,
humanity, and of the object, nature —-- their esseiial
‘difference is not forgotten,

In,this important passage Marxﬂindicates that the object of
historical materialism cannot be production in general, but the
specification of determinate modes of production. Three dig=-

tinct types of abstraction can be derived from Marx's state-
ment: ‘

(i) categories pertaining to production in general and there-
fore common to all modes of production, for éxample, the‘appro—
priation of nature through the application of human labour;

(ii) categories common to several but not to all modes of
production, appearing in severad historical epochs, an example ~
being com-odity productiong

(iii) categories which define the unique characteristic s
of a giVen mode of production; examples would be feudal rent
in the feudal mode, surplus-value and the expanded reproduction
of productmve capital in the capitalist mode,

The concept of mode of production is by no means a simple
one, and the theory of any particular mode of production posits
a complex stmcture. dJithout entering into the recent debates
concerning the status of the conoeptvand the methodology
.of constructing the theories of particular modes of production,
several essential observations can be made.7 The first is that
- the concept of mode of production does not simply correspond
to, nor can it be inductively derived from, the empirically
observable and enommously diverse range of forms of production
in history. On the contrary, modes of production can only be
constituted by the application of a set of specific concepts:
social relations of production, productive forces, political
and ideological relations (which in class modes are relations
of domination/subordination). |

A tentative definition, sufficient for present purposes,
may be suggested as follows , |

(i) Any mode of production is a determinate ensemble of
distinct relations of production and a particular set of pro-
ductive forces, the sociel reclations being the determinant ele-
ment in this combination.. _

(ii) The categories of social relations (economic, politi-
cai, ideological).and the relations between these categories
cannot be theorised gemerally in the concept of mode of produc-
tion.itself, but vary aooordihg to éaoh mode of production,
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. Moreover, each category, while occupying a different place in

* the sfructure of different modes, cannot be reduced to a simple
'cause! or 'effect! but as a distinct category is one of the

". . conditions of existence of the mode as a totality.

(iii) The determinations linking the categories of social
relations with each other and with the productlve forces, hence
giving them their @anity in the mode of productlon as a structured
whole, are expressed dynamically through the concept of the
laws ofvmotlon of “the node,  Analysis of the latter entails the
mechanisns of material and social reproduction of the mdde of
production, including the contradictions given effect in
this process. i

ft_may be useful to briefly elaborate some of the elements
of this compound definition. On the first part, the emphasis that
social relations have the determinant role in the comblndtlon
relations of produotlon/productlve forces militates agalnst
the reductionist materialism which views history as a sequence
of technalogical advances giviné rise to corresponding forms
of social relations., 1In Capital there is an important demons-
tration by liarx that it was the emergence of capitalist relations
of production which produced the Industrial Revolution in England,
and not the Industrial Revolution which produced capitalism.
Industrialization (above all the production of machines
by means of machines) crystallized and propelled further the
social relations of production, not as an effcct Qf-advances
in 'fechnology' but in terms of the develoment of the produc-
tive_forces which cannot be divorced from the social forms
inin which they are embedded —-in this case a specific division
of labour producing the socialized 1abour process qnd what
Marx termed 'the collective work!, &

Regarding the second part of our defirtion, the structural
relations suggested incorporate the pr1n01ples of 'determination
in the last instance! by the material base, and the 'relative
autonomy' of levels of a mode of production, The important
theoretical work of I Althusser in recent years has gone some
a=dong way toward giving thesé‘methodological principles some
precision, and rescuing thenm from the clutches of both vulgar
and 'libemlizing' tendencis within, Marx1sm.9 Tho former inter-
prets the base/superstruoture metaphor in a manner that renders
politics and ideology as more or less eplphenomenal treflections!
of the so-called 'economic base!. The latter reaCts against
economic determinism by advocatlng a p?urallst or factorallst
history, that is, one in which 'factors! other than the econo=-
mic are posed in an emplrlclof fashion thereby abandoning the
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demands of a scientific (non-empiricist) methodology.lo
As an illustration of these issues, it can be suggested that
the fetishism of commodities, the mystification of bourgeois
social relations rooted in the very structure of those rela-
- tions, and the bourgeois state in its functions of concentra-
 ting and containing class contradictions, are conditions of

. existence of the capitalist mode of production as necessary

as the appropriation of surplus-value in the process of produc=
tion, T

iFinaliy, the laws of motion of given modes of production
are an essential element in the conceptualization of histori-
cal specificity. Fach mode of production has its own distinc-
tive laws of functiongng, which denies the metaphysical notion
of 'general laws', the foundation of phil sophies of History.
The production of historical knowledge cannot be accomplished

within a philosophical framework which employs an a=prioristic,

deductive method. N

The concept of mode of nroduction is therefore a Specifio
kind of abstraction, produced by the application of its
~constitutive concepts, It is not an abstraction in the empicist
- sense of a generalization from observable data, but has a theo-

- -retical function and validity independent of any given set

of concrete circumstances., The clearest exaple remains Marx's
Capital which provides a thory of the capitalist mode of produc-
tion per se, not capitalist égbiety in England, France, Germany
or the United States at a given time, Had Marx provided us

~ with merely an abstraction selecting from and crystallizing

~the conditions of ninetcenth.century British capitalism (cor-
responding to the ideal=typical 'historical individual! of Weber
as exemplified in The Protestant iIthic and the Rise of Capita-
‘}ggg), then the categories of Capital could not provide

- the basis of analysis of other capitalist social formations,

and of subsequent stages in the global development of capital.
Certainly, Capital contains much data, both historical and
COntemporary,‘but lLarx makes it clear that these provide
illustrations of the theorgtical propositions of the wrk,
rationally derived from what was at that time the most developed
capitalist formation., In the celbrated last pat of Capital,
Bolume I, on primitive accumulation, the escential theoretical

point is how oapital comes to organize production, a necessary
condition of which is the separation of the direct producers
from the means of production., Historically, this was illustrated

by certain forms of the expropriation of thepeasantry and actions

of the state in disciplining the emergent proletariat (examples
again drawn mainly from Britain). Ther is no suggestion that



these particular forms of primitive accumulation constitute a
universally valid or necessary the ry of the transition to
capitalism, and kMarx subsequently had to refute such an intere
pretation: ‘
: The chapter on primitive accumulation does not claim
to do more than trace the path by which, in Western
" Burope, the capitalist economic system emerged from
-~ the womb of the feudal economid system... (My critic)
insists on transforming my historical sketch of the
genesis of capitalism in Western LEurope into an
historico=philosophic theory of the general path of
developnent prescribed by fate to all nations,
whatever the historical Sircumstances;in which
they find themselves, , & '

The application of the preceding expdsition,to the concerns
of historical methodology can now be elaborated;ﬁ_Production in
general is a rational abstraction and the initiai‘premise
of materialism, However, it is a~historical in that it pro-
“-yidés no concepts for producing historical knowledge, that is,
establishing and explaining the characteristics of particular
real objects, that is, certain historical perias, the develop=-

- ment of particular social formations, or particular seguences
"and constellations of events, The first step in constituting
history as a field of investigation is through the application
of the concept of mode of production to produce the theories
of particuldar modes of production, the scientific project
pioneered by Marx in Capital. _

- In our view, the construction of the theories-of particular
modes of production is a necessary conditibn'for“the production
of historical knowledge, but is not to be confused with it,
Modes of production have spedific structures and modes of func
tioning (laws of motion) which gre constituted at a theoretical
level -that.we can term Historical Specificity I. However, in

S ——a e 1,

a strict sense, a mode of production does not in itself have

a history, nor does it produce a history through a simple pro-
cess of deduction from its appropriate level of abstraction to

a set of discrete data, On the first point, for example, thk
feudal mode of production is not reducible, say, to the history
of European feudalism, The theory of the feudal mode of produc-
tion may provide the basis for the investigation of social for-
“mations as separated in time and space as twelfth-century
Englan, seventeenth-century Poland and Japan, and ninetennth-
century Buganda and Rwanda., 'Feudalism' £that is, the feudal
mode of production) thus hasno history as such but can be em-
ployed to comstruct the histories of different social formations
in determinate periocds ('epochs! in Marx's usage connoting the

’ femporal dimension of the ascendance of a given mode of pro-
duction),13
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On the other hand, and this is our second point, we cannot
produce historical knowledge of Furopean (or any other)
feudalism by simply combining the categories of the mode of
production with the facts 'belonging' to a given time and pla-
ce., By this deductive method it is possible to classify a num-
ber of social formations as feudal but this is escentially a
typological procedure and not the same as producing thelr his-
tories, Alternatively, the formations ddsignated as 'feudal!
could be distinguished according to various facts about them
(ecological, demogravhic, techniques of production, forms of
tribute, rcligious ideology, and so on), but this returns us
to a procedure of empiricist description, however systematic
it may be, of the various 'cases!' within the category-ﬁype.

Given that modes of production do not have a history,
the concrete conditions in which a given wode of production
emerges, develops, undergoes crises and possibly dissol?es in
the course of its transition to another mode, an only be
investigated through the social formations in which the mode
of production is manifested. It is at this level, which we
term Historical Specificity II, that historical knowledge is

produced. The most important point here is that the production
of knowledge at the level of Historical Specificity II, just

as in the case of Historical Specificity I, involves the appli=

cation of its own constitutive concepts. In other words,
specific forms of theorization are appropriate to the investiw
gation of concrete historical phenomena, in contrast to viewing
such andysis as the effect of theory on data.

The constitutive concepts are of two kinds. Clearly, the
categories pertainig to particular modes of production are
employed, that is, specific rclations of production,

- productive forces, political and ideological relafions, which

e )
W8ncrete (and variant) forms

are now investigated through
ig which they appear., This is expressed in the definition of
the concept of social formation as it operates in the work of
Althusser:

.« e the concrete complex whole comprising ceconomic

practice,  political practice and ideological

practice at a certain place and stage of development,

Historic&% materialism is the science of social for-

mations,

The second category of concepts is operative only at the

level of Historical Specificity II, cxamples of which are
transition and conjuncture, The transition from one mode of

production to another cannot be theorized at the same level of



abstraction as ‘the concept of mode of production itself.
Transitions occur in determinate concrete conditions, and there-
fore fake'significant variant forms,., %e emphasize again that
the wmriation of forms of transition cannot be established scienw
tifically by appeal to the facts, but requires appropriate
“theoretical concepts. TIor example, variant forms of the tran-

gition to capitalism are the efiect, in broad .terms, of -

' 'the ‘character of existing pre-capitalist formations, ‘the
specific class struggles and alliances through which the
transition is charted, the forms of the bourgeois state ari-

- sing from these struggles, the particular forms and rythm

of “the emergence of capitalist relations of production,

~and so on. Only on this basis is it possible to construct

" a scientific history of the variant forms of the transition
to capitalism in Britain, France, Germany, the U,S.A., Japan
and Russia, :to cite only the 'classic!' examples, -

The concept of conjuncture refers to sequences or constel-
lations of events subject to a specific theoretical focus on
the balance of class forces.in a. sogial formation.at a given
historical moment, At any one ‘moment contradictions are
manifested. in ‘a moré or less concentrated form ex:ressed in
the uneven development. of the political forms of class strug-
*gle.lS The concept is located pfoperly within the Marxist
theory of politics, and some notable conjunctural analyses
" ‘have concerned instances of political crisis in which stabili=~
tyof bourgeois régimes has been severely shaken; with the
: purpose of drawing out the lessons for the revolutionary move=

“"ment, for example, Marx's The Class Struggles in France, 1848

to 1850 - and The Eighteenth Brumaire of Touis Bonaparte, and
‘Trotsky's 1905 (which is introduced by:a brillant historical
sketeh of the character of the Russian social formation).

The works of lenin and lMao Tse~Tung.also provide many rich exam-
' ‘ples of the method of conjunctural analysis.,

We have outlined, in a compressed and schematic fashion,
some of the issues involved in theproduction of historical

-y

knowledge as these issues .. S < - are posed in
‘historical materialism., Our principal argument is that the
production of knowledge (in the sense of the means and results

of explanation) is always and necessarily a theoretical task,

in which concepts at different lebels of abstraction:==to which
particular functions correspond=--— are established-and applied in
"the investigation of different objects of knowledge, at the level

of Historical Speg¢ificity I the theories of particular modes

- - - ' - cem
weey e e : tow T St e T R S A P4

S : S AL R T

e . C . . N . .
. E T - s el £y ey
G B A A KRV oS : L A



S

of production, at the level of Hlstorloal Specificity I1 the
anelysis of particular hlStO”lO&l epochs, social formations

and conjunctures., The investigation of history cannot be ac-
-complished by the deductive apnlication of concepts established
at the level of Historical Specificity I, which has the effect
of viewing concrete hlstorlcwl phenomena as more or less

'pure! /'impure! expressions of the theoretical categories
(i.e., reducing the ccncept of mode of production to &
Weberian ideal-type construction, that is, a 'model' to which
reality 'approximates! in varying degrees). Rather, as Alain
Badiou has writtens -

(It) is impossible to set a theretical conception

of history against real history defined by its very
complexity =--—its historical impurity... in Marxist
theory the complexity is constructed according to
the concepts of theory... It is the proper tamk of
a theory of hlstfgy to give an account of the nature
of real history.

The ultimate objective of materialist analysis is always
'the concrete analysis of a concrete situation'! (Lenin), and
the method by which this is achieved is a movement from the

. 17 Hew How is e shppoch amived ok ?

abstract to the combete, as Marx put it. £ This movement com-
prises o series of steps in which 'concepts richer in theoreti-
cal determinations! in Poulantzas'! instructive phrase, are
successively introduced.18

In order to concentrate the arguments that have been ad-
vanced in a manner that further highlights issues of method, it
is useful to consider the conoept.of 'problematic!

(problématique)., In its preliminary and most immediate meaning,

problematic is synonymous with thebretical framework., = All
knowledge is produced within a problematic¢, whether this is
~explicitly acknowledged or not, and this apﬂlles equally to the
crudest inductivism which claims to derive explunutlons from
'the facts! without the intervention of 1ny conceptual appara-
tus, This. statement is not particularly controversial and
would find acceptance by many who are not Marxists. To lea=-
ve the issue at this point, therefore, does not resolve very
much and the concept of problemutlc must be pursued further,
What does a problematic consist of? Its components
include both a set of concepts and a set of rules or procedures
(methodolofy) which govern both the construction of concepts,
hence their content and their employment in analysis. A pro-
blematic thus comprises the means of investigation necessary
to producing knowledge., But it is more important to understand
not merely a problematic is, but how it functions in the active

~of producing knowledge. This involves a number of systematic



=10=

steps beﬁlnnlng thh the p031ng of a question for analysis which
lndlcqtes the obaect of the nowledge that is produced, This’is
of the greatest importance because the questions which are posed
- are not»g;yen outside a problemtic =-either by facts themselves
:r.or by the personnal 1ncllnatlons of the rese vrcher, Nor
| can a question whlcﬁ lSlpOSed w1th1n one problematic be taken
over for investigation by another. The guestions: whigh indicate
the object of knowledge are constituted within a preblemptic

- by its distinctive concepts and method. This is the sense

- in which Marx said Trequently theonly. possible answer is a cri-
tique of the guestion and the only solution is to negate the

Q
. question', 19

What distinguishes a scientific problematic, inter
. alia, is 1ts procedures for 'problematlzlng' an issue, that is,

j p081ng it in a mqnner that lS eomp%tlble with the productionof
‘its knowledge,

Several conseguences follow from thls formuladtion of a pro-
blematic, The first, and in a way the most strategic, is that
d;iferentiproblematics do not produce different: knowledges of
‘the_sameeobject, in conventional terms different 'interpreta-
tions! of the same issue, For example, Marx and Weber do not
provide different interpretationsvof the same process, the ri-
se of capitalism {£common as this mistake is in'comparing! them) .,
Their differences cannot be understood at the level of. their
conclusions, the results of their investigations, but must be
_pursued in how the questions they sought to answer were posed,
Ih this: case they were posed within different problematics,

- those of historical materialism and: a subgect1v1st soeloﬂogy
»Wthh differ in their epistemology, their constltutlve concept. ,

‘,and their. methods of investigation, :

| It can be. 1nferred from what has been said that a. scien-
 gtif1c,problem1t1c entails. a radically anti-empiricist methido-

l »iogy.j,The problematio.of,historicalimaterialismadoes not re-—

produeelthegtheory/facts_distinction characteristic of bourgeois

5 _sociai‘ecienee which suggests theory as .responsible, hence su=-

o bjeet to error, .and facts as:innocent in their passive and pre=-
, existingv!givennessf._.Matepialist epistemology is premised on

| the?objectivesnature-ofrthe material -and real world, prior to

- and independent of its appropriation in thought, The real can-

‘ivnet_be.apgropriated in thoughf without the mediation. of catego-
‘ries. The cognitive appropriation of the real world in scienti~

o fic, knowledge necessarily employs a methodology distinct from

~that which opg rates to produce- %%actlcal knowledge derived from
the daily ex perlence of soeial llfe (knowledge that is practi-
._“cal in a QQC} al and 1deologlewl au well as a technical.sense).
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In éonfras% to fhé ﬁerééptioné df éVéfydéy-life, the

emprirical data are no more innocent or 'given! to science

than the concepts and methods af a problematic, 'Knowing!

a fact is to name it, to classify it, to evaluate its
significance within a partloulwr conceptual framework In a pro-
foun@?géﬁgg}o%ﬁg%%fore, every problematic produces its own

facts in the activity of appropriating the data of the real
world through its concepts,

Histbrians are prone to a particular mystification in that
the generic object and the name of their discipline are the
'same, i.e, History is the study of history., Herbert Lithy
has pointed out thot this is analogous to Biology being termed
'Tife' or Jurisprudence 'Justioe'!g2 This makes the pursuit of
historical knowledge even more vulnerable to the empricist
effects of lacking an explicitly constituted object of knowle-
dge., 'History bs the study of the past', The notion of the
past, contrasted with the present, clearly does not yield an
object of knowledge in any scientific sense, !'The study of
African history is the study of the African past'. All that
happens here is that the vacuous, because residuval, chronologi-
cal dimension is combined with a geographical one which merely
compartmentalizes what is, in principle, a limitless field
of facts' of the African past. 'The study of Dahomey in the
eighteenth century is part of the study of African history!.
This narrows the focus by further demarcating the chronological
and spatial referents but in no way introduces ahy_thebretical
means of constituting an object of knowledge to be inVéSti—
gated,

In this sense, historians face a lamentable ﬁroblemt their
discipline has no object! As Althusser has remarked —-—!This
apparently full word (history) is a theoretically éﬁpty word in
the immediacy of its obviousness'23 Now, contrast’ 1lstory with
the social sciences which have problematics that define their
concepts and objects, for exa mple, ineconomics the neo-classi-
cal and neo-Ricardian, in sociology the functionalist and phe-
nomenological, in political science the institutionalist and
“behavioral problematics. The resolution of this paradox is,
of course, that historians do u:se concepts and methods which

~ both define their specific objects of knowledge and govern the

ways in which they 1nvest1gate them, * However, these concepts
are not produced within the diSoipline of history, or more pre-
cisely do not emenate from the enterprise of historical research
(as "the study of the 'past'), The concepts, in the case of non-
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Marxist history, are constituted withinbbourgeois social theo-
Ty (and its various branches and theoretical schools, some of
which have been mentioned), and are thereby available to rero-
spective investigation ('history') as well as to contempdrary
investigafion. v ‘

The effcct of our argument is to displace questions of
'whnt is hlstoryQ' variety which exercise the self-conscious re-
flectlon by historians on the rationale and practice of their
discipline. We have endea woured to shift the focus of in-
guiry to irs proper location, namely the production of social
knowledge, whether concerning the past or the present, The pro-
duction of knowledge involves both ePistemology and methodolo=-
gy united in the concept of problematic. Sinceufhe time of Marx v
the field of sccial knowledge has been the site of a struggle . -
between the problematics of historical materialism ~nd those
of bourge01> social theory and 1deology (by no means a homo-
geneous category), This struggle has been waged Wlthln histori.
cal research and debate as well as in other areas, but its con-
tent is the confrontation bedwwen historical materialism and
the range Qf'bourgeois social theory, not larxist 'economics!
vs. bourgeois ecconomnics, Marxist 'sociology' vs. bourgeois
8001ology, Marxist 'history' vs. bourgeois history; and so on.

The hlstory of historical materialism is itemf the history
of its confrontation with the concepts and methods of bourgeois
. social theory, a history Narxists cannot afford to ignore as
it is inseparable from the struggles for revolutionary socialism
which have occurred in the past and continue today, Thl% hig-
tory of struggle which can be traced through the various po=
litical and ideological tendencies and movements and the cone
junctures in which they are submitted to the test of prace
tice, is therefore also the history of the varying fortunes of
historical materialism., Contrary to the views of bourge01s—ein~
critics, Marxist in no sense feel that they are in possession of
a uClence which is unshakeable, complete and prov1des the key
to open 1mned1ate1y a1l  thevdoors” uf13001°1 knowledge. Rather,
hlstorlcal materialism by its very nature as a science concerned
with social reality, which is subject to th luctuations of
the class struggle, 1s sélfncrltlcal canﬁingaa$ and open.24

Its history begins with its foundation by Marx as the re-
sult of a long and érduous struggle with some of the dominant
theories of his time, with which he himself had to break —-those
of classical political cconomy, idealist dialectical philosophyy
and petty-bourgeois socialism, represented in their most develo-
ped forms by Ricardo, Hegel and Proudhon repscctively. The con=—
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»tlnulng close study by Mﬂr"’sts of Iarx' worV ﬂnd the chaoracter
of its development does not repllcate the~ exegetical concerns
of the 'hlotory of ideas', but expresses the neeessity of pene-
trating the constructlon of harx's problematic in order to re-
produce ¢ it in the thqretlcal 1aoologlca1 and political circums-

" tances of struggle of each’ gencration,

Historieal materialism at any given time is subject to the
penetration of varlous elements of bourgeois 3001a1 theory =—-ele-
ments of 1oeallom, D081t1v1sm,"01p1rlclsm, reductlonlsm=— more
- or less disguised in the conceptual vocabulary of the materia-
list -problematic but undermining its distinctive principles of
determination and investigation. Several examples were mentioned
earlier : the réduction of the movenent of history to the deve=~
lopment of the productive forces, thcé reduction of a mode of
production or a social formation to an exclusive detcrmination
by its tecononic base!, Of particular relevance to our present
concerns is'a mahor tendency which has had the eéffect of stifling
the development of materialist history. This is the conception
of historical materialism as pesiting 'generasl laws! of history,
“which was evident in much of the theory of the Second Interna-
tional (Plekhanov, Kautsky, 7ilferding), were it was associated
with: an Yinevitabilist' view of the collapse of ‘capitalism pro-
ducing particular cfriects in political practice, The conception
of 'the 'gencral laws' of history was subseéquently to govern much
of "the tofficial! Marxism of the U.S.S.R. in the period of Stalin
and after.26 . C e B s B

What are the éffects of such a conception ? The notion of
'general laws' militotes agairst the production of historical
- knowledge in’ the sense we have tried to ‘elucidate: the investi-
gation of the specificity of particular epochs, social formations
and conjnctures, Investigation is: pre-empted by established
knowledge of the 'general laws'! (the 'historico-philosophic theo-
ryt, in Marx's words), which can only yield a verificationist

account of the concrete particularities of time andplace as
exemplifging the operation of sthése 'laws', This is quite ex=-
plicit in the standard Jastern Tluropean work on Afridan'history
by Pndre Sik, who states taht one of the purposes of studying
Afridan history is that 'it brilliantly_substantiateS‘ahd}most
vividly illustrates a whoole series of theS&;maintaineﬁ'by Marx,
Lenin and Stalin in the field of historical science?, (our
emphasis) 2T - : ’

On the contrary, the purpose of method inhistorical materia-
1idm is to establish:and apply the principles through which a
'concrete analysis of a concrecte situation' is mode possibdle,
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through which the specificity of the concrete is deterrined and
not for ever pre—dctermlned by gencral Lmu of ulQVQEY'.QQ
The development of materialist history has been'hindered by such

conceptions, which is recognized in themodesty of Marxist his-

‘torians regarding their achicvement, Pierre Vilar has observed

that ’the programne of a fulWy arx1st his tory remains not me—

rely to be realizged but even to beo dral‘ced'.z9

‘The Ideological Barecr of African History

It is now possible to apply the concept of pboblematic to
a critique-of African history, in the .first place to illustra-
te how the constitution of its object has been the site of cer-~
tain ideoleogical confrontations. Our analysis derives from the
materialist problematic and therefore lays no claim to any spu~
rious neutrality., On the other hand, neither is it 'ideological!
in the sense of expressing personal ror subjective 'preferences.,
The ability of historical matzrialism to produce objective know-
ledge does not derive from, nor i$ it guaranteed by its politi-
cal purposess the overthrow of capitalism and the eventual cons-
truction of communism =-but the achievement of these purposess
has as one of its conditions of the continuous development of
maﬁerialist‘thcory and analysis, - The following critique is

grounded in.thc concepts and methodology of historica - materialism

and not in any subjectively rooted ideological 'choice!, 50

A preliminary question concerns the extent to which African
history provides an object of a critique. There is no assumption

that African history is a copus of knowledge homogeneous in its
aims, its concepts or its methods. The illusawy assumptiion of

a unitary object ('the African past') has been shown to lack

any scientific content, The boundaries of African history are
-indicated in the first place by thecourse of its emergence as

a particular field of academic specialization. In terms of its

_:content it is hardly surpsising that the works of African his-
_'tory produced to date feflect various positions within the terrain

of bourgeois social thought. The lat#er as we suggested earlier,
is not homogeneous and operates at various levels., One level, of

~long duration, is established by different ontological positions

(1deallsm, subjectivism, bourgeois materialism), or methodolo-
gical p081tions (osuentlallsm/nomlnallsm{_eqp1r101sm, positivism).
Another level relates to substantive theoretical themes or

schools, e.g. evolutirnism, structuralism, while a third concerns

.the ways in which idaiogooial,currents,(éonservative, léberal,

radical) are articulated in relation to the specific objects
they pose, '
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'rh ereral terms, aﬁy given productlon of a knowledge
w1th1n bourge01s SOCldl thought can combine elements of po-
51t10ns at dlfferent levels with a greater or lesser degree

of 1nternal coherence. The texts which contain these know-

- 1edges are 1ot seen, from the materialist perspective, as

the products of 1nd1v1dual sub jects (the researcher, the
hlstorlan) but as the effect of the specific combination of
conceptual, methodologlcal and 1ieologlcal elements forming

the problematlc of the text. Accordlngly, “the writer or -

" historian is first and primarily an agent of production of

?:e'kﬁowledge'within a particular problematic. The characteri-

zation of a text as the product of his/her individual consciou-
sness, 'values', intelligence, skill, and so on, is of a
strictly subrdinate interest, and such a biographical or
sub jective approach is 1rre1evant to our present purpose

(offen51ve as this may be to the amour propre so -deeply embedded

in’ the soc;al conditions of bourgeois intellectual production).

. Our olrlthue 1mp11es several types of consideration.
The flrst has already ‘been situated, namely that of the.
concepts and methods available within the various’currents.

of bourge01s 5001a1 analys1s. The second type of consideration

.. is more pre01sely hlstorlcal and” relates 'to the timing and-
,character of decolonlzatlon. Schematicaly, decolonization

_.1s located in a global context of changes the concentration

and spe01flc modes of operatlon of monopoly capltal to which

. detennlnate shifts in polltlcal strategies and ideology are

- linked. The conjucture:dt'the end of the Second World

War was,characterizedlby a 'recomposition of social capital!
1n Kay' formulation- a combihation of conditions at the
1evel of both the reproductlve cycle of capital and ‘the
8001allcha§?cter of the state which produced a new phase of

expansion, An 1nten51f1ed internationalization of productive

capltal .under U.S. hegenony, confronted the incredsingly:

y anachronlstlc structures of the colonial empires, Converging

4
S

w1th the in terest in decolonizatlon of the most dynamic

;sectors of monopoly capltal, in Africa there was a development

;of the artl-colonlallst movements, which in their programmes

c :

and organlzatlon expressed the aMblgultles in class"

terms of thelr'$e01flc forms of natlonallsm.- The new -~

- natlonallsms were 1nvar1ably artlculated by a petty-

bourge01s 1nte111gents1a that was itself a product of

( colonlallsm. Moreover,'thls 5001al category had ‘an intimate
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if contradictory relationship with the colonial state and in
particular its ideological apparatuses.32 It was able to draw on
somée of the dominant themes of the‘Western bourge01s tradition,
such as liberal democracy and 5001a1 Justlce, which d1rectly
challenged the oppression exerc1sed by the colonlal state

in its mission of organizing the 1n1t1a1 penetratlon of pre-
capitalist formations by capital. A s1gn1flcant element in the
nationalist ideologies was the assertion of the AfricaﬁApasf

in the Face of its effective denial by the racist mythology of

colonialism (an issue to. which we shall return).

‘The third consideration, related to the above, concerns
‘the’ 1nst1tut10na1 context in which African history is established
and develops as a profe551onal field of acadenic produc tion,
As Curtln ha’s noted c =

The first Conference -on African Hlstory and Archp
‘aeology was sponsored in London by the School of
 Oriental and African Studies in 1953, and it was
followed by. later conferences in 1957 and 1961, .33

'w‘Both the timing and the sponsorship of this symptoma tic

~fsﬁep”infthevacademie~institution%lization'of African histofy are

significant, . On,the_figst, thisvioitiative oocurs in the twilight

of ‘the colonial period; on the second 'f emanates from aﬁ
" ifinstitution the founding purpose and functlons of which were the
servicing in.a number-of ways- of British?colonlal adminiatration
The years after the Second World War saw a mushroomlng of agen01es,
particularly in the United States, Whlch concentrate 1nte11ectuab,
technical and 1§ﬁolog1oal expertise 1n_the field of Thxpd World

tarea studies'. The professional, historian of»Affican’mdy react
to the dimplications of this observation with the protest’that the

" knowledge he/she produces is not practioal or appliceble. This
would seem to protect historians from the ohargee 1eve11ed’against
the interventionist social sciences, whethef:the old—style,
individual and paternalistic 'applied anthropology' of British
colonialism, or the current growth industry of 'development
studies! with its vast resources in funds and personnel and its

-, active involvement in policy and the polltlcs of 'leverage’ 35

However, few historians of any sophistication would deny the pro-

" found ideological - salience of the productlon of hlstorlcal
‘Kriowledgey -a characterlstlc it shares with another emlnently
‘non-practical! discipline, namely phllosophy. Ideologlcal
practice is as necessary to the reproductlon of 5001a1 relatlons
as economic:and political pracﬁlce. Hlstorlans, llke phllosophers,
have an active role as agents of 1deolog1cal productlon even

" if they tend to be less directly. 1nvolved in serv1c1ng the
machinery of capitalist society than other kinds of academlc

specialists {e.z. economists, political scientists, sociologists).
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In charting some aspects of the ideological career of African
history, we concentrate on several types of response to the '
legacy of colon1a1 ideology which the emerging African history had
to confront in the course of establlshlng 1ts own legit imacy. It
is not necessary to embark on an extensxve dlscu551on of colonial
ideology. 1Its essentiai tﬁeme was the 'civilizing mission' of the
West in the face of’African 'barbarlsm' In the cllmate of today
no historian of Africa would fail to recognlze thls as 1deologlcal,
although many would be unable to analyze w1th any precision its
content and functlons.“ Ra01a1 arrogance, ethnocentrlsm, and so on,
are labels typically applled to the 01v111z1ng mis sion coneept1on
of colonial 1mperia11sm. ThlS may be accurate enough at a descrlp—
tive level, but fails to relate the partlcular character of the
1deology to the historical process of which it ‘was a component,
namely the initial penetratlon by capltal of a variety of pre-
capitalist formations. Colonial history then, such as it was,
effectively negated the African past (barbarism .= lack of history)
except for antiquarian forays and'some'faSGination'with exotica.36
The history of Africa ('proper') began W1th the colon1a1 presence
and the colon1a1 m1551on, it was. the record of the - trlals, efforts
and achlevements of the agents of penetratlon - the settlers,

admlnlstrators,'1nvestors, managers, englneers, mis sionaries,

_ The manner in which capital: entrenched itself all over the
continent had, of course, its liberal critics (Hobson, Morel

37

Nevinson, Mark Twain, Leys, Woolf), and later crltlcs of coloﬁé',
.lalism were able to articulate their p051t10ns in relatlon to the
demands of the nationalist-movements (e,g. Hodgkln, Dav1dson) 38

The emerging professional field of African hlstory had to establlsh
its own positions vis-a-vis the colonial legacy. Oone kind of "“
position represents in effect a tactical retreat. While imperialist
ideology was certainly arrogant and lit'eracy of the offensive, -

in the c hanging 'political and ideologicaliconditionS“ofadecoloni-
zation a more defensive strategy was adopted, which was effected.ih

two ways.

fFlrst, a new vocabulary of development:and'modernization came
into vogﬁe»which retained‘much of the'c'ontent'of the civilizing
mission conteption whileAshedding its ovértly racist mode of
express1on. With 'development' and ‘'modermization! placed centrally
on the agenda (by the United Nations, by the multifarious aid
agan01es, by the independence governts themselves), concepts
and 1ndlcatars were made available for a more !objectivist! history
of colonlallsm. By admitting that colonialism entailed tcosts! as

well as ’benef1ts' for those on whom it was 1nfllcted, the
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achievements of colonial rule could be evaluated according to a

'balance-sheet"of it s effects.39

The conceptlon of a balance-sheet of colonlallsm derives from
a questlon that is posed 1deolog10ally and therefbre is not
susceptlble to a sc1ent1fic 1nvest1gat10n, as we shall éhow._The
crlterla by whlch the a#countlng of the balance-sheet ‘is conducted
and therefore the conclusions reached, vary between different
,_wr;ters,Aﬁhe:essentlal point being that the determination of the
"balance},is precisely an effect of different ideologieal positions.
:The imgic e behlnd the balance-sheet approach is the attempt to
"obgectlfy' the record of colonialism in order to rescue its
m'p051t1ve' aspects from the comprehen51ve accusations of the
nationalist offen51ve- thus on the credit side the railways schools,
hospitals and 'economlc development' on thedebit side the '

tabuses!' and 'exp101tat10n'

© Such a procedure can be illustrated by the work of Dulgnan
and (zann on,The Burden of Empire.

~There were atrocities but theFee State d1d good .
_,work in suppressing Arab slave traders and 1nd1genous
ralders..Polchng, however, was expensive, and the
o «State always lacked moneys Its trouble was not that .
it built up. a vast, oppres51ve state machlnery, but
‘ that it remalned weak and could not control the area,

Why was p011c1ng'necessary? ‘The effectlveness;of exploltatlon ot
“colonlal labour' required as -one- of 1ts condltlons the establish~
ment of 'z system of law and order; both Yo ellmlnate the competi-
tion for ‘labour. from slave raidexrs and other _sources, and to recrult
regulate and d15¢1p11ne the: 1abour ‘force, The penetration of
capltallst relatlons of. productlon and modes of appropriation of
‘surplus-value -could not be effected by purely teconomic! means_in
the Congo' any more than anywhere elese, end 1nvolved a scale of
costs not only in thedevelopment of infrastructare and investment
of~cap1tal, but:also imn the: adninis.tration of the_repress;ve;
'apparatuses of the state. - - .. . SR |
e 'The Congo, a country aS”big'aS'Western’Eurdﬁe,”bOuld

not be effectively adnini stered with the slender means

at Leopold's disposal; far from being exploited, many

tribal communities probably mnever even reallzed that

_they lived under the flag of theCongo Free State, or
"indeed anyone else'!s flag, ‘

‘ All this denonstrates is that the nrocess of" capltallst
benefratlon was 1ncomplete at a certaln tlme for spe01flc reasons'
due to ﬁheecoSts'and risks of Tinancing it throughout a territcry
the siéeicf‘the Congo. It stands as an argument by default which
does cct'ﬁouéh on the logic of the;prdéess at all. But we need to

‘pursue further what Duignan and Gann meéan by fexploitation!,
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In 1904 the Belgians appointed an impartial
commis sion of inquiry., This confirmed the
existence of many abuses but put the matter

into a clearer perspective, In 1908 the Belgian
state reluctantly assumed control of the Congo
and initiated a series of important reforms;
copper mining rather than the collection of
ivory and rubber became the economic foundation
of the colony. Once more, however, the origimal
impression of widespread exploitation and

- excessive profits tended to stick, and the
'story of 'red rubber! became part of anti-
imperial foalklore.,

LI

) In this statement, 'exploitation! is implicitly correlated
%ifh forced labour, a profoundly bour geois misconceptualization, The
developmént of capitalism is indeed bound up with the !freeing! of
labour from the forms' of exploitation characteristic of pre?capital-
ist éhass fdrmationé, although initiallly for the purposes of
vﬁriﬁi%i&é'aécumulation pre-capitalist forms of exploitation may be

1nten51f1ed, as Marx noted in relation to American slave plantations.,

‘ _For Bulgnar and Gann only forced labour can be exploited

‘ias they lack any concepts for distinguishing the modes of exploi-
‘tatlon speciflc to the sale of labour-power, and the organization of
petty—commodlty ‘production under conditions determined by capital, ’
Thus the introduc tion of the mining economy 1s.;~;6ﬁﬁéhdable
‘ftreform! and not a new penetration of capitalist enterprise
involving different techniques of the mobilization and utilization
‘0f labour on a large scale, Their exblicit polemical thrust against
‘*antiOimperial folklore! is furthered,‘characteristically; by an
appeal to the facts. ) |

Leopold'!s rule was pilloried as so bloodthlrty that
the African population in the Congo, . it was claimed,
had diminished by more than half,. The facts, of
course are different, U43

Their smugness draws on the numbefs game in its most obscene
expression, The typical device of counter—factuallzatlon is some~-
thing which we will note again, 1Its effectlveness in polemlc is
guaranteed by certain shared assumptlons between protagonlsts
about the conduct, of the argument, and in this case also by the
conceptual apparatus of the liberal Qpponents. The atrocities of
the Leopoldian regime were not the eséende.df the system of colon-
ial capitalism but its expression is specific bircumstanéés. The

propaganda of E,D,. Morel was employed in a”period of int ense intra-

. imperialist rivalry: over the hoped for frults of the last colonial

frontier, Morel's ‘denunciation of a partlcularly vicious form of
‘colonialism was. articulated in hunanitarian terms, He was not an
anti-imperialif as Duignan and Gann would have us believe, but

drew out the contradition between the civilizing face of
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imperialism (its paternal ideal) and the systeamatic brutality
perpetrated in the Cpngo.uh The responsé of Buignan and Gann is

first fb;say that it was not as bad as all that, second to say that
it did nof last long.vahe phase of 'exploitation! was termina ted
by the phaﬁge from the activities of-gafhefing exchangeab1e products
(extremely ﬁrimitive from the standpoint-bf capital) to a branch
of production, mining, more recoghi#éblyufmodérn( (ice. capitalist)
in its organization.l ' ' C :

- Duignan and Gann in a sense present an easy target, The nature
“of . ﬁhelr p051t10n has provoked crltlclsm by other hlstoa."n.a.ns,u5
’ although their strong instituti onal base in the production of
:Afrlcan hlutory is not to be unaerestlmated as ev1nced 1n thelr
everseeing of a multivolume progect on colonlallsm in Afrlca. The
very transparency of the work by Dulgnan and Gann, however, makes
‘the p01nt clear. The balance-sheeters in general are committed to
assessing the 'development' adhievéd uhder colonial rule, not least
of which are the formatlon of educated Yelités' and the extension
Cof” commodlty relatlons (br1ng1ng Africans under the rubric of

homo oeconomlcus, if not con51stently S0, ViZ peasant '‘irrational-

1sm' and tne notorious backward—uloplng supply curve of labour)

Qpposed to the apologetics of the positive balance-sheet is a
‘  response‘from the Left: the negative effects of colonialism.-
lBoﬁrgedis concepts of development are stood on their head in the
framework of radical underdevelopmentjtheory;46 Instead of the’
develgpment of Africa by colonialism, the question is posed of

'How Europe Underdeveloped Africa', The conflict is clear enough

but the point is precisely that it is ideological. A Left ideolog-

ical position is pltted against a nght ideological position but

in a ba51cally similar methodological problematic, = The title of
'_Rodney§srgombative work shares the terms of reference of the enemy
yhiie’opposing them: the subject of this . history is now Europe
thetéxploiter vs. Burope the.developer, the harbinger of civili-
.zatigp, but the subject is still 'Europe';é7 The driving force of
capital is obscured by the geographical (and implicitly racial)
terms‘of réference of both Right and Left,

 bisputing the balance~sheet from an anti-colonialist. position

»

also draws typically on counter-factualization, K The Hungarian

l‘historian Endpe Sik explicitly appeals to the facts of colonial

| éxﬁlditation to counter the facts assembled by the apologists, The
purpose ofthi§,history‘isxcqunter-ideological, its.method counter-
factual

\The) 501ent1flc ascertainment of historical facts
lays an objective foundation for unmasking the
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monstrous historic crimes {the horrible brutalities,
outrageous frauds, and unparallelled: ‘provocations)
committed by world capitalism over long centurie s, 48

The empiricism is evident: science = facts = objectivity in

Sikt's equation. Within the closed.cirole:of ideclogical discourse

the !'facts! are indeed made to !speak for themselves', foar the one

side the mileage of railways,’the hospitals and schools, the
liberating exten51on of commerce and enterprise, for the other side
the ‘crlnes, brutalltles, fraudo and provocatlons' The marshalllng
of facts of the 1atter klnd is no more constltutlve of a scientific
object and method of African hlotory than the same operation
conducted by the 1deolog1cal enemy.

Much Afr1can hlstory, however,'has been characterized by ano-
ther developmentvhleh is more pervasive and resonates more closely
the 1deolog1cal themes of the petty—bourge01s strata which crystalli-
zed as the ruling classes with 1ndependence.; ThlS is the constitution
of an African subgect as the proper concern of Afrlcan history,

The- duect of African history is now to studyvthe act1v1tles of
Africans as the genuine subjects or tactors!. of the hispry. The
rationale and programme of &mlxa.hlstory 1s perhaps most clearly
articulated in the work of Ranger and those associated with him
a manlfesto being provided by Ranger‘s Inaugural Lecture at - the
UniverSity of Dar es Salaam (then the Univeréity College) which

was titled The Recorvery of African Initiative in Tanzania His tory.,.

In Dar ‘es Salaam this has resulted in the nomenclature of a
'Dartes:Salaam'Schooli though this is no dodbt'undulty parochial.

The establishment- of the african sdbject as the central
concern of african hlstory s several purposes and effects, One
purpose "is the demonstration that african has a past before colo-

nlallsn that 1s, a field which is just as susceptible to, and worthy
of authentlc hlstorlcal investigation as Buropean hlstory. This was
1ndeed a necessary task in the face of both the denial of a
hlstorlcal past by colonial ideology, and to a lesser degree t he
qua31-monopollzat10n ‘of the study of african societies by
anthropologlsts employing the convention of a 'tlmeless ethnographic
present' (Ranger) 49 Therefore, it is asserted that Afrlca has a
hlstory before colonialism and that it is the creatlon of”Afrlcans.

,)A second purpose is to show that the cowurse of colon1a1 history

';1tself was determlned as much by the 'responses! of Afrlcans as by
;the actlons of the agents of colonial penetration, That is, within

. the_ sytem of domination Africans continued to be active subjects
(actors) rather than passive subjects (v;ctlms).

Several’ﬁointe can be made:abQutﬁtheL'recowery‘ and treconst

ruction' of pre~colonial history, metaphors which indicate the
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danger'ofépoeing such a’project in c¢counter~ideological terms. Once
again it can be seen that a counter—ideological problematic takes
its terms of reference from the enemy : in opp051t10n to the

Jdenlal or denlgratlon of the Afrlcan past there is a tendenoy to

P

'”romantlclze 1t to pose adhlevement as 1ts “sotitent or theme against

- s

the charge of 1ack of’ achlevement,‘ 6 recover and-reconsruct- its

01v1llzatlons agalnst the assumptlon of their non—ex1stence.50 In

one partlcularly'morallstlc expre551on of the recovery of tne
Afrlcan pot a domlnant motlf is that of 3001al harmony contrasted
‘w1th the dlsruptlon and mlsery attendant on colonlallsm.' The '
Manlchaean quality of this vision is grlst to the m111 of the
”defenders of colonlalism.

_Tne main problems are that the new hlgtory is guided by
a priori notions’ (every African nation must have a

.. glorious past, and African historians have the duty to.
,denonstrate thls), values Judgenents are -emphasized
(the guilt of Europeans in dealing with Africans),
and- Africans must be. shown to be morally miperior to_
Buropeans. The notion of European guilt is heav1l§“
stressed by such writers as Basil Davidson in Black

JooaMothere 51 ¢ o

It does not require any great perspicacity on the ‘part of
Ddigﬂan“and“Gann to recognize the ideological stance of their
opponents. "Their own work"endeavonrs to rescue African history from

xhe danger of becomxng ﬂ1e taol of pollt1cmans and special. plead=-

1'wders! Lacking. any. concept of ﬁne nature of an ideological problem-

atic thelr.retort is formulated in the_subJectlve terms of !special
pieading';thou'are a special pleader (am ideologist), we are '
objectivet (we stick to the facts)!, That they are the agents of a
‘particular ideological problematic they are_prevented from seeing

by the very character of that problematic which, inter alia,

countexrposes objectivity andesubjectivity in a manner characteristic
of much: bourgeois thought, that is,"facts’.vs."value—judgements'.
The reinforcement of the yview of the African past as
~ essentially harmonic, of social harmony being the essence of African
culture,  does provide an ostensibly schoLarlf;foundationJﬁbr.that
~strategic current of ruling-class ideology which anphasizes‘the
classless nature of African soc;ety.,'This‘rq not a‘mystification for
~its; own sake, if such a thing is possible%:butvia a component of the
~very process of class.fonnafionband classjrule, whereby the unity
‘and harmony of ‘the current social order (under the benig leader—
“:ship.of the state) continues a tradition that is authentically
‘African, :;The glaring contradlctlons manlfested in the5001a1 order
are accordingly externalized as the effects of ‘1mper1a11sm' in

its contemporary:form of 'neog-colonialism!?.
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We can now turn to the pursuit of the bheme in the history of
the colonial period, A particular idea - %he recovery of Afican
initiative - is established as the programme of a certain kind of
history., The notion of Affican initietive, presentlng Africans as
de0151on-makers, as innovators and actlvits, is counterposed to
the view of a routinized behaviour governed by custom and super-
‘stition (the effect of a debllltatlng tradltlonal culture), and to
that of Afrlcans as subm1551ve victims of colonlal oppression,
Inltlatlve is ‘sought 1n ins tances of economlc, polltlcal and ideol=
ogical self—assertlon traced in the history of entrepreneurshlp
of the early re51stance and subsequent natlonallst:nmmments of
the development of educational and religious ideas and institutions
by Africans, This problematic operative in the wbrk of'Ranger has
been subjected to crifieel'appraisal from positions similar to ours,
which contests the view that by posing 'African initiative! as an
object ‘of investigatioﬁ in' a number of substantive areas Ranger

has established a new theoretical framework or method for the study

of Afrlcan hlstory. 53" , o ' .

oeveral quotatlons from the work of other historians exen-
plify, with specific variations, the underlying theme of 1n1t1ative

or more broadly, history !'from an African point of dew!., Vansina for

example, in his' Kingdoms of the Savanna seeks to demonstrate:a‘case
in which tacculturation' was effected under tKongolese begénony

Here was a fully sovereign state which, of its own
volition, atempted to incorporate Christianity and
many other elements of Duropean culture into its own
_framework. 54

In other-words, a formation which embraced“the culture of thef
foreigner .rather than having it imposed., The sdbject in this
instance is 'a fully sovereign state!, whose fvolition! acts as

a category of explaﬁation.-Even within ﬁhis'prOBlematic, it can'be
note& that Vansina's evidence fails to demonstrate his propostiqﬁ.

Robert. W. July in the preface to his book on The Origins of

Modern african Thought puts his purpose very clearly:

I have untlertaken this study with the needs and
aspirations of present-day West.African nations
continually in mind, 1t seems clear that the new
nations of Africa are more than ever concerned
with the tasks of modernization, and are caught
up in the problem of how to manage the ideal as
well as the mterial aspects of building a modern
nation-state. (our emphases) 55

This would appear a commendably liberal statement, if perhap s
easier to make at the time it was written than would be the case
today,  The identifiction of the nation, the tasks of modernlzatloa,

and the build;ng of the state derives. pre01se1y from the definitions
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promoted by the state, by the social categories that staff it,
July's study of key figures and themes in the formation of a West
African intelligentsia provides a historical tradition (of
achievement), a legitimating ancestry, for the so-~called
'modernizing elites! which articulate the needs .and aspirations of
their countries, and act to realize them. By one of the elementary
conflations of bourgeois social thought the interests of 'Africa

56

and those of its ruling classes are rendered synonymous,

Finally, an example from one of the younger generation of
African historians., Allen Isaacnman's first study of MozambiQue
was inspired by o ' '

ves @ belief that the historiography of Mozambique
needed to be redirected. An overemphasis on the
Portuguese presence at the expense of the activities
of “the indigenous population has helped generate

a series of racially and cultually arrogant myths,
Inextricably combined with this Euro-centric bias
was an elitist ‘approach which focused on governors,
judges, generals, and, in passing, on African
leaders. Obviously, thls is not the stuff from which
meaningful social histories are written. 57

In thisfsfatement, a further possible dimension of an altermative

- history is indicated - not only ‘is an Afro-centric orientation

dounterposed:to a Eurow=~centric approach but the latter is further
characterized as 'elitist! implying-a - popullst history to redress
the balance, An 1mp1101t notion of balance is present here as
Isaacman suggests that a distorted hlstory of colonlal Mozambique
is an—-effect of 'overempha31s'.on the Portugue se presence, which
cannot produce a 'meaningful! social history"Meaningful' remains
as question~begging as ever -~ menaingful to Whom and for what
reasons? '
’ A social class exists only in the sytem of its rela tions
with other classes and this is fundamehtal to any adequate history

of.the fomation and developmeht of any given class, While Affo—

Jcen$rie;historyvhas a'tehdency to homogenize 'Africa' so populist

history has a tendency to homogenize the 'masses' “a term which

proclaims’itsaown diffuseness. The formation of a proletarlat in

. African: takes place in particular and varlant condltlons of the

operatlonhof cap;tal,:and the same is true for the formation of
different oategaries of beaSahfry. Agaln 1t is spe01f101ty that is
at issuey- and it ‘cannot be establlshed on. an enplrlclst basis. A
concrete historical research deallng wi th the formation of a
proletarlat, and demonstrating the construction of specificity

by means of a materialist method, is van Onselen's recent study

of Chibaro., African Mine Labour in Southern Rhodesia, 1900-1933.
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Scientific knowledge of social reality cannot be produced as
the record of activity of historical subjects, whether they are
individual actors or groups of actors, or more aggregated subjects
like ansina's !sovereign state! of the Kongo, or more metaphysic=-
ally still tAfricat'. The common thread running through the
ideological career of African history is the posing of a historical
subject on which that history is predicated, The choice of a
subject is the effect of different ideological positions as we
have shown: Furope the exploiter vs, Europe the benefactor,

Africa vs, Europea, local innovators vs, foreign innovators,
'‘masses! vs 'elites!, The object of a scientific history cannot be
the activities of a designated subject or subjects, but has to be
specified in terms of objective social relations and systems of
social relations (modes of production, social formations), the
contradictions they contain and the transformations arising from
these contradictions, Men and women figure as the agents of these
objective social relations and their dynamics, not as individual
or aggregated sub jects whose motivations, aspirations, volition
talents and other qualities provided simultancously the

source of historical change and its explanation.58

Some further considerations

It can be assumed, non-controversially, that Vilar's observa-
tion that the programme of a fully Marxist history remains to be
drafted applies a fortiori to Africa, On the other hand, some of the
element s of such a programme have energed in the past ten or
twelve years through the work of a number of writers, Certain
questions have been posed, sometimes in an initially crude manner
but increasingly sharpened in the course of debate within the
materialist problematic. These questions and investigations have
begun ® articulate as objects of knowledge the’ pre~capitalist
modes of production and social fommations of Africa, the specific
forms and effects of their penetration by capital, and the
emergence of particular class formations and forms of the state
through the colonial period and that of independence, One can
ment ion, inter alia, the work of Meillassoux, Rey, Cquery-
Vidrovitch, Terray, Arrighi, van Onselen, Mamdani, Shiv ji,

M. Hussein, and the rapidly developing corpus of Marxist anmalysis of

South Africa by Trapido, Wolpe, Degassick, Morris and oﬁhers.59
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Some’ of the ‘concerns of this emerging body of #eoretical/historical
work can ‘be indicated, First there are a number of issues debated
concerning the constitution of the pre-capitalist modes of pro-

duction, initiated by Meillassoux's plionnering work on Anthropologies

economique des Gouro de Cote d!Ivoire (Paris, 1964). The content

of the. debate reflects different p051tions regarding the concept

- of :mode: of prduction, as well as the theorization of the modes of
producition. specific to the‘investigation‘of African history. One
major issue concerns. the class nature of pre-capitalist formations,
specifically the relatlons of productlon, approprlatlon and
utilization of the 5001a1 product which entalls both the theoretical
and historical. 1nvestigatlon of such. categories as exohange ‘of

different kinds, slavery, kinship and 1deology, and state formation,

The concept of tarticulation of modes_of production! has
similarly posed a number of questions for research with respect to
tﬁe"specifiC‘processeS‘of penetration of pre-capitalist formations
bY'caﬁital. ‘The relations between capital and labour develop through
a number of wariant forms according to concrete condltions,
the concept -of artlculatlon has posed questions of transxtlon
which focus on the degree of determination excerc1sed by pre~capital-
ist modes and forms “of productlon, for example, the functions of
socxi unlts such as peasant households, the 'domestlc community!?
(Melllassoux), and lineages in subsidizing the reprcductlon of
labour-power whether for direct exchange w1th capital through the
wage=-form (the case of labour mlgratlon) or mediated through
petty commodity productlon. The work of Pierre-~-Philippe Rey on
articulation has empha51zed in partlcular the class alliances
necessary to the tasks of the colonial (and,subsequently independ~
ence) state in establishiné and extending the coﬂditions of

operatlon of capital.60

: witﬁan the limlts of the present paper, the discussion of the ‘
emerging materialist problematlc in Afrlcan hlstory must remain
brief but several of its remlflcatlons can be spelled out. First,
it is the case that our use of the concept of problematic does
violate the integrity of Afrlcan history as a field of academic
specialization, The un1ty and coherence of a body of knowledge is
the effect of its productlon w1th1n a problemat1c, not the record
of its institutional growth and prestlge, Most of the wrlters we
have cited are not historians accor&ing to.their prof essional labels, .
but in terms of their theoretical and methodologlcal practice (the

curcial determlnant, as we have argued), Coquery-VldrOV1tch and



van Onselen, say, who are historians have more in common with
Arrighi (an economist) Meillassoux (and anthropologist), Mamdani
(awpoliﬁcal:Scientists) and Wolpe (a sociologist) than they do

with their non-Marxist. counterparts in history,

“ldbeover, a humber of:.thése.writers. have.shown.that the ..
production of detailed Historical studies i's'by no means the’
excluéiVe"b}oVinceiof“5fOfessiénal historiang, ' This results in a
définité’ probleém for the latter who, “given’ their lack of a geheric
object'br me'thod of knowledge, are driven inté the defensive |-
posture’ of ‘Finding increasingly sophisticated and esoteric
" technique’s' of ' collectiving data =~ the pursuit and glorification ‘of
the 'sourcést’, The need for efficient and accurate techniqueées is
evident but they cannot replace the theoretical issues in the -~
production of knowledge, _

~ lletther can a substitute for the tasks of problematizapipn in
_scientific investigation be found by merely ‘'historicizing!' certain
‘themes. The attempt to do this and its justification is exemplified
in a neeent collectiondof studies .on religion edited by Professors
Kimambo and Ranger,

+  The need to demonstrate the p0551b111ty of African
religious history emerges even more clearly from Dr,
Parrindérts recent survey, Religion in africa...

. - (which) gives us an almost exclusively narrative
~ history of Islam and Christianity, hardly pausing to
‘ ‘analy®é them in their various African forms, but his
~treatment of African t!'traditionmal'! religion is
purely descriptive and in the 1d10m of a timeless
"ethnolographlc present. : :

, The bulk of thls bock con51sts of a series of
s§e01flc studies which demonstrate what can be
achieved if historical questions are askedabout
religious ideas and 1nst1tutlons in Africa
sccieties. 61

This 1nprrat10n apparently stems from the discovery that

"traditional' rellglon has been a kind of chasse gardee of

anthropologists, What is the content of its 'historicization
“peyond ‘the assertion that traditional religioms have a past, that
they cannot be adequately treated in a synchronic framework but
would benefit from a diachronic approach, promoting them to the
'same lével of seriousness as the study of Islam and Christianity?
tReligion! as an object of investigation, whether retrospective or
éoﬁﬁe&ﬁefary; has to be‘problematized’both-aé a category of ideology
ahd in Felation to the nature of the social fomation in which
particular réligious ideologies are'manifested;§2’Extending‘the
range of Africaf history:by finding a chronological dimension for
phenomena previously neglected in the di scipline may be good for

business but fails to meet the demands of a scientific history.
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Returning to the latter, a very important and tricky issue
remaihs, as we have shown, Marxist historical work on Africa
faces the challenge of appropriating and constructing in knowledge
the 5001al reality to which it iiaresses itself, but it also
confronts a substantial body of literature on African produced
through the ~concepts and methods of bourge01s socLal thought and
_1ts co poaeat sp601f1alizatiohs, 1aclud1ng history. The fact that
all alonc we have p01nted out the heterogen61ty of bourge01s .
1ntellectual production, substantiates the peint that we now, have
to stress. Whlle there 1s a radlcal break between the materialism
problematic and those of bourge01s 5001al thought, and while this
break must be constantly reproduCcd from a materialist viewpoint
"the relatisn to bourge01s thougnt cannot be one of comprehensive of

uniform dismissal,

All s001a1 production has an obJectlve reality, 1nclud1ng
1deological produmion whlch artlculies, albeit sometlmes in a
highly mediated form, the p051tions of partlcukr social cLassess
‘and fractions of classes in the course of their general development
and in specific conJuctures. Bourge01s 5001al thought 1n _
jiitself has a contradictory character, on one hand 1ncorporat1ng
many of the advances registered by the revolutionary and 'world
historical' nature of capitalism, on the other hand contributlng
1n diverse ways to the 1deolog1cal reproduction of ‘the hegemony
of capiti.A

While we have traced aspects of.he'ideologicaleareer'of
African history as a convenient means of illustrating the
opertion of the concept of problematic, we do,notdismiss every
thing that has been produced in african history.v The ideological
elements in the problematics we have discussed constitute only one
level of »etennlnation of the knowledges that are produced. In the
flrst place, and most: obv1ously, ‘historical work on.Afrlca had
accumulated a great deal of" 1nformation on various social formations
which can be utilized in the 1nvest1gatlon of. questions
posed by materialist analysis, '_ ' '

oecond, and more - fundamentally, historical materialisn can
appropriate not only 1nformatlon but also ideas from bourge01s
works according to a method by wnlch they are reformulated and
given a coatent and function in the system of concéepts of the
. Marxist problematlc. This is not to subscribe to the specious
notion of a ldialogue' between, or ‘synthe51s' or, materialist
and bourge01s theoretical p051tlons, but indicates the ability of

historical materialisam to differentiate bourge01s thought,
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‘to recognize its achievements anc.tb'appdrpriate them for its own
purposes.63 J. Banaji has made the'intefeétiﬁg cbvservation that
contemporary with the vacuum in larxist historiography caused by
the verificationist method of te 'historiéo—philOSophic
conceptiony, a body of work much closer to the éoncerns of
materialist problematic was being produced by the Annales school
in Francé.6h T6 cite a more specific instance, Claude Melllasoux
has commended thevalue of Firth's concept of !sgeres of

" ¢irculation' in the analysis of pre-capltallst exchange relatlons,

while at the same time subjecting to criticism the categories

65 S

E

of Firth's formaliat problematic.

) A 51ng1e detailed example may serve to illustrate the p01pt
more fully, in concluding this essay. We have chosen the theme of
state formation which raises questions about the differentiation
of ‘'primitive communal! formations, and the forms of transition
in the development of formations constituted by class relations.
- State formation is habitually treated by non-larxist anthropologists
and historians in the light of two substantive areas of discussion,
The first is that of kinship, the definitive object of bourgeois
anthropology which poses it as the fundamental structural principle
off 'primitive! society, often within an evolutionist problematic,
The second is that of the Hamitic thesis, or more generally the
diffusionist problemtic¢ from which it derives, The way questions
have beern directed by these corceptual frameworks have tended to
dominate the terms of investigation, even if specific results may
lead to the rejection of aspects of the evolutionist
or diffusionist argument s,.
. Re Horton comes to termis with the Hamitic thesis in the foll-

owing manner:

eeo in reconstructing the history of the West Africa we need

te invoke no mysterious, Hamitie Flhrerprinzip in order

to undertand the trasition from statelessness to state

organization, In repudiating the Hamitic Hypothesis, of

course, we must avoid the opposite extreme of denying:

any trans-Saharan influence on pre- -colonial West African

political development, We know that the scale and

. efficiency of several of the great states owed much to

the presence of liberate Muslim chamberlains who hailed
from over the desert. e also know that the ideology of
Islam contribut ed immensely to the power of the great
kings of the Western Suda., Nevertheless the balance of
thé évidence makes it seem likely that a good deal of -
~therbasic business of state formatipn took place threough

v_tne devel opment of 1ndlvenous pr1n01ples of 5001al .
“7orman1zat10n. 66 ~ o

Ie comes to terns W1th the Hamltlc theas pre01se1y on 'the

balance of the ev1deqce'° to the degree that this is negative then

the question of state formaticn can be pursued in 'the indigenous
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principles of social organizaticnz'., The ompir%ciSm of this proced-
ure is evident; Horton is unuble to find a method of p051ng

.state formation as an object of investigation which 1ncorporates a

-theorcetical critique of the que stion assumed in the Hamitic

vthesis. The notion of 'balance! of cvidence leads to a queasi-
quantltutlve posture° dlfoS1on is allowed an empiricall&
-contlngeLt efflcacy, whlle the 'qdlgenous' exploitation applies to
ta gooa ceal of the'ba51c business of sthte formation!?,

o Je C. Mlller confronts dl;fu51oniSm in a more refined
emplrlclst ﬂanner, suggesting that the idea or the institution
can travel w1thout any partlcular hlstarlcal sUbJects (such
as the 11terate Musllm chamberlalns) as 1ts carriers, He continues

' .lefu51on hypotheses, -while closer to historical fact
in some ways, must be .applied bery carefully, since the
" experience of the Mbundu shows that the simple availa-
bility of an idea diffused from the outside did not
guarantee its implementation or long-term succesS...
Thus diffusion did not explain state ‘formation but
- merely provided the opportunity for local innovators
to change an outside idea into a form which they ‘could
use to create new states, 67

VYiller's empiricism is more refined tecause he recognizes,
albeit in an intuitive fashion, a possible contradic ti on between

tproof! by appeal ta the ﬂacts and explanation.—Thé degree to

which the facts are conv1nang is not an intrinsic property they
possess but is a fhnctlon of the conceptual fraiework that: locates
those fats, or,.better,. Broduceswthelr 51gn1;10at10n. Otherw1se,
Millerts statemént resonates the clements of the same problematic,
' namely idealism - the state carried in the idea of the state, and
subjectivism - the substitutior-01 one group of historical subjects
(indigenous innovators) for another: (the: carriers of the state idea).
Unfortunately, Miller's inmability to extricate.his anslysis from
the-termas of this problematic, in terferes with his central theds
which indicates the contradictions betwqu;ggomgylnqg%gswwwm
of social organization without any appeal to historical subj eds:
‘ ' MVbundu political history moved in no single difection

but consisted of irregular alternatlon between the

trimph of institutions based on the loyalties of

'kingship and those articulating the demands of kings, 68

_ Both Horton.and Miller concur that the process of state form-

afioﬁ'is‘to be regarded as a transition from a kin-based social
‘group to a form of social organlzatlon whose cohesion restes on
Arelatlons transcendlng those of the basic klnpgroup. This may have
~an adequacy at a descrlptlve level 'but the central term" 'klnship'
cannot be taken as glven. Kinship itself has to be problematlzed

otherw1se 1t retalns a re51dual conceptual potency by default, At
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a given, as the 'matural' Basis and’ overwhe lming fact of 'primitive?
social life, it becomes the suource from which all else follows,

Kinship <dces not have to be exphﬁned'because it explains every-

This problem with respect to kinship is also found in the

work of scome Marxists, as the: effect of an incomplete break with the

problenatlc of anthropology. For example; Godelier asks

Is it possible to maintain this thesis (de%erminatlon

.in the last instance by the economic base) ‘when one

sees kinship playing the dominant role’ in primitive

societie $? How can one unlerstand and reconcile the

.Cominant role of kinship in primitive societies and -

the detemmining role, in the: last instance, of the

., economy, and, generally, how is one to understand the
., " "dominant role of a structure ln a detennlned type of
T 5001ety? 70

" Godelier'!s resolution of these questions as he has posed
‘them,fls clfcular. Kinship relations functloL as production relati s,
polltlcal relations, .ideological schema. A crltlc, noting this
c;rcularluy, stressed that *certain critiéal-questlons have been
concealec: v o
Ihey do k1nsh1p relations function as relations of

. w£0dUCt¥gg?eé%gom§are% gieéfunc 10nh10% g?an? And

ﬁQuestlo“u such as these express the cardinal principle of problema=-

tization: no 5001al category an be taken as given, even (or

upartlculary) those as apparently. embedded in 'nature! as the
sexual division of labour and kinship, but has to be posed as

an object of investigation and explaﬁation according to the method
. of a.sciénfific problematic, that is, one. capable of so posing it.
In our ow1110n, this procedure is exemplofle“ (1n relation to kin-
shlp) in the first part of Meillassoux's recent work Femmes,

greniers et capitaux.

' utute fomation, as noted above, is generally seen as a process
;0f trans;tlon from formations whose social relations are epressed
through klnshlp. Any analy51s of transition wmust focus on the
_contraalctlons which give the COﬂtent of traD51t10n' between
different - modes of production, between the principles of organ-—
ization characteristic of dif ferent modes of production. We saw
that the posing of the question in the se terms appears in Millerts
.monogrann on the: Mbundu, where it was distorted by elements of
\lldeallsm anid subjectivism, However, in an essary publlshed several
"fyears earller, Miller treates the theme of coqtradlctory allegiance:
‘to ‘kinsmen and kings  in terms whlch.approach those of the repro-
‘ductlon of social relations, . Here hls analyalo of the transition
from kinship to kingship bears strong 51m11ar1t1es to the work

of two Marxists, P, Bonnafe and P,-P, Rey on slavery in Congo-



Brazzaville,

' Alﬂgshlp appears clearly as a precursor of the state, és it
comes to bc known in class SOClCtleS.. Kinship changes w1%£ﬂéie
fomation of a coalltlon of dozlnant llneages, whose survival as
don;nant llneages depends on extendlng the material and- soclal
bases of theyr reproduct1on. I this ofocess relatlons of- fécipro—
callty are dlsplaced by relat1oas of. don1nat10u/subord1nat10n.

Hewever, tnls transition is effected partly through the preservablon

'of klnsﬁlp 1deology even though thematerlal condltlons ha

changed, One of the funct10n5uf kinship 1deology was to designate
those, who could be sold as. slaves to the slave-traders.f Both Rey
and Mlller DOlnt out that the 1&eelogy accorﬂlnv to whlch a parsoq
outs1de 1 11neage was not a. SOCLal belng, helq the pos51b111ty

of the ermergence. of .a popuLatlon owslde recogﬁlzed kln relatlons

which became a potehfial SSUT SS For the Atlantic slave trade, -

, . Again, both. Rey and Mlller 1nd10ate the Jurldlcal nechanlsns
whlch were. eﬁployed.to outlaw,‘as 1t were, klﬂ members fron thelr
,clans an“«lrneages.‘ “The™ practlce of pawnlng Jembers of a 11neage
‘ (espe01qlly females) 1n order to pay flnes 1s-re1evantvhere. In

these foruatlons whlch were patrllocal anJ matrlllneal “such

practlces prov1ded a basis for the emergende of patrllocal and
.patrlllneal groups. " A" possible sequence, from. flnes to. pawnshlp -to
slavery to a process Ofwéfé;capltallét>prlmltlve accumulatlon 1s
suggestei, and both authors draw attentxon to. the_grollferatlon sof
incidents whlch lead to flnlng° sorcery, w1tchraft uccusatlons.n
One 15 tempted tos speculate that thls klnd of analysxs of the
1nternatlonal dynamlcs of slavery may provlde the beglnnlng of‘a
h1storlcal answer to”Mary BOuglaS's questlon of concernlng'ﬂle,“

.o reasons lur the dlsapperance of the. matrlllneal belt in Central

Afr1cn.,
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Notes
1. We are saying this on the basis of the first two issues of

History in Africa that were available to us, as well as on the
basis of the general trend in the dlsc1pl1ne.

2, In the second issues of History in Africa, several of the
contributors pay tribute to J. Vansinal!s pioneering wark Oral
Tradition (London, 1965), and rightly so. This work still awaits
“a fully critical treatment, but we may point out that in a

number of instances ‘thistorical methodology! is treated as a
compendlum of techniques, a tendency even more manifest in e.g.
Recons tructing African Culture History ed. :Ce Gabel and N,R. Bennett
(Boston, . 1967) In his opening article in the first issue of the
journal, I, Henlge makes a strong plea for” 'comparative hlstory'
which presumably reflects an awareness of .the need for some
theoretical stiffening in the discipline, However, advotates
'comparative history?, tinterdisciplinary history'! and other
fashionable phrases of the day should be beware of thinking that
the problems of a 501ent1f10 hist ory are solved ther eby,

3. For example, J., Ki-Zerbo, Histoire de l'Afrigue Noire (Péris,

1972) p. 27. .

L, This essay derives from and sdbstantlally develops several
previous papers by the authors - H, Bernstein, 'Marxism and African
History: Endre Sik and his Crltlcs' Kenya Historical Review

(in presg), J. Depelchin, !Toward a Problematic History of Africaf(,
Tanzania Zamani 18 (19765, also to appear in -the.  Journal of .
Southern African Affairs, and 'African History and the 1deolq;ca1
Reproductlon of Exploitative Relatlons of Production' Africa
Development (1n press).

5. K, Marx and F. Engels, The Gomman Ideology ed. C, Arthur (London,
.1970) P. 48,

6. XK. .Marx, Grundr1sse ed. M. Nlcolaus (Harmondsworth, 1973) p. 85,

7« It is impossible to give anything like a complete blbllgoraphy
of  the course of this debate over the past decade, but cf,, inter
alia, the publications of the Centre d!Etudes et de Recherches
Marxistes - Sur les societes precapitalistes, Textes choisis de
Marx, Engzels, Lenine (5arls, 1973, for the long introduc tory essay
by M. Godelier), Sur le !mode de production asiatique!? (Parls, 1974,
second edition;, Sur le feodalisme (Paris, 197E); E. Balibar, !The
Fundamental Concepts of Historical Materialism! in L. Althusser and
E, Balibar, Reading Capital (London, 1970); B, Hindess and P.Q. Hirst,
Pyre-capitalist Modes of Production (London, 1975), and the discuss~
ions by J. Taylor in Critique of Anthropology 4/5 (1975) and 6
(1976), by T. Asad and H, Wolpe in Economy and Society 5(4) (1976),
and by J, Banaji, unpublished ms, (1976); M. Godelier, Rationality
and Irrationality in Economics {(London, 1972); E. Terray, Marxism
and 'Primitive! Societies (New York, 1972); P, Anderson, Passages
from Antigquity to Feudalism and Llneages of the Absolutist State
(London, 1975), and-the discussion by P,Q., Hirst in Economy and
Society 4(4) (1975); P.-~P. Rey, Les alliances de classes (Paris,
1973; W. Xula, An Economic Theory of the Feudal System (London,
1976 J. Banaji, 'Modes of production in a materialist conception
of history'!, mimeo (Dar es Salaam, 1975); A.M. Bailey and J.B.
Llobera, 'The Asiatic mode of production: an annotated bibliography!
in Critique of Anthropology 2 (1974) and 4/5 (1975).

8. K. Marx Capital Vol. I (New York, 1967) Chs, 14 and 15
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9+ In particular L. Althusser and E.Balibar, op, cit.,L.Althusser
For Marx (London, 1969) and Essays in Self-Criticism (London 1976)

10, E.g.y I, Herbek, !'Towards a perlodlsatlon of African histOry' in
Emenglng Themes of African History ed, T. Ranger (Naerbl, 1968)
and the fUrther comments in Bernsteln op. cit.

11, On the fetishism of commodltles, see -Capital Vol. I, Ch. Iy
Section h also I,I. Rubin, Essays .on Marx's Theory of Value
,(Detr01t, 1972, first published in the Soviet Union in the 1920's),
and N,. Geras, 'Marx and -the Critique of Political Economy! in
'Ideologz in Social Science, ed. R. Blackburn (London, 1972). On the
. theory ™ of ‘the. bourgeols state see. N. Poulantzas, Political Pover
and Sagial Classes (London, 1973}, which contains a very precise
~discussion of the relative autonomy of the political in the -
3cap1tallst mode of production.,  For further discussion of this
fundamental point and its application to pre-capitalist modes of
production see a number of the references . cited in note 7, also
several of the contrlbutors to Marxlst Analyses and Social Anth~
rogolonged. M. Bloch (London, 1975) -

12 K. Marx, Letter to the Ed1t0r1a1 Board of the Otechestvenn;ze
Zapiski (November, 1877) in Marx/Engels, Selected Correspondence
lMoscow, 1975), Pe 293, . , .

.‘13. The capltallst mode of prodlctlon is an exception to thls ML
statement, -as to most general statement s, This is because of its
{fworld-historical! mature (Marx), that is, its relentless driver to
accumulate which leads to its expanded reproduction on a world
“soale thereby characterizing an: entire epoch of world historye
However, while"it is possible to emnstruct the framework of a ...
history of capitalism in this sense, such a framework must include
concepts which.can produce a periodization of the global develop-
ment of capltal, and the specificity of particular capitalist
”formatlons (both advanced and backward) within each period,

'1hs:Glossary in~Althusser, For Marx op, Cit.

f15; AlthuSser elabonates a principle of analysis specific to the
concept of ‘copjuncture, namely that of 'overdetermination’; cf.
h1s essay ’Contradlctlon and Overdetennlnatlon' in For Marx.

163 Quoted in Terray OR‘ cit., P. 39.

17. See tThe Method of Political Economy' in the Grumdrlsse, _B.
cit, pp.300-108

18, Poulantzas °E' clt., p. 16

19. Grgndrlsse, p. 127

20, For an excellent recent analy81s of the Weberlan problematlc,
cf. P,Q. Hirst, Social Evolution and Sociological Categories
(London, 1976) . chs. 3-6. Hist characterizes Weber's problematic
as a specific combination of the conception of the object of '
historical and ‘social knowledge derived from the neo-Kantian
Gelstesw1ssenschaften, and a positivist conception of the nature
and methods of empirical know1edge.

21, Cf. B. Hlndess, The Use. of Official Statlstlcs in' 8001ology
(London, 1973). This is a Short and cxtremely incisive work of
far wider epistemological and methodological singificance than

its title suggests,
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22, HaMthy U o :

.Journal o; Contemporary Hlstory

23. Reading Capital p,'145.~ '“;tff“fff“;;ﬁjf~f~ewﬁﬁ SR S

24, Althusser, ESSaySeos ODe cit,, and in particular 'Is it simple
to ‘be a- Marxist’ ine Philosophy?' which contains some remarkab le

- tpassages’ bn‘wﬁat“might be termed the ‘functions of ‘a 'minimalt
 epistemology; for example ~ !Harx protects himself... by the use of

the thesis of the primary of the real object over the obJect of
knowled Gy, and by primacy of this first thesis-over the.- rmnriins’

_ second: " "The "distinc tion between the real object and the dbaect of
'knowledge. Here you have tha t minimum of generality, that is,.in

the .case in -question; .of materialist theses, which, by drawing a
line between themselves and 1deallsm, open up a free spare for the
investigation of the concrete processes of the production of
knowlédge.oo OQur thesis is precise emough not to fall into ideéllsm,
pre01se ‘énoligh’ to draw a  line between itself and idealism, that is,
correct enough in its generallty to prevent the 1living freedom of

vsclence from belng buried under its own results’ (p. 193).

'25.‘Important dlscu531ons in recent years of the formation.of.
‘Marx's problematlc with specific reference to thé. wr1t1ng of

Capital include L. Althusser, E, Balibar, J. Ranciere, R, Establet and

:P, ‘Marchery, Lire le Capital (Paris, 1968, second edition);
"Re~ Rosdolsky,fzﬁr Entstehungesgeschichte des Marxschen 'Kapltal'

(Frankfurt, 1968, English translation in preparation byﬁﬁluto Press,
Lgndon), ‘e .Mandel. The formation of the Economic Thought of Karl
Marx (London9 1971)3 M. Nicolaus in his Introduction to the
Grundrisse op, citv, The foremost exanples of this procéss of

« . reconstructing Marx's problematlc in order to apply it in theoretical

and- - political practice are to be found in the work ‘of Lenin

who devoted a number . of years to the exhaustlve study of - g_thal
and other major works ~ see Lg Trotsky, The Young Lenin’
(Harmondsworth, 1974) vihich is a hlghly illuminating and beautifully
written account, At thé’Tével of “ecohomic theory, for example,

~Lenin fought to re—establish Marx's concepts and method against the

Narodniks (e.g.. The Development of Capitalism in Russia, Ch. 1).
and, later:against Kautsky in the Second International debate on
1mper1a115m, in terms of political theory, see Lenint's The State
and Revolution, the first part of which is devoted to drawing out
the elements of a theory of the state-frem various works by Marx

.and Engers,

26 On the Marxlsm cf the Second Intermational cf. L. Collett;,

From Rousseau to_Lenin (London, 1972), and on the USSR the

comments in Banaji, 'Modes of product10n..;~'gg_ cit, This is not to
say that all Soviet historigraphy is subject to these deformations;
see, for example, the work of A,D. Lublinskaya, Frerch- Absolutism:

_.the Crucial Phase 1620-1629 (London, 1968), !Popular masses and

the social relations. of the epoch of -absolutism: methodology of

'~research] Economy and Soeiety 2(3) (1973), and 'The comtemporary

bourgeois conception of absolute monarchy!, Boonomy and Society
(1) .(1972). The latter article is 1ntroduced.by ‘an appre01at10n
of: Lubllnskaya s work by G, LittleJohn. -

e e

27, The History of Balck Africa (Budapest, 1966), Vol I, Pe 19,
You 'theses’ read 'laws! - the content of any term or workd is

Aglven By fhne way it fTunctions conceptually in a partlcular problematic,

On the -natur~ of Sik's IMarxlst' hlstory of Afrlca see’ further
Bernstein op, cit. '
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28, ’Althusserds chléf‘achlevenent 1s to produce a version of the
dlalectlc accordlng to which hlstory is determlned not predeterm~
NESURIRINE 57 7-Ys | IFRNNy Callinxcost Althusser' Marxlsm (London, 1976) p. 71.

29, P. Vllar, 'Marx1st hlst.ry - a hlstory 1n the maklng' New
Left Review 80 (1973) p. 67.YH ‘ . T e e TSRO

30, We f£ind a: considerable icorrespondence between our purpose here
"-and‘he projec¢t of Abdallah Laroui in his L'histoire due Maghreb :
- (Paxis, 1970) in which he points out that an ideo logica lly
”decolog red history»such as MohanedSahli's Decoloniser—L'his torire
(Parigi-1965) is notrthe same.thing as, nor a sufficient basis of,
] uhrmory. The reason fbr thls are‘“

“the: produétlon of SGlEﬁflfl
spelt out: below, T .1\3 =

31L_G. Kay Develo ent and Underdevelopment. A Marxlst Analys1s
’(London, 1975 especially Chs, 7 and. 8, For.a Critical disocussion
of Kay's important work, see H. Bernsteln 'Underdevelopment md the
‘law of Value' Review of African Political Economy 6 (1976)

" 32, On the concept of 1deolognca1 and.repress1ve state apparatuses
cf. L, Althusser, :'Ideology and Ideological State Apparatuses;.

" 'Notes. towards an- Investlgation' in his Lenln and Ph11050phy R
»(London, 197ﬂ) . , '

S o S g

B 33. P,D, Curtln Afrlcan Hlstory (Amerlcan Hlstor1ca1 Assocktlon,
oo .1. 1 96“‘) p'. U. ) . . . . .

~3h. waeVer, ‘it is worth p01nt ng out that the large fbundations
~have' a long hstory of funding studies of the Third Worldy for 4
example, Carnegie's interest in Lord Halley's Afrlc ‘Surve
~» (London, 1938, revised 1956). : ,

AT
> "“!v‘ B

- 35.. On colonial anthropology cf. A.O. Pala TA Cr1t1que of Colonial
‘Anthropology!t, Joliso, Ea. tAfrican Journal of Literatir & and
‘Societz 2(1, (197 ~“Feuchtwang 'The Colonial Formation of
‘British -3ooial Anthropologyf, and R. Byown tAnthropology and. Colon1a1
‘Rule: ‘the case of Godfrey Wilson and: the Rhodes-Livingstone
- Institute,. North ern Rhodesia, both in Anthropolo and the
Colonial Encounter ed. .T. Asad (London, 1973;. On the post-war boom
-in 'area studies! and 'development ' studies! cf, Americal's Asia,

“ed. 'Eo. Friednian and M. Selden . (New York, 1971) and The Troaan Horse,';
ed, S, helssman (san Franclsco, 1974)

36, M, Duchet's Anthropologie et hlst01re au 51ecle ‘des’ lumleres
(Parls, 1971) is a very interesting study which .shows the .
dialectical connection between the progressive aspects of the
writings of Buffon, Voltaire, Rousseau, Helvetius and Diderot, and
the emergence of colon1al rac:.st 1c1’eology. s -

”37. T4 As Hobson, Imperlallsm. A otudy (London, 1902) ;. E.D. Morel,
~The British Case in French Congo: The Story of a Great Inj stice,
. o its Causes and its Lesson {Londorn, 1903), Red Rubber (London,
+ = ©1919). The Black Man's Burden (New York, 1969 reprint); H.W,

T Nev1nson, A Modern Slavery (New York, 1968 reprint); Mark Twain,
King Leopoldfs Soliloguy (New York, 197%1.reprint); L,S, Woolf,
"Empire and Commerce in Africa,. A Study in Economic Imperialism
- (London, 1919); N. Leysy Kenva Tfondon 1926); also P. Mille,

Au Congo Belge (Paris; 1899), A, Gide, Vozage au Congo (Paris, 1927)
“and.the article by J. Stengers, 'Lfanticolonialisme liberal du

19eme siecle et son 1nf1uenoe en. Belglque', Bulletin des Seances,
~ ARSOM (1965). S , , V : »




37

38, T. Hodgkin, Nationalism in Colomial Africa (New York 1957)
‘ B. Dav1dson Afmcan Awakenmg (London, 1955). : !

39. Notably J. Stengers_J Combien le Congp aet—xl COute a La Belg Lque?
(Brussels 1957); and in the same veipy .Livre Bianc:

Apport s¢ientifique de ‘la Belgigue . au development de 1'Af;1que
Centrale (Brussels, 1962-3), 3 volss4'

40, -One 'of the favourite topics in the . field of the positive, son

tributions. of.-coloniil rule .is that of health and 'modern medicine!,

The work4of M Gelfand' is representative - Proud Record: an Account
Sloflthe !l lth Services'Provided for Africans in the Federatlon of
. 'Rhodesia and Nyasaland (Salisbury, 1960}, and Tropical: Victory:

and Account ‘of the Influence of Médicine on the History of Southern

Rhodesia, 1890-1923 (Cape Town, 1953), For a more sobering acgount

of colon1a1 'achlevements‘ in the health field, see J, Ford, The

Role of: the’ jages in African Economy..:A Study of ‘the

Tsetse Fly Problem London, 1971). C. van Onselen's excellent study

~Chibaro (London, 1976) demonstrates that.improvements in:health

T ———,

care-are a function of the conditions in: which,it becomes necessary

for capital to invest in the qpeallty of 1abour, and not an expression

“of any humanitarian or benevolent impulse, On: similar lines,, see also

J. Suret-Canale, afrique .noire: l'ere.coloniale (Paris, 196k -

PP, 499-516% _E, Eerguson, ‘Political Economy of Health and Medlcin

in Colonial Tanganyika in Tanganyika under colonial Rule,. ed.

M. Kaniki (forthcoming); J. Depelchin, 'Dr, Schweitzer and the Legend

~of Colonial Samaritanst!, paper presented to‘the Western Spcial
Sciences Association Annual Conference, Denver, 19753 C, van Onselen,
'Randlords and Rotgut, 1886-1903, An Essay on the Role of Alchohol
in the- Development of Furopean imperialism and: Southern Afrigan
Caw.taxllsm' H:.story Workshop 2 (1976) : See a.lso note- hlt below,

£
b ui .

sH. Ga.nn, Burden of Enplre (New York 1967) PeTe

. o vaidl ’

1&2 ’I‘he *Ldous: cla sg'icug ‘of. the ana}y ‘ﬁ;:s., of explo:.tatlon effected
thx‘pu.gh. the: commodity sale of lak er is, of course, Capital
and in. part1cula' Volume 1. Ma.rx, how eV T provided an excellent

© summary-.in his address’'to the General Counca.l of the. Intérnational
Working Men's Association in 1865 - see 'Wages, Price and Profit
in Marx/Fngels;.Selected Works Vol, 2. (Moscow, 1962), especiglly

' segtions 7 ‘to 14 On the domination.of. petty commod ity production
hy Qapltal, cf. O, LeBrun'and C, Gerry, 'Petty Producers and Capital-
.ism!, Review of African Political Economy. 3 (1975) amd H., Bernste:
'Capita.l and Peasantry in the Epoch of Imperialism!, Economics
Research Burea.u, Un1vers1ty of Da.r es Sala.am, 1976
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lt-h. Morel a.rt:.culates in~ hmnanltanlan terms what is in effect a
protest against practices: that are.no longer. rational from the
v1ewp01nt of capital, that is practices characteristic of an

t - earlier: period -of: plunder. It is worth quoting him at length -

T, 'Mm@x the- p_:.cture ef a: tropn.ca.l "African,. dependency - take
British Easi{ aAfrica’as typlcal - Where polmfrf"f ‘directed- to ’
ensuring that a dozen .o ‘'sO European concvess:.onaxres ‘sHAL1 ‘earn

b A g iy o A1r i s

large div:.dends. The flrst call: upon ,_he“"lai:»our,,di‘” tﬁe country is

Ascasresuld. nat:.ve V111ag_es decay.L The poplﬁa".'tlon e unabI"' 'ﬁ_:.o
feed itself, The administration has, o, import” foodstuff‘“é" at great
' expense, . The people sink immeasunably dnsthe scale of their self-
respeet. They ‘are reduced té 4 proletariatiwith "no Tights, ~ _There
1. odis.no horizon.before 'them; no hnourable ambition .to fulfil, Their
capacities are arrested, Their condition becomes.one of stagnancy.
Add to all this all the abuses incidental to labour thus

g
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economically forced, with théir attendant discountents developing
into sporadic outbreaks; the notorious inefficiency of African
labour under such circumstances; the decrease vitality con-
sequent upon the imroduction of an unnatural exlstence, the lowered
- birth rate; .the increase in prostitution and veneral disease, Were
is no constructlve policy, but a destructive one, Nothing is being
bult up, except the ephemeral fortunates of a few white men., The
future, viewed from the broad standpoint of both European and
African interests, "is being undermined all the time,

The f olly of the conception is palpable. If it be true in an
"economic sense, ‘as true it is, the the tasset! of a tropical
African dependency is prlmar‘ly,the native, a system which enfeebles

”w,andvimpverishes thenative is suicidal, always from he same
utilitarlan point of view. That is one side of the case, The_ other
side is dhat in effebling and"lmproverlshlng the Afrlcan, you are

destroylng the ma jor economic interest of Europe in the African,
Every penny taken from the national wealth of a European State for
the purpose of bolstering up a system of that kind in tropical
“Africa, is flung into the sea. Every European nation which is a
governing State in tropical Africa and which toletates a system of
that kind in its dependen01es, is allowing the ma jor national
interest to be sacrificeéd for the temporary enrichment of a
resticted number of individuals, And from the point of dew of
economics, the national interest is also the international
interest,'! The. Black Man's Burden (1969 reprlnt) PPe.: 238—9,
emphases added . .

45. For exanple, the exchange between K. Wylie and Du1gnan/Gann in
African Studie s Review: -

, 46 We canngt afford a digression into the so—called neo—Marxlst
”"ff'uhdefdevelopment?*theorles represent ed in the world of Andre
Gunder Frank, Samir Amin et _al., These have considerably influénce
the work of Walter Rodmey; see also E, A, Alpers, !'Re-thinking

. African Economic History', Kenyan Historical Review 1(2) (1973)

The comments of Kay op, cit. in his introduction are apposite, and
for a fuller discussion see H., Bernstein in H. Bernstein, D, Cruise
O'Brien and W, Nafziger, Development Thory Three Critical Essays
(London, forthcoming 19787,

h7. W Rodney, How Burope Underdeveloped Africa (Dar es Salaam
and London, 1972) ‘

2‘8 E Slk E Cito o .‘pa 19-)

h9. Necessary also in face of the denial by other hlstorians ‘that
such a ﬁhlng as African hlstory exists, e.g. Hs Trevor Roper, The
Rise of Christian Europe (London, 19655 and other references
‘given in Ki-Zerbo op. cit. pp. 10-11,

'50. And the terms of reference or criteria of cultural achievement
are.derived from European history, This is manifest in B. -
Davidson, The Lost Cities of Africa

and traces of this tendency appear in Rodnye's work,‘as pointed

out by G,T,. Hlshamblg 'The Mystification of African Hlstory A
Critique of Rodnye's How Furope ‘Underdeveloped Africa', forthcoming
in Utafiti, Dar Es Salaam, 1977.




51. Dulgnan and Gann 0p. Cltg, De 132

'52 ‘1hat 1s, yet another varmatlyq on enplrlclsn which sees-the
production of knowledge as the relation between a-subject- and an
objeect (the field of facts). Science then denotes a loyalty to the

;. factsy 'ideology'! a bad faith in deallng with facts. For a useful

* . discussion of the subgect/obgect conceptlon, see B, Hlndess,'

. ».'Models and masks: empiricist conaeptlons of the condltlons of
501entiflc knowledgesl Eeonomy and.Soclety 2(2) (1973)

53. On early re51stance and the natlonallst movements, see M,
Tsomondo, !Shona reaction and resistance to the European colonization
of ‘Zimbatiwe (Rhdodesia), 1890-1898: a case against colonial.
Q;and revlsionlst hlstorlography s Depty of Afro-American Studies,
State University of New York, Buffalo.(mimeo, ), ‘and Depelchin,
,_ﬂ;'Towands a Problematic History...' dp, cit.,-more generalty'the
. excellent paper by B.:Swai, !Locallinitiative in africam history, a
.. :aditique',: History. Department Semimr, Unlver51ty of Dar-es 'Salaam
~(1977), to appear as a pamphlet published by the Historical o
‘Association of Tanzaia. We are 1ndebted to Swai for the use'of
the term 'counter—factuallzatlon'

5&, Madlson, 1968 (second prlntlng) P 37.

55‘ New YOI‘k, 1967’ pu 170

56.. In a samllar vein of “intellectual history!, cf. C. Wauthier,
The Literature and Thought of Modern Africa (New York 1967)

Africa Remembered ed. P.D. Curtia (Madison, 1968); L. Kesteloot,
~Intellectual Origins of the African Revolution’ (New York 1973)

57. A.F. Issacman, Mozambique (Nadlson, 1972\ P. xiv; the same
message Appears in his recent study The Tradition of Resis tance in
Mozamblgue (London, 1976) ps xxiv,

58. This renalns a contentious questlon in Marxist debate, The

?fstrong"case s pux by._Althusser in his essay 'Marxism is not a
. Humanism! in ‘For Marx op, cit, Althusser 'is criticized on this
*v“lssue by Geras E 01t - PP.. 490 1, :

59. For the French llterature see the annotated blbllgraphy in
C. Meillassoux, Femmes, greniers et capitaux (Parls, 1975) Works

by the other writers cited include the essays .on Rhodesia by

Agrighi in G. Arrighi and J.S. Saul, Essays on the Political Econony

of Africa (New York, 1973); van Onselen, Chibaro op, Cit.;

Mamdani, Politics and Class Formation in Uganda (London, 1976)

I.G. Shivji, Class Struggles in Tanzania (Dar es Salaam and London,
*1975), ¥. Hussein, Class Conflict in Egypt, 1945-1970 (New York, 1973)
S. Trapldo,”isouth ‘Africa in a Comparative Study of industriali-

zation!, Jourmal of Dewvelopmenhk Studies,~7(3) (1971)5 H. ‘Wolpe,

'Capltallsm and cheap labour-power in South Africa: from segregation

to apartheid!, Economy and Society 1(4) (1972); M. Legassick,

!'South: Afrlca. capital accumulation and violence Economy and

Society 3(3) (1974), and Liberal Thought, Racial DiscrimipAtion and

the Industrialisation of § jouth Africa’ (forthcomlng) M. Morris,

é ‘he development bf capltalesm in South African agrlculture~‘class
8 ruggle in the country51de Economy_and Soclety 5(3) (1975)

Je would also 11ke§§d§acknowledge the work of -Je.-Suret-
Canale whose Afrique Noirerd Volume I (Paris, 1968, third
edition) wa.ﬁ,ai‘ogb' a long time the only serious by a Marxist

f”d’#‘,“dﬁkﬂhﬁﬁQEﬂpQﬁgﬁtallst formationse.
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¥While there has sometimes been a somewhat mechanical quality
about the work of the Centre d'Etudes et de Recherches Marxistes,
for example Suret-Canale's pursuit of the so~called Asiatic mode
of production in African history, a number of original and creative
studies have been produced; cf, J, Suret-Canale, !'Essai sur la sige-
nificantion, sociale et historique des hegemonies Peules (XII eme~

XIXeme s,) 'Les Cahiers due Centre d'Etudes et de Recherches Marxist-
es (Special‘issue,'Bgris,r196h)§yalse¢P.‘Boiteau, 'Les droits sur -

- Ta terre dans la societe Malgache pre-coloniale!, La Pensee 117

(1964) which anticipated a number of -questions concerning the .
articulation of modes of ‘production which are usually associated

‘with the work of Perre-Philippe Rey (see following note),

60, Colonialiémé,"neo~éolonialisme et transition au capitalisme
(Papis,‘197@),_Le§_glliances de classes (1973), Capitalisme
n ggier~(Paris,n1976,.edited by Rey). /- e

61, The Historical Study of African Religion ed, I, Kimambo and
T.N, Ranger (London, 1972). It can become monotonous hearing about
the ahistorical character of anthropology when some excellent
historical studeis are being produced by Marxist anthropologists

- see, for example, L'!'esclavage en Afrique precoloniale ed, C.
Meillassoux, (Paris, 1975).

62, For a theoretical discussion and an example drawn from late
Imperial China, see S. Feuchtwang, '!'Investigating Religiont in

Bloch ed, Op. cit,

63. On the dangers-of -ladaptations! from burgeois thought, see,
however, M, Castells and E. de Ipola, tEpistemological Practice and
the social Sciences! Economy and Society 5(2) (1976), esp.

pr. 1401, ' R

64, t'Modes of production...' ops _cit, It is perhaps not surprising
that the thistoire totalisante'! of theAnnales school should
attract Marxist - see also G. Stedman Jones, 'History: the Povert
of Empiricism'! in Blackburn Oop._cit.,, However, the loosensss of
certain categories and principles of explanation of the Annales
historians (e.g. L. Febvret!s tinterrehtions' and finterdependence?,
and also the Conclusion in F, Braudel Capilnlism and Material Life
1400-1800, London, 1973) present difficulties to the enterprise

of Marxist history, :

65, C, lMeillassoux, !From reproduction to productiont!, Economy and
Society 1(1) (19725 PP. 94-6, There are a number of works of
bourgeois materialism which command respect (albeit critical) from
Marxists, for example, M., Sahlins, Stone Age Economic (London,
1974), and J. Goody, Technology, Tradition and the State in Africa.,
(London, 1971) which is discussed by E, Terray in Critique of *
Anthropology 3 (1975). ' ’ !

66. R, Horton, 'Stateless Societies in the History of West Africa?,

in History of West Africa ed. J.F.A. Ayaji and M, Crowder (New
York, 19725, Vol, I. p. 119,

67. J.C. Miller, Kings and Kinsmen (London, 1976) p. 281,

68, Ibid p. 282, It is regrettable that in his review of studies

of state formation, Miller omits one of the best recent analyses,
J.K. Rennie, 'The precolonial kingdom of Rwanda: a reinterpretation
Transafrican Journal of History 2(2) (1972).

69, Alain Marie, !'Rapports de parente et rapports de produc tion
dan les societes lignageres! in L'anthropologie economique ed.,
F, Pouillon (Paris, 1976).
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70, Cited ibid p. 89.

71, Ibid p. 91 o DR

‘, 72 J, C Mlller,"SIaves, slavers and social change in nineteenth-
"‘century Kasonge'*“xn Socia k- Change in- Angola ed;F. W. Heimer

(Mun;ch, 1972), P. Bonnafe, 'Les formes dtasservissement chez- les
Kukuya” d'Afrlque Centralet, and. P,-P. Rey, tLtesclavage lignager chez

. les Tsangui, Les Punu et les Kuni du Congo-~-Brazzaville : sa place

dans le systeme. d'ensemble des rapports de productiont, both in
Meillassoux ed. OpR. clt., It is appropriate to reiterate at this

point that we are not claiming to have prOV1ded a critical discuss-

ion adequate to their seriuusness of- recent" works 1like-Miller's

whlch is of a similar calibre,

Kings and Kinsmen, and" Se ‘Fetermants-The Shambaa K;gggpm (Madlson,
19755
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- Henry Bernstein
"Department of 5001ology

and

.Jacques Depelchln
Departmerit -of Histoxy .
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