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and Latin America. Secondly, historically, most had been colonised 
for various periods and their colonial experience has continued to 
impact upon their abilities to affect the course of events in the 
international system. Thirdly, most are new sovereign participants in 
the affairs of the international society, their participation dating only 
from their attainment of independence. Fourthly, most of the states 
have no developed traditions of foreign policy conduct, as the 
development of their foreign policy structures is recent, most of them 
coming to life in the 1950s and after. Finally, most are beset by systemic 
constraints that hamper their effective fbnctioning in the international 
svstem or the global society of states. Thus, irrespective ofthe fluidity - 
of definition, there are certain features that distinguish those states 
known as the 'Third World', the most important being the poverty of 
their societies and their limited ability to influence the course of events 
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in the global society. 

More than any other event, the end of the Cold War has affected the 
classification of states in the international system. The collapse of 
c( ;t bloc brought an effective end of the East- 
W making irrelevant the division into three 
W v r l u  ~ I U L I ~ J .  I ~ w v ~ ~ ~ ~ ,  rhe end of the East-West division did not 
imply an end to polarisation in the international system. If anything, 
the development brought into sharper relief . a - -  more fbndamental 
division in the world: the division 1 and poor states. 
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 in thew Indications that the most important rorld system is not 
that of ideology, but of economic status fipt became manifest during 
the 1970s when the Third World quest for a restructuring of the 
international economic order received vocal attention. This quest 
dominated the intt he 1980s when the revival 
of conservatism in ~y the accession to power 
of Margaret That~ucl 1 1 ~  a,,U her ideological soul mate, Ronald 
Reagan, in the USA, put paid to the Third World advance. 
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Thus, while the nomenclature may change, there had always existd 
in the international svstem a group of disad\'antaped states - 

disadvantaged both politically and economically. seeking to make an 
impact on global politics despite their limitations. 
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In this lecture, the concentration is on sub-Saharan African states. 
The reason for this is simple: aggregating and analysing the foreign 

y ofthe S4 states ofAfrica is difficult enough, much less seeking 
this for all developing countries. However, I believe that enough 

It;bsuns can be drawn fro111 the Afiican experience to make it possible 
to extrapolate for similarly positioned regions of the world. In this 
lecture, our subject is foreign policy cooperation in developing 

tries and our labc 
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It is natural to ask why a historian will in a conceptualisation 
exercise given the generally assumed 3f the discipline. Why 
should we seek to understand the prlenurrlenon of foreign policy 
cooperation at a conceptual level? Is it not enough 1 stand 
what has happened and terminate the discourse at that ~ P I Y ,  
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study ot the past slmply tor the sake ot the past has continued to 
divide historical scholars for some time. Traditional historians, even 
of the history of international relations such as J.B. Durozelle, are 
t~nanimous that historians should not nd the d tation 
and analysis of events. For J.B. Duroi istory cc nly of 
events', and 'those who think they can go ~eyond th~s  are usually 
quite mistaken'.' This position fails to acknowledge t that 
knowledge does not lend itselfto precise compartmental Many 
+....,... scholars construct what a diplomatic historian of note, John 

s Gaddis, calls "intellectual equivalent of fortified trenches".: If 
nities and social sciences scholars are not to sink into mutual 

incornprehension, the1 jt engage in more than mc res at 
interdisciplinary coop which is the current rout tice. 
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and the true test of a state's capacity is reflected on one hand, in its 
capacity to make others do its bidding and, on the other, to resist 
pressures from other states. This relational element is retlected in most 
definitions of power. David A. Baldwin defines power to include "all 
relationships in which someone [a state] gets someone else [other 
states] to do something that he or she would not otherwise do."' F.S. 
Northedge defines power as "the general capacity of a state to make 
its will felt within the decision-making process of another ~ ta te ,"~  while 
Kal Holsti defines it as "the general capacity of a state to control the 
behaviol 
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les compromised by internal and external factors that define 
:e's operational environment. These include factors of 

geography, the economy, domestic political structures. the military- 
strategic situation, historical factors, the policyma snd 

the nature of the international environment. 

In varying degrees, the capacity of African states to determine the 
course of events in the international environment is affected by these 
limiting factors. The combination of geographical, economic, military- 
strategic and other limitations seriously affected the capacity of the 
immediate post-independence governments in Africa to dictate the 
pattern of events in the global society. To these should be added the 
constraints imposed by the colonial legacy, the nature of domestic 
politics and the capacity of the diplomatic machinew inherited at 
independence. Thus, it icult for any 
sustained pattern or trac foreign ~nal 
budgets made dificult the setting up ot elaaorare rorelgn pulicy 
machinery equipped with the necessary support facilities including 
quality intelligence and other information gathering services. As such, 
basic political and economic information about foreign policy operation 
areas is lacking and technical intelligence is handicapped. 
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Our argument is this: the \~arious constraints constitute limitations on 
the lnanoeuvrability 0 1  \tGrican states in international society 

Nevertheless, sovereiynty and rnembersliip ofthe iriten~ational society 
impose certain oblisations or one of which is participation in 
international relations. In f i l l ]  is obligation, each state has its 

i goals, the objectives it intends ru pursue In the case ofAfrican states, 
many ofthe goals of their foreign policy are similar, a fact that sholtlu' 
encourage them to concert their actions in achieving them. 
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One goal of :ign policies of African s the immediate 
post-indeper :ra was anti-colonialisn most obvious, 
consistent. a r l ~  a~l-~l~lbracing common denomi~~atur VI African foreign 
polic xen as t set of AFrican states emerged into 
inde~ : during 1950s and early 1960s, colonialism and 
white supremacist regimes were prominent features of the Afiican 
political landscape. Thus, an anti-colonial posture was a natural 
response of these states in defining their foreign policy goals. 
Concomitant with the commitment to the full decolonisation ofAfrica 
was the pursuit of the eradication of all forms of racism in Africa, the 
worst expression of which was apartheid in South Afr 
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At the inception of the OAU in 1963, there were still denial 
territories and it was only natural that a principal objecrive of the 
organisation was the eradication of all forms of colonialism from the 
continent. To facilitate the realisation of this objective, a Liberation 
Committee was set up with headquarters in Dar es Salaam, charged 
with the harmonisation of all the assistance provided by Atiican states 
to the liberation movements. It also managed a special hnd  set up for 
the purpose. In the following years, collective African commitment to - 
decolonisation found expression in such documents as the 1969 Lusaka 
Manifesto, the 1974 Dar Declaration, and the 1974 Lusaka Agreement. 

I 

, Another common pol jective of the foreign policy of African 
states was the pursuit ur nun-alignment in their relations with the 
power blocs in the international system. At independence, Afiican 
states were confronted with a world cleft into antagonistic power 

I blocs. For these states, their immediate colonial history had ensured 

I 
that all the important commercial, cultural, militan, and professional 



links were with the West particularly Western Europe. The need not 
to be caught in the power struggle between East and West was clear 
enough to them - as to the new states in other parts of the world, 
which led to the formation of the Non-aligned Movement. By the 
mid- 1960s, non-alignment had become a norm among most developing 
countries and a cardinal principle in the foreign policy declarations of 
the new states of Africa despite the different interpretations of what 
CO nstitutes 

A ~ ~ U L I I C ~  ~ u I I I I I I u I I  ~olltica! objective, agaln variously Interprerea, was 
the search for African unity. A few states were committed to 'instant' 
unity and the creation of a "continental government of Africa IIOIIJ',  

while others opted for a gradual approach. Nyerere argued for sub- 
regional integration, a mid-point to continental unity, a proposition 
that Nkrumah considered an obstacle to ultimate unity. For Abubakar 
Tafawa Balewa, the idea of an African government was a pipedream. 
When the OAU was established, it was clearly stated that its purpose 
was to defend, not to abolish member states. But in varying forms, all 
states professed a search fc )f the states of the continent. 

The fulfilment of economic expectations was amajor task ofthe post- 
independence governments. Popular expectations of the material 
benefits of independence, created in no small measure by the nationalist 
leaders themselves in the years of the anti-colonial struggle, and the 
'utterances of political leaders in the period after, demand at least partial 
fulfilment. The future political security of leaders was gradually tied 
t o  their economic performance and-concrete evidence of 
accomplishment. It was only natural to deploy every tool available, 
foreign policy inclusive, to attain the objective. Foreign policy became 
a tool for pursuing domestic economic goals. In seeking to o I 
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AE round of the constraints within which they were 
O P C I ~ L I I I ~ ,  LllG3F; > d e s  had grand objectives which required the input 

. of others for their attainment. For instance, the coniplete decolonisation 

of Africa arid end to apartheid in South Africa were dependent on 
factors some of which were beyond their direct control. In their 
economic aspirations, the states were handicapped financially and 
technically and lacked the necessary manpower. Thus, it was apparent 
that African states needed to relate with states outside their region in 
order to facilitate the attainment of their objectives. 

Even before African countries began to attain their independence, the 
question of a common foreign policy had been explored and debated 
mainly at the various Pan-African conferences that brought together 
African nationalists in the continent and the diaspora. However, in 
the post-independence period, cooperation efforts found expression 
in African participation in international organisations. 
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Participation in international organisations generally can be usefbl for 
developing states. International organisations are recognised as capable 
of performing three basic roles: they function as instruments for 
advancing the particular ends and interest oftheir members; they serve 
as arenas offorums within which actions take place; and they function 
as in -s in the international system.? I t usual 
imae 1 organisations is that ofthe polic nent of 
states, 1nstru11l~l~~3 used to fbrther particular ends, a "means for the 
diplomacy of a number of disparate and sovereign national ~ ta tes ." '~  
Our case study of the use of international organisations by African 
states for the s is the Commonwealth 
of N 
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African lssues rook promlnenr srage In Lommonwealrn ae~ l~era r~ons  
from deed, Rhodesia 
and 2 ican dimension 
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The aspirations ofAfrican states in their quest for membership of the I 
Commonwealth were essentially in two categories, political and I 



economic, and derived mostly from the general foreign policy goals 
identified earlier. The political ones include attempts to use the 

the various developing countries together to negotiate with the EEC, 
but its efforts proved abortive.'? 
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organisation as a f : struggle for the 
total liberation of 1 ial territories and 
eradication of apartheld In Youth Atrlca. 1 ne economic aspirations 
include search fort ide and for aid and other technical 
assistance in their ( ~r t s .  

The area of development assi: roduced the least friction in 
Africa's relations with the Comn~vll\wt;arih. The initiation of the Special 
Commonwealth African Assistance Plan (SCAAP) was recognition 
of the special claim of its African members to development assistance. 
The setting up of the Secretariat and the multilateralisation of 
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The pursuit of the liberation struggle produced mixed results 
particularly up till 1990. They were able to secure the withdrawal of 
South Africa from the organisation but could not prevent certain 
powerful members sntinuing diplorr snomic, cultural, 
sporting and other :s with South Al ~wever, the issue 

Commonwealtl lnce activities through the setting up of the 
Commonwealtl )r Technical Cooperation meant the addressing 
of African neeas wltnin a broader framework. Even then, Africa 
continued to 2 ride of place in Commonwealth assistance 
programmes. 
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Wi in the forefront ~monwealth ~ ~ S C U S S ~ O ~ S  until the 
trz ~f that country t :ratic rule in 1994. On Rhodesia, 
the ~ommonwealth manageu ro nv~d the line between 1966 and 1972, 
but the in nalisation of the struggle for t F 
Zimbabwe 973 led to an apparent margir 
Commonwea~tn. I he ultimate resolution of the crisis was tne ourcome 
of decisions reached at the 1979 Lusaka Commonwealth summit and 
the subsequent Lancaster House Conference at which the 
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Elsewf ave explored the issue of the appropriateness of the 
Comm h as a forum for the attainment of the African foreign 
policy ,ooals as well as the objective value ofthe African achievements 
~pis-h-\~i.s their aspirations. Here, my concern is with the general 
conclusions that can be drawn with respect to the phenomenon of 
foreign policy c he place of international organisations 
in the foreign p s of developing countries. So, we can 
now return to OUI PI I l l l a 1  y q ~ ~ 3 ~ i o n :  do states with similar constraints, 
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In the economic sphere, the ability of African countries to affect the 
behaviour of their British counterparts using the forum of the 
Commonwealth was nil. Against the wishes of its Commonwealth 
partners, the Britisl ment successhHy negotiated its e 1 

the European Com: while Commonwealth African sta 
compelled to join forces wirh similarly positioned developing cuurlu JCS 

in Africa, the Carib1 1 Pacific regions to form the ACP" Group 
that subsequently n !d the various Lome Agreements with the 
European Community (now European Union). The Commonwealth, 
again through its Secretariat, sought to play a crucial role in bringing 

The experience of African states in the Commonwealth is instructive. 
At different times, there was evidence of attempts to concert the African 
position on the issues at stake within the forum of the organisation. 
The first attempt at 'caucusing' was at the September 1966 
Commonwealth Prime Ministers' Meeting, described by the then British 
Prime Minister, Harold Wilson, as the 'nightmare conference'I3. The 
principal issue at the Meeting was how to deal with the Ian Smith-led 
rebellion in Rhodesia. The African members reached out to the Asian 
and Caribbean states to evolve a common approach to the debate on 
Rhodesia The caucusing approach involved holding a number of 
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meetings before the plenary sessions and invariably meant holding up 
the formal sessions. These side meetings irritated the other Prime 
Ministers and Britain, Australia, New Zealand and Canada did not 
hesitate to express annoyance at the strategy. The approach, it was 
conceded, had facilitated the reconciliation of views and the emergence 
of a consensus, but then, the group consultations were considered 
unusual and were not accepted as precedent.I4 
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I With group consultations or caucusing 'outlawed' at Commonwealth 
summits, there were no serious attempts at coordinating the African 

I 
position on issues dtrrir~g subsequent summits. But there were several 

, instances of informal consultations htlfore the formal convening of 
official summits. For example, at the instance ofNigeria, most African 

I delegates to the Singapore Meeting of Commonwealth Heads of 
Government, met to discuss a strategy for making more effective their 
opposition to Britain's intention to resume the sale of arms to apartheid 

I ,  South Africa. Before then and not long after the new British 
Government of Prime Minister Edward Heath made a pronouncement 
on the issue, there was an attempt by the East, Central and Southern 
African Commonwealth leaders to formulate a common position on 
the issue. This involved meetings of their Presidents and later of their 
Foreign M inisters. However, not much was achieved by the: ~gs  
given especially the developments at the Singapore summil he 
months after which showed an apparent disdain for the Africa11 puhl~lon 
by the Br ~rernmeni tly other attempt to collate an 
strategy brmal st ~f Heads of Governmenl g S 

was in 1979, when a special meeting of tta ine State ed 
by the two leaders ofZimbabwe7s Patriotic Joshua r\ nd 
Robert Mugabe, was held with the purpose "1 ~ U I  l~iulating all t ; l ~ r ; ~ ~ ~ v e  
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On the otner nana, ~t is easier to discern ewaence or lacK or cooperation 

or coordination of policy and approach. A all Commonwealth 
African countries were rhetorically comn similar objectives, 
they chose to pursue these objectives in ditterent directions and many , 

times acted at cross-purposes A few examples ~ v i l l  suffice The first 
was in the aftermath ofthe Unilateral Ileclaration of independence by 
tlie Ian Smith-led white minority regilile in Rhodesia in No\.ember 
1965, which had pitched Ghana ant1 Tanzania against the rest of 
Commonwealth Africa. While tlie other members had shied away from 
implementing the OAU resolution calling for break in diplomatic 
relations with Britain, the two countries not only implemented it, but 
refbsed to attend the Lagos Prime Ministers' Meeting ofJanuary 1966 
called largely to save the face of those who had backed out of the 

1 OAU commitment. Following a change of government in Ghana a 
few weeks later, that country restored relations with Brit 
Tanzania continued to boycott subsequent Commonwealth 5 
unt )red relati1 th Britain in 196- 
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A l ommon a1 milarly r :d in November 
197 I, tnls time by the rronrune >rates. From L I I ~  llIrle the group was 
set up in 1974, the members had consistently favoured the holding of 
elections before independence in Rhodesia However, at a time when 
Ian Smith was launching an offensive against the Anglo-American 
proposals which both the Frontline States and the Commonwealth 
had accepted as a possible solution to the crisis, Zambia decided to 
break ranks with the rest. President Kaunda whose pri 
that holding elections before independence in Zimbat 
for violence finally clashed openly with Julius Nyerere in November 
1977 at a meeting of the group in Mbala, Zambia. These internal 
differences among the Frontline States affected the Rhodesian struggle 
as they came into the open at a time Ian Smith developed his alternative 

,? strategy for resolving the question of Rhodesian independence, the 

')'I so-called 'Internal Settlement'. 
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There are several instances of Commonwealth African leaders 
operating at cross-purposes, thus injuring their own causes. The late 
1960s had witnessed a split on the African front with regard to 
approach to the South African question. The fbndamental difference 
of approach finally burst into the open in 197 1 when that year's OALr 



1 
In 1970-7 1 .  Banda declared support for the sale of arms to apartheid 

I South Africa by the British Government and claimed that his African 
colleagues were merely spreading wicked and malicious lies against 
the Republic of South Africa. Malawi maintained full diplomatic and 
economic relations with apartheid South Africa and received financial 
assistance from the apartheid government for the building of a new 
capital in Lilonswe, and it remained a leading advocate of dialogue 
with the apartheid regime. One should not dismiss Malawi's position I on issues of common interest to African states with a wave of the 
hand because it had a negative impact on the cause of liberation of 

.y 

states in the southern African region. It is true that its landlocked 
position could have influenced its approach to South Afirica; yet, in 

I this situation, Malawi was not more handicapped than Zambia or the 
BLSI6 states. One may attribute this attitude to the whims of a maverick 
leader but it does not in any way lessen the negative impact on the 

I 
African causi 

summit witnessed a division betlreen those in support of dialog~~e 
with the Pretoria regime such as Ghana, Malawi and Lesotho, and 
those against including Botswana, Gambia. Kenya, Nigeria, Sierra 
Leone, Tanzania and Zambia. While the former group of states held 
that the only way to bring South Africa to reason was to dialogue 
with the apartheid regime, the opponents were firmly of the view that 
it was "self-deceiving and a waste of time to advocate dialogue with 
those who were not ready to listc 

Another example of lack of cc on 
Commonwealth Games in 1978. Unlike when virtually all 
African states were ready to pull out of th~ onwealth Games to 
protest the proposed South African rugby ~ " U I  uf England, Africa's 
protest at New Zealand's continued sporting links with South Africa 
did not meet with equal resolve in 1977-78. Their boycott ofthe 1976 
Montreal Olympics had turned out an unpleasant experience and they 
were not ready to miss the 1978 Commonwealth Games. This time, 
only Nigeria felt sufficiently strong about the breach of the 
Commonweal t l  7 e 
Commonwealth 
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With regard to po~lcy, ~t was probably the maverick nature of the 
policies of Malawi under the late President Mastings Kamuzu Banda, 
which provided the most glaring contradiction in African approach to 
issues particularly on the liberation of southern Africa. Over the years, 
President Banda openly adopted attitudes opposed to the mainstream 
ofAfrican opinion. At the Meeting of Commonwealth Prime Ministers 
in Lagos in Janu 6 and at subsequent summits where the 
Rhodesian issue \ led. Banda spoke more as an apologist of 
the British Government, decried the use of force and justified the 
British Government's claim to incapacity to use force to restore order 
and legitimacy in Rhodesia. Later, he declared the armed struggle in 
Rhodesia and other parts hern Africa a htile exercise. His 
positions occasionally ernt even the British Government. 

states. 
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1 In the light of the above, the obvious conc~u~lur~  iu U I ~ W  13  that, the 
fact : common objectives, are faced with common 

pro1 ng these objectives on a common platform, does 

not meall u w r  u l r y  would necessarily cooperate in pursuing these 

1 objectives. If anything, the ( 
I platform may ( fe as a 

forum for highlighting their d :s. Individual cou e likely 
i to continue 1 e their o ests while expressing rhetorical 

commitment perat ion uit of similar objectives. Many 
factors are ~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ l a i b l e  for the apparent conflict of approach in 
add1 vhat seemed logical enou ~arily. These include the 
pecr ds of states which may f a state a foreign policy 

posture conditioned by its circumsta~~~c. I t l s  personal attributes and 
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global levels. Indeed. the NEPAD leadership was aggressive in court in^ 
the support of the international community However. African states as well as an autonomous Business T f l . + : . . i q  !,.:r.it. All of these are 

filnctioning normally with their acac i r~ l , k  3io;T sn~ased in constant 
productive scholarship There is no suggestion ofa merger much less 
the Depafiment of International 1Bsto1-y seeking relevance by attaching 
itself to International Relations. 

have not been as aggressive in courting themselves A lnaior area of 
need is that of bringing the civil societv in their various countries on 
board. 

In lieu of n conclusion: are N i ~ e ~ l n r l  nistorians in search of 
relevance? In Ife, we have recognised the challenge posed by these developments. 

Our  resoonse to dwindling enrolment is the introduction of new 
In recent y new fad 
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International Relations combined Honours programme, operated in 
collaboration with the Department of International Relations is now 
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into its fifteenth year. What we discovered more than 15 years ago in 
Ife is just being discovered in other Nigerian universities. We lead 
others follow. We were the first to introduce a combined honours 
programme in History and Economics and we are probably still the 
onlv Department of History running the programme. We can proudly 

y and S 
; on the tnls luestions development of History as a , 

i ~ ~ S C I ~ I I I I C  I I I  LIIIS country. Any new student of international relations is 
I awa ee of her discipline, specifically, its origins in 

Hist it one of the errors of the 6-3-3-4 system is the 1 
phasing out of Histor , 

re of th 
ory. It is 

e pedigr 
; true thz 

a .  

beat our chests as leaders in the field. y as a sut 
tudent rc 
-- .- 

he prima. 
nior secc .. . .  

ry and ju 
~ndary It 
,+A.... ....A 

nior secc 
wel, she 
I ---I*_.__ 

levels. By the time a s 
not have had the neces~dry exposure to the ~ I ~ L U I ~  aliu su~ture or ner 
COUI :ven the to. the disci~line. The 

A nation that ignores its history and which ir ~cerned with how 

much of its history and culture is passed on to its youth and hture 
generations, is in grave danger. Here in Ife, the statute setting up the 
University states specifically that one of the tasks of the University 
W ~ t s  training in African History and Culture. 

T led to prosecute this was effectively wiped 

out W I U ~  ihe developmen1 of the Special Electives system. This is a 
major disservice. I believe this University should begin the task of 
settine this nation on the right path by reintroducing the compulsory 

would 
P I  

; not con 

ltry or t 

iequenc 
.+..r^^L.. 

: simple: 
: dwind: 

-"* 

luction t 

nber of 
- 

it introd 
ling nu1 .. 

I - con: e is the ' applications to the 

depa~ ~ 1 1 1 ~ 1 1 ~ ~  of History I ne cnallenges of a collapsed 4 r have :conomj 
tory deg 
no..,,"+.., 

to give i 
e that w; . . 

ts studer 
as desigr 

.L  

ung Peal 
et-driver 

- 
also made yo ~ l e  to query the relevance of a His ree in 
today's mark1 I society. In their efforts to recruit llGw~.t~dents, 
many Nigeria ities chose to self-i~molate by giving themselvt!~ 
new names th appeal to prospective students. I consider this 
absurd. Not " 1 1 1 ~  uo these universities lack the capacity to teach 
required courses, the change in nomenclature has not been 
accompanied by any serious review of their curriculum. A principal 
challenge that historians must confront is that of curriculum review to 
reflect changi~ : country's development needs. 

n univers 
 at woulc 
--I-. 2- u 

teaching and learning of African History and Culture because a nation 
or a people that do not know where they are coming from are unlikely . - 

to have a clear idea of their destination. 

shed me1 ience, I t  hank yo Vice-Chancellor, distingui mbers of ng value 

P,l..-,I 

s and thi 
-I? l 7 - ~ .  for your attention. 

1 0  

The London ,,,IuuI U I  ~cunomics has separate Departments of 
International Relations. lnternational History, and Economic History, 



Notes 

I J .B  Durcvelle. -'La nature des relations internationales'., I'rrl//ii/i~r 

L'li?rrlg4i+e No 5.  cited in Mercel Merle, 7he ,Sooo/ogl of . . It~fensrtio~/crl Rrkit iot~v, trans. by Dorothy Parkin (Lemingtos 
Spa Hamburg & New York: Berg, 1987), p.98. 

' John Lewis Gaddis, "History, Theory and Common Ground", 
hi 11af LSer.ili.i~,), Vol. 22, No. 1, Summer 1997, p 75. 

Taylor 
.ondon: 1 

'A.J.R. , I , u I I ,  'The Setting in World Society', in A.J.R. Groom and 
P. (eds.), I ionnl Cc on 

(L Pinter, 11 

'' Merle, 

' David 
University 

The ,Yo( 

A. Bald. 

:iology c 

win, Ecc 
Press, , 

7'1- . L-. 

1rk.v for 
I .  

LSiafecmj? (Princeton, NJ: rnnceton 

V. S. Northedge, I tit: ~tl/err~aiior, 
and Faber, 1976, p.20. 

ical Sysfem, London: Faber 

? K.J. Holsti, Ii~ferl?triional  politic.^: A ~ o r k  for Analysis 
(Englewood Cliffs: Prentice/Hall International, 4Ih e A 9, 

45. 

* Vernon McKay, "International C,IILII,, ratterns", in Vernon lvrcnay 
(ed.), African Diplomacy: Ytidies 171 the Deterntirrsrts of 
Foreign Policy (London & New York: Pall Mall Press for SAIS, 
The John H . .  - 

Jniversity, 1 966),*p.20. 

"' Gunn ealiiies and Ill~isior?. 
0 

Ii7tngu 1~rt-rirnel7rai d~ 'gn i~ i .~a f i (~~s ,  Hob house Memond Lecture, 
1955 (London: Oxford University Press, 1959, pp.4-5. 

" Africa, Caribbean and Pacific Group. 

;': The I '' Sola Akinrinade, "Associates and 'A~~vt,raulca , f 
Commonwealth Bridge-Building, 1 97 1 - 3 ", .torrrtlrr/ o j  A,loclet.~i 
A f / . i ~ * ( ~ t r  ,J'/II(/I'L'.Y. VOI. 27. No. 2 ( 1  989), 1 77- 199. 

' Harold Wilson, jrl~e Ltrhotrr C;o\url~mt*rtr, 1964 - 197 0: ,4 Per-.~ot?uI 
K e w d  (London: Weidenfeld and Nicolson and Michael Joseph. 
197 1 ). p 277. 

I '  Seco~~d Rrlxlrt of the (itntnnnnt~eolth Sec~vtcnpGetier~rl Srpien~kr 
1966 - October 19 68 (London: Commonwealth Secretariat, 
1968). p. 16. 

li WC.SI Africa. 18 June 1971, p.683, and 9 July 1971, p.773. 

I @  Botswana. Lesotho and Swaziland. 

l 7  John Lewis Gaddis, Hi.s/or~: 7Loiy  m d  Commo~i Grnrri~d. p. 84. 

SELECT BIBLIOGRAP'FIY 

Akinrinade, Sola (2004): "Renewins the Commonwealth for the 21" 
Centw: Policy Perspectives'. Nigeria~r Jcn~nml o f ~ ? 1 t e ? 7 ~ f i o ? w t A ~ ~ r s .  
Val. 36. No. 4 (with Tunde Oduntan), 82 - 93. 

(2003): "NEPAD in Development and Democracy", in 
Del?eIop~ne,N o l d  Dt!mocrc7~j~: (hmmrwnt lenlth Heods of C;o\wi7unent 
A.leetittg 2003 (London: Henley Med 3 in Association with the 
Commonwealth Secretariat), 40-42. 

-- (2003): "The New Partnenn~p ror Africa's Development: 
Dispensing wit11 the begging bowl or plrrs p change, phrs c 'est la mime 
chose?, in 7he Not) Partitership for Apicu S Developmeii~ (UEPAD): 
C.'h md De~vIol,nrer by E.  Obadare and D. Oyewole) 

(Lc 'entre for Delnoa Development), 1-28. 

tts (ed. 
acy and 

(2002): ''NFiPAD: the New Partnaship for Africa's Development;', 
The Coqflic!, .Yeatn'ty R De~el~y~rne~lt Gtmp Btrlletin, lssue Number 
1 5, May-June, 1-4. 

(2001). "Sub-regional security cooperation in Africa: Towards a 
model for continental security community", in Eddy Maloka (ed.), A 
I !r~itrrl,Y/u/e~ (!fAfi.icnP (Pretoria Africa Institute ofSouth Africa). 335- 



(200 I ): "Sub-regi~nal se~ilrify cooperation in west Afjica: The ( 1992): ''The ; 97 I ncslaratio~~ nf( .vn~in~r\w~hh principles~ft~li 
ECoWAS Mechanism fbr Conflict Management in Perspective". ,y/,lr/eXlc 

-. Twenty years", / (Os l /  ~ b h k :  ~ l i  ~ ' l a ~ t ! t ~ o i n ~ e ~ l ~ l ~  . J O I ~ ~ J K I I  (?fi 
I ~ e v f ~ ~ ' f ~ f .  s ~ ~ ~ / ~ h e l ? l  A ~ ~ I L Z I ,  Vol XXl11, No, I (May), 1-2 I . hlter?7crlionfl/ Affnir:~, 321, 25-35. I 
I 
I - (2000): "Ethnic and Religious Conflicts in Nige"a [i.essons for ( 1992): .'From Hostility to Accommodation: Nigeria's West *fricad 

South Mca7 ' ,  S*.Qfe)$c f?t?l~/of,, for Soz{/he~/l AJi.jca, Val ~ ~ 1 1 ,  N ~ ,  2 
I 

1 Policy, 1 984-90M, N;priml J O I N I I O ~  ~i~lernationa] AJ~irs, V O ~  1 81 
(November), 48-75. I 

NO. 1, 47-77. I 
I - 999): m~mocrac~ and S€xurity in AFrica: Towards a Framework ( 1992): "The Common1 id its Set An Essay 0~ 

of Understanding", fie te./fllr~?Q/ ~ f C O i 7 / e m / ~ ~ ) r ~ ~  ~ f i i ~ ~ , ~  S/lldirs, vol. I Leadership and influence in an Intematlonal O r g ~ s a u o n  fie Q1larrer.q 
17, No. 2,217-44. I 

I ofAdmii~isWcrtio?l, Val. XXVI, Nos. 3 & I I 
7 

( 1  999): ''Not J U ~ I  uallles. The Commonwealth ,, ,, a p " i i g  ( 1 990):"Discord and ~ollaboration in 
Contacts with South Africd", O ~ I :  A Jo~~nml of We.vt Afiic~rrl ,Ytl,die.y, 

I - C O ~  No. 3 9 (January/July), 66-86. 
229. 

n four pa lr-irrn, Vol 

; 4,62-8( 

:he Corn 
. 10, Nor 

r 
3. 

monwea lth: 
216- 

' I  

( 1  998): Africa iit the f'oLvt4'o/d Wa, .~rnmra t~o i~~ /~~ j ; .~ / en~  (Idondon 
and Washingon: Cassell AcademicIPinter) (ed. with Amadu Sesay). -. ( I  989): "Associates and Assodables: the Falure or ~ommonwealth 

Bridge-building, 197 1 -3", .lm{nia/ of Modern African Shrdies, Vol. 2j7 I 
(1  998): "The United Nations and Africa", in Aj-icc~ iit /he Post- 

Cbld Mbr Ir~fenmfiotr~l Sc:stem, 1 72-94. 

- (1998): "The Arnold Smith Papers: New Source Materials for 
Research in Commonwealth Relations", 7he Romrd ?ab/e: The 
(70mnmin ~~ccr/fb Jatinal (fIr,flr,/crt?u/iornla/ A fc~irs", 348, 543 -48. 

. . 
_L_ (1997): "Nigeria and the Co 

' an 
Understanding of a Foreign Policy Cri The 
Cont~notnveol/h J o l ~ n a  ($it~/erttafiona/ q a ~ r s ,  342, I 8 r,,,. 

mmonfi 
sis", Tbt 

A , ' , + .  r 

Towards 
'lbble: 

3ClA 

- ( 1  993): ' 
Owoeye (ed.), 
Press), 56-67. 

"Nigeria 
Neerio 

and the ~ornrno~wealth: Quo VadisT7, in Jide 
ir~ h~lr~mtional Innitr~tior~s (Ihadan: College 

of Politic 
- (1 .. 992): -- . "Mozambique and the Commonwealth: the anatomv of a 
relation Joll~-r~al 1 :s andhristo~ y, Vo . 1, 

I 
62-82. 

No. 2, 177-1 99. I 
I 

( 1 987): Economic Developmer~ f in A m :  lnteinational E ~ o I ' ~ ,  
Iss~~esaidYIr)pcts (London and New .. York: .  inter ~ublished~olumbja I 

University Press) (ed. with J. Kurt Barling). 

ievemen 
rmoinrJea 

- (1989): "PLfrica and the Commonwe; 10-80: ~rend(s, 

Ach ts and Policy Implications", f i e  ~ o t ~ n d  Table: The 
Corn lth Jm/mal of Inteniatiortal AfJars, 309,33-53. I 

I 

( 1987): "The ~ornrnomvealth and ~ w e l a ~ m e n t  ~ffor ts inf ic$ ,  
in Ecoriomic Develop Ifrica, 149- 1 73. I 

I 

( 1986): T h e  C . v l l u ~ ~ , ~ e a l t h  Involvement in the Search for ~ & e  
in Nigeria, 1967- 1970", 0d1: a1 of We.! 8 ( N p  
Series), No. 29,54-72. 

I 

1 .  

Archer, Clive (1 983): Inte1'11ationa1 Orp,irations (London: ~l leni& 
Unwin). 

I 
I 



T- I 

Baldwin* David A. j 1985) 1.icott~nic SmleCrqfi (I>rince(on. NJ I 
Princeton University Press) ~ ~ l ~ ~ , .  K . J .  (1 983). /t ,mm,jor~~,l lLl,/~c\: A Ji.nmnllw*for Ana/L..r;s I 
Brown, L . H  (1986): ''Re&!i~nal Collaboration in Res(,lr*ing ~l,id 

(Englewood cliffs PrenticeMaII International. 4Ih ed.). 

world Conflicts". Sl/~.vi\rr/, ~ 0 1 .  XXVII. N ~ .  3 .  Johnstone, lan and Thandika Nkiwnne ( 1  995). 7% O~nizat jor l  of1 
Afr,carl [lnjty Co,tflict Mant~gemer~l Afrim (New York: 1 

'lapham. C. (ed.) ( c  1 977). h w i p  Po/iq. ~ a k i r ~ ~  ; I ,  nr, r/ol,j,lg 

S f ~ f e s  (Fmborough, Hants: Saxon House) ~nternational Peace Academy). I 
Levy, Jack. S. (1 997): "Too Important to Leave to the other: ~is totyl  

Duroze"ey J.B. (19??) "La nature des rdatjons iniernarionales.., 
Po/itiqtre itrwrg&r.e, NO. 5 and political science in the Study of International Relations",I 

I h?lerrrational Secnrify, Val. 22, No- 1 . 
Elman, C. and Miriam F Elman (1977): "Dil 

I 
History and 1 

Lurid, M.S. (1999): "sub-Regional Al :s to African conflict1 
International Relations Theory: Respecting Dificlence and crossing prevention and Resolution", in Mekenkal~q~, 1 ~ 1 . ~  P. vanTongeren Boundafies". h~te~tut io~ml L3eC71rjty, vol. 22, N ~ .  1 . 

H. van de Veen (eds.), ,Yearchbgfor Peace h Afn'ca: An OvervieM' 
R. and S .  Mendlovitx (eds.) (1973): &@o]~Po/j,jc,saIld wOI'/d i co,,flrd ~~vvent ion mldManagemen/ Acti~~ities (Utrecht: European 

Oder. (San Fri W.H. Fr 
I 

Platform for Conflict Prevention and ~ransformatiodAfrican centrel ancisco: eeman). 

istory, TI Chddis, John L p97): "Hi 'leory and Common Ground", . 
Irtter~?atiorm/ k ! ~ r i o ~ y  Vol. 22, No. 1. 

George, Alexander (1 997): "Knowledge for Statecraft: The Challenge 
for Political Science and Histo. .. - 

?~natio?w itu, Vol. 22, No. 1.  

reworks 

and In 
1 

ternatio 

- 

for Constructive Resolution of Disputes). 1 
Maloka, Eddy (ed.) (2001): A llniteJSta1e.~ of Africa? (Pretoria: Afriy 
~nstitutte of South Atiica). I 
Merle, Marcel (1 987): The Sociology of lnte~vatio~w/ Relations trans.1 
by Dorothy Parkin (Lemington Spa, p am bur^ & New York: Berg). 1 

A.J.R. and Paul Taylor (eds.) (1990): F~ 
- for 

~ ~ ~ ~ t , ~ d ~ ~ ,  F. S. ( 1 976): 7 7 ~  h~ter~~a/im?a/ Polilicaf System ( ~ 0 ~ ~ ~ ~ 1  
Iittenlational (. ion (London: Pinter). Faber and Faber). I 

*.J.R. hllu raul Taylor (eds.) (1 984): ne ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ , ~ ~ / ~ h  in Obadare, E. and D. Oyewole (eds. ) (2003): * p m ~ e r s h i ~  fO' 

the 1980.3 (London: Macmillan) ~ f n m  s ~a,~Ioymte~ll @PAD): ~hat1enge.Y @ d ~ e v e / o P r n e ~ ~  &ondon/ 
* 

centre for Democracy and Development). i 
schroeder, pau] W (1997): "History and lntWllationa1 Relationi 

"Brothers under the Skin: Diplomatic ~ j ~ t ~ ~  nal Theory: N~~ use or A ~ U J ~ ,  but Fit or Misfit7', ~ t l t e r n a t i o n ~ l S ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ &  
Relations", International Security, vol 22, N ~ .  -. 

Vol. 22, No. 1. 
Hettne' B. and A. ~notai ( I 994): m e  Neiv Re@onQ/jSm: ~ M p / i C C I ~ j o ~ ~ s  stjfung wj ssenschafi und Politik, The united ~afiorrs a n d ~ ~ g ~ ~ ~ ~ '  

De''ef~~metrt I . ? ~ ~ I ' ~ Q / , o ~ I Q /  SeCrIr;y (Geneva: ~~~ai1ge,nr,,l,+j: To~vn~ds Mom Egective Task-shari'tg and 
Institute for Development Economics Research) / ~ ~ , ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ l j o ~ , ,  4 t h  ~~t~mat iona l  Workshop, Berlin, 24 - 26 June, 999/ 

I 



Taylor, Paul and A1J.R. Gtot~rn (eds.) (1989): C;iohnl J.v:irr.v i l l  fhc 
U~lited Notiotl.~ ' l;~i.irrt~ew~or.k (Condt~ii; Macmillan. 10S9). 

Taylor, Paul and A.J.R. Groom (eds.) (1988): I)~?ei7101io11al/inli/rr~iorn 
at Work (London: Pinter). 

Taylor, Paul and A.J.R. broom (eds.) (1978): Ii~ternorio?~nl 
Orgaitisation: A Concepttral Approach (London and New York: 
Frances Pinter and Nichols). 

Tow, W.T. (1990): Strb-regiorml Seciii.i@ Cooyerotion in tl~e 7bil.d 
World (Boulder, Co. : Lynne Rienner). 

Wilson, Harold (1971): 7he Laboirr Governme?l/, 1964 - 1970: A 
Personal Record (London: Weidenfeld and Nicolson and Michael 
Joseph). 




