After more than a decade as his country’s prime
minister, Kwame Nkrumah had seen many of his
development policies fail, oftentimes blocked by
intransigent parliaments that were divided along
ethnic lines. In 1964 he declared himself ‘President for
Life’ and began to rule in an increasingly authoritarian
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manner. In the excerpt below, from 1965, Nkrumah
argued that Ghana’s lack of success, and the problems
facing other post-colonial states, was due primarily
to the persistence of neo-colonialism in sub-Saharan
Africa. Nkrumah was overthrown by the military in
1966 and lived the remainder of his life in exile.

NEO-COLONIALISM: THE LAST STAGE OF IMPERIALISM

The neo-colonialism of today represents
imperialism in its final and perhaps its most
dangerous stage. In the past it was possible to
convert a country upon which a neo-colonial
regime had been imposed—Egypt in the
nineteenth century is an example—into a colonial
territory. Today this process is no longer feasible.
Old-fashioned colonialism is by no means entirely
abolished. It still constitutes an African problem,
but everywhere on the retreat. Once a territory
has become nominally independent it is no longer
possible, as it was in the last century, to reverse
the process. Existing colonies may linger on,
but no new colonies will be created. In place of
colonialism as the main instrument of imperialism
we have today neo-colonialism.

The essence of neo-colonialism is that the State
which is subject to it is, in theory, independent
and has all the outward trappings of international
sovereignty. In reality its economic system and thus
its political policy is directed from the outside.

The methods and form of this direction can take
various shapes. For example, in an extreme case
the troops of the imperial power may garrison
the territory of the neo-colonial State and control
the government of it. More often, however, neo-
colonialist control is exercised through economic
or monetary means. The neo-colonial State may
be obliged to take the manufactured products
of the imperialist power to the exclusion of

competing products from elsewhere. Control
over government policy in the neo-colonial State
may be secured by payments towards the cost of
running the State, by the provision of civil servants
in positions where they can dictate policy, and by
monetary control over foreign exchange through
the imposition of a banking system controlled by
the imperial power.

Where neo-colonialism exists the power
exercising control is often the State which
formerly ruled the territory in question, but this
is not necessarily so. For example, in the case of
South Vietnam the former imperial power was
France, but neo-colonial control of the State
has now gone to the United States. It is possible
that neo-colonial control may be exercised by a
consortium of financial interests which are not
specifically identifiable with any particular State.
The control of the Congo by great international
financial concerns is a case in point.

The result of neo-colonialism is that foreign
capital is used for the exploitation rather than
for the development of the less developed parts
of the world. Investment under neo-colonialism
increases rather than decreases the gap between
the rich and the poor countries of the world.

The struggle against neo-colonialism is not
aimed at excluding the capital of the developed
world from operating in less-developed countries.
It is aimed at preventing the financial power of
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American Vice-President Richard Nixon attends Ghana's independence ceremonies in 1957. Courtesy of the National Archives

(306-rnt-12-16).

the developed countries being used in such a way
as to impoverish the less developed.
Nonalignment, as practiced by Ghana! and
many other countries, is based on cooperation
with all States whether they be capitalist,
socialist, or have a mixed economy. Such a
policy, therefore, involves foreign investment
from capitalist countries, but it must be invested
in accordance with a national plan drawn up
by the government of the nonaligned State
with its own interests in mind. The issue is not

what return the foreign investor receives on his
investments. He may, in fact, do better for himself
if he invests in a non-aligned country than if

he invests in a neo-colonial one. The question
is one of power. A State in the grip of neo-
colonialism is not master of its own destiny. It
s this factor which makes neo-colonialism such
a serious threat to world peace. The growth of
nuclear weapons has made out-of-date the old-
fashioned balance of power which rested upon
the ultimate sanction of a major war. Certainty
of mutual destruction effectively prevents either
of the great power blocs from threatening the
other with the possibility of a worldwide war,
and military conflict has thus become confined
to limited war’. For these neo-colonialism is the
breeding ground.
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Such wars can, of course, take place in countries
which are not neo-colonialist controlled. Indeed
their object may be to establish in a small but
independent country a neo-colonialist regime.
The evil of neo-colonialism is that it prevents the
formation of those large units which would make
impossible ‘limited war’. To give one example: if
Africa was united, no major power bloc would
attempt to subdue it by limited war because
from the very nature of limited war, what can be
achieved by it is itself limited. It is only where
small States exist that it is possible, by landing a
few thousand marines or by financing a mercenary
force, to secure a decisive result.

The restriction of military action of ‘limited
wars’ is, however, no guarantee of world peace
and is likely to be the factor which will ultimately
involve the great power blocs in a world war,
however much both are determined to avoid it.

Limited war, once embarked upon, achieves
a momentum of its own. Of this, the war in
South Vietnam is only one example. It escalates
despite the desire of the great power blocs to
keep it limited. While this particular war may
be prevented from leading to a world contlict,
the multiplication of similar limited wars can
only have one end—world war and the terrible
consequences of nuclear conflict.

Neo-colonialism is also the worst form of
imperialism. For those who practice it, it means
power without responsibility and for those who
suffer from it, it means exploitation without
redress. In the days of old-fashioned colonialism,
the imperial power had at least to explain and
justify at home the actions it was taking abroad. In
the colony those who served the ruling imperial
power could at least look to its protection against
any violent move by their opponents. With neo-
colonialism neither is the case.
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Above all, neo-colonialism, like colonialism
before it, postpones the facing of the social issues
which will have to be faced by the fully developed
sector ..f the world before the danger of world
war cait be eliminated or the problem of world
poverty resolved.

Neo-colonialism, like colonialism, is an
attempt to export the social conflicts of the
capitalist countries. The temporary success of
this policy can be seen in the ever-widening
gap between the richer and the poorer nations
of the world. But the internal contradictions
and conflicts of neo-colonialism make it certain
that it cannot endure as a permanent world
policy. How it should be brought to an end is
a problem that should be studied above all, by
the developed nations of the world, because it is
they who will feel the full impact of the ultimate
failure. The longer it continues the more certain
it is that its inevitable collapse will destroy the
social system of which they have made it a
foundation.

Note

1. The policy of non-alignment was
pioneered by Nehrus India and
Nkrumah’s Ghana; the idea was to side
with neither the United States nor the
Soviet Union during the Cold War in
the hopes of creating a powerful third
bloc.

‘ Study Question
\

1. 1Is neo-colonialism primarily to blame
‘ for the problems facing the less-
‘ developed world in the post-colonial |
‘ era, or are the actions of indigenous

elites equally or more responsible?




