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For most A f r i c a n c o u n t r i e s t h e f i e l d o f F o r e i g n Po l i cy has been an en­
t i r e l y new exper ience . N e v e r before has A f r i c a as a co l lec t ive e n t i t y 
p l a y e d a s i g n i f i c a n t i n d e p e n d e n t ro le on t h e w o r l d stage. I t s ro le has 
been t h a t of t h e wor ld ' s underdog . Over t h e l a s t t w o decades A f r i c a has 
evolved a d i s t i n c t i v e F o r e i g n Pohcy of i t s o w n . I t is n o w engaged i n t h e 
m u c h m o r e d i f f i c u l t t a s k of d i s c o v e r i n g h o w i t can increase i t s e f fec t ive 
power to achieve basic object ives , n a m e l y , l i q u i d a t i o n o f c o l o n i a l i s m 
a n d aUen ru le i n c l u d i n g w h i t e s u p r e m a c y on t h e c o n t i n e n t , defence o f 
n a t i o n a l sovere ignty a n d t h e p r o m o t i o n of i n d e p e n d e n t economies. 

The F o r e i g n Polic ies of A f r i c a n States have i n fac t evolved as a 
d i r e c t response to t h r e e sets of chal lenges ; n a m e l y i t s i n t e r n a l c i r ­
cumstances a t t h e t i m e of independence ; i t s e x t e r n a l r e l a t i o n s w i t h t h e 
f o r m e r co l on ia l powers a n d t h e i m p a c t on i t s e l f o f a d i v i d e d t r i p o l a r 
w o r l d engaged in nuc l ear a r m s race. A c r u c i a l e l ement i n A f r i c a ' s 
F o r e i g n PoUcy expresses i t s e l f i n p r a c t i c e as an assert ion of t h e r i g h t t o 
u n t r a m m e l l e d p o l i t i c a l independence . B u t t h e d i f f i c u l t y has been how 
to defend t h i s c l a i m i n c ond i t i ons of economic non- independence more 
especiaUy in v iew o f t h e class i n t e g r a t i o n of A f r i c a n economic systems 
i n t o t h e W e s t e r n economy. T h i s d i l e m m a produces a deep t e n s i o n a t the 
c e n t r e of A f r i c a ' s f o re ign poUcy, w h i c h o f t en i n h i b i t s f reedom to act i n ­
d e p e n d e n t l y , even t h o u g h i n d i v i d u a l A f r i c a n states have t r i e d to do so 
on a n u m b e r of occasions. 

U n f o r t u n a t e l y d e t a i l e d a n a l y s i s o f t h e f o r e i g n policies o f i n d i v i d u a l 
A f r i c a n states has no t so f a r rece ived t h e s c h o l a r l y a t t e n t i o n t h a t i t 
deserves. Professor A l u k o ' s w o r k u n d e r r e v i e w t h e r e f o r e is a t i m e l y con­
t r i b u t i o n to e n r i c h t h e scant l i t e r a t u r e now a v a i l a b l e on t h e subjec 
T h e book c o n t a i n s t w e l v e essays o f u n e v e n l e n g t h a n d q u a l i t y d e a l i n 
w i t h t h e f o r e i g n pol ic ies o f e leven d i f f e r e n t s tates of A f r i c a r a n g i n 
f r o m A l g e r i a a n d I v o r y Coast t o Z a i r e a n d Z a m b i a . I n t h e v e r y f i r s 
essay Professor A l u k o has ab ly a n d c o m p r e h e n s i v e l y discussed t h 
' D e t e r m i n a n t s o f F o r e i g n PoUcies o f A f r i c a n States , ' w h i c h prov ides 
g e n e r a l f r a m e w o r k a n d b a c k g r o u n d for t h e case studies t"hat foUow 

I n t h e ana lys i s o f t h e A l g e r i a n F o r e i g n Po l i cy , D r . A l a b a O g u n -
sanwo po ints o u t : 

When in July 1962 over a hundred and t h i r t y years of French colonial r u l 
in Algeria came to an end, a new state has been born whose foreign polic 
would be governed to some extent by the experience of the previous seve 

( years and to some extent by the way that experience was consumed (P. 24). 

•'Associate Professor, Department of Pol.tical Soence, Univers i ty of Dar e 
Salaam. 

T h e a u t h o r has b r o u g h t out t h e d i f ferences i n styles o f l eadersh ip 
p r o v i d e d by Ben Be l la a n d B o u m e d i e n n e over t h e years , b o t h m o v i n g 
essentiaUy i n t h e same d i r e c t i o n to p r o m o t e t h e i n t e r e s t s o f t h e s tate . 
T h e a u t h o r concludes t h a t : 

the Ben Bella and Boumedienne regimes placed emphasis on the economic 
interests of the country; though the style of leadership differed, the fun­
damentals of the foreign policy remained unaltered (p. 38). 

T h e author ' s conc lus ion is o f course obvious to a l l , even for those 
w h o a r e s u p e r f i c i a l l y a c q u a i n t e d w i t h A l g e r i a n a f f a i r s . T h e essay o n t h e 
who le leaves m u c h to be desired. 
T h e d iscuss ion o f t h e F o r e i g n PoUcy o f E g y p t i n t h e essay by Professor 
B o u t r o s - B o u t r o s G h a U i n j u s t f i v e pages (41-45) o f t h e book is r a t h e r 
d i s a p p o m t i n g . A m o r e d e t a i l e d , ob jec t ive a n d p e n e t r a t i n g t r e a t m e n t o f 
t h e subject was expected f r o m a s cho lar of Professor GhaU's eminence 
a n d s t a t u r e . T h e c o n t r i b u t i o n s on t h e F o r e i g n Po l i cy o f E t h i o p i a , 
G u i n e a a n d I v o r y Coast, t h o u g h t h e y p r o v i d e use fu l d a t a t h e y l a c k 
d e p t h a n d ana lys i s . 

T h e ana lys i s o f t h e F o r e i g n Pohcies of G h a n a a n d N i g e r i a by D r . 
A l u k o h i m s e l f prov ides i n t e r e s t i n g i n s i g h t s i n t o the d y n a m i c s of the 
o p e r a t i o n o f t h e F o r e i g n Pohcies o f those countr i es . I n a p a i n s t a k i n g 
s t u d y Professor J o h n O k u m u has a n a l y s e d t h e m a j o r aspects of K e n y a ' s 
F o r e i g n Pol i cy . I n t h i s exceUent essay t h e a u t h o r has a n a l y s e d t h e 
m a j o r aspects o f K e n y a ' s F o r e i g n PoUcy i n a m a t u r e a n d a n a l y t i c a l 
w a y . 

T h e essay o n t h e F o r e i g n PoUcy o f T a n z a n i a by Professor D a v i d H . 
J o h n s t r i e s to h i g h l i g h t t h e close i n t e r a c t i o n be tween t h e domest i c 
m U i e u a n d t h e f o r e i g n poUcy. T h e h a r s h r e a l i t i e s o f economic weakness 
o f T a n z a n i a have been acknowledged as h a v i n g g r e a t i m p a c t on 
domestic a n d f o r e i g n policies. T h e d y n a m i c a n d c r u c i a l role t h a t 
P r e s i d e n t N y e r e r e has been p l a y i n g i n t h e f o r m u l a t i o n o f T a n z a n i a n 
F o r e i g n PoUcy is p a r t i c u l a r l y emphas i zed a n d i n t h e o p i n i o n o f the 
a u t h o r N y e r e r e is t h e : 

key to the continued success and future independence both domestically 
and internationaUy of the Uni ted RepubUc (P. 199). 

T h e a u t h o r r i g h t l y po in ts out t h a t : 
W i t h i n Africa, Tanzania's position has heen more or less constant while 
those of other states changed. At least there seems to be greater disparity 
elsewhere between theory and practice or domestic and foreign policies, (p. 
216). 

Professor T i m o t h y Shaw i n his paper on t h e F o r e i g n PoUcy o f 
Zambia presents a r e a l i s t i c assessment o f t h e Z a m b i a n s i t u a t i o n . 
Pres ident K a u n d a ' s p a c i f i s t preferences a n d Zambia ' s excessive 
dependence on g l o b a l economy is h i g h U g h t e d . A r e f r e s h i n g f e a t u r e 
o f Shaw's paper is h is a n a l y s i s o f t h e clas? " >f Zambia ' s 



F o r e i g n Pol icy . T h e l a s t essay i n t h e v o l u m e deals w i t h t h e F o r e i g n 
PoUcy o f Z a i r e by Professor T h o m a s K a n z a . T h e e v e n t f u l h i s t o r y o f 
Za i re ( f o r m e r B e l g i a n Congo) s ince i t s independence on 3 0 t h J u n e 
1960 is e v a l u a t e d i n order to e x p l a i n t h e c h a n g m g c h a r a c t e r of 
Z a i r e a n Fore ign PoUcy. T h e paper h a r d l y b r e a k s a n y f r e s h g r o u n d 
a n d la rge ly r e m a i n s a t t h e leve l o f g e n e r a h z a t i o n s . 

A U sa id , t h e w o r k u n d e r rev iew on t h e who le prov ides ve ry 
use fu l i n f o r m a t i o n a n d ana lys i s o f t h e concept o f A f r i c a n F o r e i g n 
PoUcy, e x p l a i n i n g how A f r i c a approaches i t s r e l a t i o n s w i t h the ex­
t e r n a l w o r l d . I t t races t h e c o m m o n fac to r s be tween A f r i c a n N a t i o n s 
a n d studies t h e areas w h e r e d i f f e r e n t i n t e r e s t s p r e v a i l . Desp i te a 
g e n e r a l l a c k o f perspect ive a n d ana lys i s i n d e p t h i n some cases; t h e 
book, on t h e whole is v e r y v a l u a b l e to a l l i n t e r e s t e d i n the s tudy of 
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A GUIDE FOR CONTRIBUTORS 

C o n t r i b u t i o n s to t h e j o u r n a l are i n v i t e d f r o m a l l those i n t e r e s t e d i n 
r e f l e c t i n g t h e r e a l i t i e s of A f r i c a n po l i t i c s , deve l opment a n d i n t e r n a t i o n a l af­
f a i r s . E a c h a r t i c l e or r ev i ew a r t i c l e s h o u l d c o n t a i n 4,000- 9,000 words a n d 
shou ld be s u b m i t t e d i n dup l i ca te , t y p e d double-spaced, w i t h w i d e m a r g i n s . 

Footnotes shou ld also be t y p e d double-spaced. T h e y shou ld be p laced a t t h e 
e n d o f t h e a r t i c l e a n d n u m b e r e d consecut ive ly . Tables a n d o t h e r i l l u s t r a t i o n s 
s h o u l d be t y p e d on separate pages. 

T h e B o a r d of E d i t o r s rev iews a r t i c l e s s u b m i t t e d a n d decides on t h e i r 
s u i t a b i l i t y for p u b l i c a t i o n . No r i g i d ru les are app l i ed . N o p a r t i c u l a r per­
spect ive is f avoured . E m p h a s i s is on t h e scope a n d d e p t h of t h e A f r i c a n 
r e a l i t y t h a t is re f lec ted . 

C o n t r i b u t o r s w i l l receive 1 5 copies of t h e i r a r t i c l e s . A r t i c l e s a n d book 
rev iews shou ld be ac companied by some i n f o r m a t i o n about t h e a u t h o r ' s 
pro fess iona l s ta tus . 

N o r e p r o d u c t i o n o f a n y a r t i c l e s h a l l be m a d e w i t h o u t t h e p e r m i s s i o n of 
P u b l i s h e r . 

T h e i n c l u s i o n of a n a r t i c l e i n T h e A f r i c a n Review does no t i n d i c a t e ap­
p r o v a l by t h e ed i tors of t h e v iews expressed i n i t . 
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