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THE STRUGGLE OF EUROPEANS FOR THE COLONIZATION OF AFRICA

Abstract.

The article is devoted to the peculiarities of the European conquest of African territories. It is noted that in
the beginning Africa was of interest to Europeans as a source of slavery. In fact, the colonial division of the world
in the nineteenth century. First of all, the division of Africa.

Keywords: colonialism, Africa, European countries, economic development.

The essence, nature and direction of the processes
of colonial transformation

African societies invariably attract the attention of
scholars. Their study is constantly accompanied by an
analysis of the development of African countries in the
postcolonial era, which provides a clearer idea of the
nature of the changes that took place during colonial-
ism.

The aim of the article is to elucidate the peculiari-
ties of the conquest of African territories by European
colonizers, to study the mutual influence of European
and African peoples on each other's cultural and socio-
economic development.

Traditionally, approaches to the study of this issue,
both in Soviet and Western historiography, have been
characterized by Eurocentrism, a secondary attitude to
the peculiarities of African societies [1,2,3,4,5,6]. The
emphasis was on studying the activities of the European
colonial administration and its implications for Afri-
cans. Thus, the active role was recognized only by one
of the parties. Modern scientists, Vinogradov K. [7],
Kobishchanov Yu., [8] Krylov A. [9], Nikin M. [10],
believe that the colonial version of intercivilizational
interaction is a typical example of interaction of differ-
ent levels of society: African civilization was more
lower level of development than European.

The search for a way to India began with the colo-
nial conquest of Africa. Parking lots, which were built
along this long road on African soil, eventually became
strongholds of independent significance, ie starting
points for the development of colonial trade, especially
the slave trade in tropical Africa.

At the initial stage, in the sixteenth and eighteenth
centuries, the colonizers did not seek to penetrate deep
into the continent. It was much easier to set up in
coastal factors primitive exchange trade and thus create
economic incentives to involve Africans, especially
from among the social elite - elders, leaders, in this sys-
tem of trade relations. However, in the XIX century. the
situation began to change. Trade colonialism was trans-
formed into industrial colonization, and the Portuguese
and other slave traders were replaced by European cap-
italists interested in selling industrial goods and ex-
ploiting Africa’s natural resources.

The nineteenth century, and especially the last
third, were in the history of Africa a period of active
colonial conquests, as well as a period of fierce rivalry
between the great powers, especially England and
France [3, p.56].

Colonial conquests took place in several direc-
tions, always from the coast to the depths of the conti-
nent. One of the directions was the movement from the
west coast to the central areas of the northern savannah,
where the leader was France. Another that crossed it
was the movement of the British, who conquered the
territory of southern Africa, to the north. The third di-
rection was the development of Arabic and Arabic-
speaking Africa, ie the territory from Mauritania and
Morocco to Somalia and Zanzibar.

At the initial stage of colonialism, Africa was of
interest to Europeans primarily as a source of the slave
trade. At the time of the discovery of the Atlantic by the
Portuguese and Spaniards, a developed slave trade ex-
isted in the Mediterranean. However, the Western Med-
iterranean was soon cut off from slave supplies in the
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Eastern Mediterranean and around the Black Sea due to
the Turkish conquest of Constantinople in 1453 and
their subsequent blockade of routes to the East. At that
time, Portuguese slave hunting had already begun along
the west coast of Africa. The Dutch, French and British
simply followed the Portuguese pioneers [10, p.68].

The question arises as to why Africa became the
main center of the slave trade, because after the discov-
ery of America, Europeans had the opportunity to de-
ploy intensive exploitation of Native Americans.

The reason for giving African slaves an advantage
over Native Americans was to believe that Africans
were better and more reliable workers. By the 1720s,
Africans were more expensive than Indians. However,
the main factor in this priority was the relatively close
location of Indian slaves from their tribal groups, which
encouraged disobedience and flight. The British colo-
nists also feared that Indian slavery would deprive them
of their alliance with the Native Americans in the wars
against the Spaniards and the French. In addition, Na-
tive Americans could be recruited to capture African
runaway slaves and return them to their owners [5,
p.95].

Before the advent of Europeans, there were three
mechanisms for transforming a free man into a poten-
tial slave: pledge - payment of debts by giving one per-
son in possession of another for work, litigation, cap-
ture during the war. All three mechanisms were used to
conduct the slave trade. African societies began to spe-
cialize in the supply of slaves.

During the initial period of Portuguese dominance
in trade in the fifteenth century. the slaves came mainly
from a region south of the Senegal River in Sierra Le-
one, an area easily accessible from Cape Verde Islands,
which the Portuguese called Cape Guinea. In the six-
teenth century. Senegambia remained the main area of
supply for a large number of slaves captured during the
wars that accompanied the collapse of the state of Jolof
[10, p.68].

In the eighteenth century. Senegambia and Sierra
Leone have receded into the background, while West
Africa has become a major source of supply. It was
from here that 60% of the slaves exported by Portu-
guese, English and French traders were exported. In
particular, the main supplier of slaves here was Benin -
the only country in West Africa, which at that time was
outside European control.

Although the British decision to abolish the slave
trade in 1807 halted the flow of slaves to the British
Caribbean and significantly reduced imports to the
United States, more than 600,000 people were sent to
the Spanish dominions of the New World in the nine-
teenth century. During this period, a significant number
of slaves were supplied from Mozambique.

European trade expansion has drawn Africa into
global processes. The demand for African slaves
changed the political and economic situation of the en-
tire continent. He gave a joint start to the new depend-
ent states and specialized organizations of slave hunt-
ers.With the entry into the arena of the colonial struggle
of England and France, these states begin territorial
conquests on the African continent.

At the end of the eighteenth century. the French
attempted to conquer Egypt. The Egyptian expedition,
the colonial nature of which Napoleon himself did not
consider it necessary to hide, was prepared in strict se-
crecy, which was explained not only by military-strate-
gic reasons. The preconditions for these events were
quite complex [1, p.55].

After brilliant victories in the Italian campaign of
1796-1797, Napoleon's popularity grew. In these cir-
cumstances, the Directory, which at that time ruled the
country, entrusted him with an expedition to Egypt.
This idea also interested Napoleon, because according
to contemporaries, he dreamed of conquering India,
where he planned to go after the capture of Egypt
through Constantinople, which he was going to make
the center of his empire. In May 1798, the French
squadron left Toulon.

The French, unexpectedly for them, met with
strong resistance in Alexandria. On July 21, 1798, a
battle between the French and Mamluk troops took
place near the village of Embaba, in which the French
won. It was called the "Battle of the Pyramids™. On July
24, the French entered the capital of Egypt. Given that
formally the ruler of Egypt was a representative of
Porta - vali, and real power was concentrated in the
hands of the Mamluk beys, who fought among them-
selves, Napoleon tried to oppose the Mamluks and
Porta and the Egyptian people. Such a policy required
overcoming the cultural and religious barrier that sepa-
rated the Egyptians and the French [1, p.56].

In August 1798, Napoleon signed a decree estab-
lishing the Egyptian Institute in Cairo, which was to
study Egypt, as well as to strengthen education among
the population. 165 scientists went to Egypt with Bona-
parte, representatives of various branches of science on
which this task was assigned.

On the recommendation of the Egyptian Institute,
an attempt was made to introduce the basics of admin-
istrative and municipal service in the country. Egypt
was divided into provinces, headed by administrative
bodies - "sofas" - of influential sheikhs. The streets of
Cairo began to be cleaned regularly, and city lighting
was established [1, p.57].

Bonaparte paid special attention to establishing re-
lations with influential Muslim clergy. He demanded
from the sheikhs of al-Azhar a fatwa, which would ap-
prove the establishment of French control over Egypt.
The sheikhs said that to obtain a fatwa, the French must
convert to Islam. Napoleon replied that he did not mind.
In Europe he is a Christian, in Egypt - a Muslim. But
the French did not want to perform the rite of circum-
cision and adopt a "dry law". As a result, the question
of their conversion to Islam disappeared by itself.

Egyptians were irritated by the behavior and cus-
toms of the French: the attitude towards women, the
habit of openly showing their feelings, constant drink-
ing. On October 21, 1798, an anti-French uprising
broke out in Cairo, and Napoleon had to abandon all his
forces to suppress it. After these events, Napoleon real-
ized the impossibility of his plans in Egypt. In August
1799 he secretly left Egypt. The French army was with-
drawn from Egypt only in 1801 [1, p.57].
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After the Napoleonic Wars, France had to create
its colonial system from scratch. The first French col-
ony was Algeria in North Africa, conquered in 1830.
After the transformation of Algeria into a colony, the
Europeans launched an offensive against the rest of the
Maghreb countries, which still retained their independ-
ence. In particular, French incursions into Tunisia in-
tensified, but British opposition forced France to tem-
porarily abandon attempts to seize the country. In 1837,
France, England, and Italy provided credit to the Tuni-
sian bey, and in 1869 the bey was forced to transfer
public finances under the control of an international
commission. Tunisia has become a dependent country.
France had the predominant influence here.

In 1859, during the suppression of the uprising of
one of the border tribes of Algeria, French troops in-
vaded Moroccan territory. At the same time, Morocco
was attacked by Spanish troops. The Sultan was forced
to pay a large contribution to the Spaniards. In order to
pay the sultan's contribution, he had to conclude an
agreement on an unprofitable loan with England. Mo-
rocco became a semi-colony of several states [1, p.61].

In the first half of the X1X century. in tropical Af-
rica, a small part of the territory was under European
control. Relying on the previously captured points on
the Gold Coast, England launched an offensive on
Ashanti. In 1831, the state of Ashanti relinquished con-
trol of the coast, and Britain confirmed its independ-
ence.

On the west coast, the British captured Sierra Le-
one and expanded their possessions in the Gambia. By
the middle of the XIX century. the British launched ac-
tive operations in the Niger Delta. British warships
were sent several times to the island of Lagos, which
held key positions there. In 1852, the British succeeded
in imposing a protectorate on Lagos. However, due to
the resistance of the population, Lagos became a colony
only in 1861 [7, p.172].

France tried to capture Senegal, but met resistance
from the Wolof people and in 1871 was forced to make
peace and recognize its independence. Portuguese pos-
sessions in Angola included the coastal areas from the
mouth of the Congo to Cape Capo Negro. In Mozam-
bigue, Portuguese control was limited to the coastal
strip. In South Africa, the basis of the colonial system
was the Cape Colony. During the Napoleonic Wars, the
Cape Colony passed to the British.

The deterioration of the situation in the metropolis
caused an increase in emigration to South Africa, much
of which was inhabited by Boers - the descendants of
Dutch settlers. If in 1815 only 46 people moved from
England to the Cape colony, in 1816 - 85, then in 1817
there were already 419 emigrants [7, p.172].

After the establishment of British rule in the Cape
Colony, there were constant conflicts between the new
administration and the Boers. In 1833, when the British
abolished slavery, the Boers decided to leave the col-
ony. They went north. Fighting with African tribes and
displacing them from fertile lands, they reached the
year of Orange and Baal. Here the storm in the middle
of the XIX century. created their own independent re-
publics - Transvaal and Orange [4, p.58].

Although in the first half of the nineteenth century.
Europeans carried out a number of territorial conquests,
the main events that formed the colonial system in Af-
rica took place in the last third of the nineteenth cen-
tury. In the last third of the nineteenth century. in-
creased activity of colonizers in southern Africa. This
was facilitated by the discovery of diamond and gold
deposits, which caused the "diamond fever" of the
1970s and the "gold rush" of the 1980s.

In 1880, the British were forced to recognize the
independence of the Boer republics. After gaining in-
dependence, the Transvaal storms invaded the territory
of the Botswana tribes, where in 1882 and 1883 they
founded two republics: Stelland and Gossen. There has
long been controversy in London over whether to react
to the events in the country of the Botswans. All doubts
ceased when, in 1884, Germany became active in Af-
rica and the German South-West Africa was formed
west of the Botswana country. In 1884, Germany con-
cluded a trade agreement with the Transvaal [4, p.58].

In December 1884, 4,000 British soldiers, led by
General Warren, landed in South Africa. After elimi-
nating the Boer republics of Stellaland and Gossen,
Britain offered the Botswana tribes an English protec-
torate.

Kama |, the leader of the Bamangwat tribe, pro-
posed to spread the British protectorate over large areas
- 80 thousand square meters. miles. As it turned out, he
ceded to the British the lands of the Ndebele people
with whom he was at war at the time. In 1885, London
decided to declare the southern part of the lands of the
Bastvans a royal colony - the Territory of Bechuana-
land, and the northern - the Protectorate of Bechuana-
land [3, p.54].

In 1886, the world's largest diamond deposit was
discovered in the Transvaal. This leads to an active in-
terest in her diamond mining company de Beers, which
was owned by English businessman Cecil Rhodes. He
sought to expand British possessions to the north. In
particular, on land located between the rivers Zambezi
and Limpopo. Rhodes considered the inkos (ruler) Lo-
bengul and his warlike people Ndebele, or, as their
neighbors called them, Matebele, as an obstacle to the
realization of their plans [3, p.54].

In 1887, the Transvaal envoy Pete Grobler intimi-
dated Lobengul with the danger of an English invasion
and imposed a "peace and friendship treaty" on him.
But this success cost him his life: on the way back, he
was killed under unknown circumstances.

Of particular concern to Lobengula was the Brit-
ish decision to draw the border between the lands of the
Ndebels and Bamangwat. Realizing that any attempt at
a clear demarcation would provoke controversy and the
British would take advantage of it, he suggested that
Bamangwat leader Kami | resolve the matter on his
own.

In 1888, however, the British imposed their "peace
and friendship™ treaty on Lobenguly and in the same
year forced him to grant a concession to extract gold to
Charles Rudd, the emissary of Cecil Rhodes [3, p. 55].

Upon learning that the text of the concession
agreement had been deliberately translated incorrectly,
Lobengula decided to send the embassy to the United
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Kingdom. He turned to one of Rhodes' rivals, the com-
pany of Lord Gifford and financier Coston. Edward
Mound, the company's representative in Bulawayo,
took on the task of accompanying Lobengula's ambas-
sadors to England. Mound understood that it would be
difficult for the ambassadors to achieve anything,
moreover, he did not want the mission to succeed - he
simply sought to use it in the fight against Rhodes.

Equipping Lobengul's mission, in addition to the £
600 needed to finance the trip, he provided the ambas-
sadors with several head of cattle to feed. Lobengul
chose Babian, who had a good memory, and Mchete,
who was considered a good orator, as his envoys [3,
p.55].

The mission was delayed in Cape Town. The Min-
ister of the Colonies advised Lord Nutsford to advise
the Gifford-Coston Group to unite with Rhodes. Both
sides agreed. By the time the ambassadors sailed from
Cape Town on the Moor, an agreement had already
been reached.

After landing in Southampton, they arrived by
train in London and stayed at a hotel, where they were
immediately besieged by journalists. The sensational
nature of the mission forced Queen Victoria to receive
the ambassadors almost immediately, on the third day
of her stay in London. The reception was more ceremo-
nial than business. The ambassadors spent almost the
whole of March 1899 in London. They saw quite a lot,
from ballet at the Alhambra Theater, which impressed
them, to the zoo. They visited the Bank of England, in
the bowels of which they were shown gold bars and of-
fered to pick up bags of gold coins. At lunch at the So-
ciety for the Protection of Aborigines, they met with the
famous writer Ryder Haggard [2, p.75].

There were two meetings with the Minister of the
Colonies, Lord Nutsford. During the final conversation,
he conveyed to the ambassadors the Queen's response
to Lobengula's letter, which consisted of several vague
phrases. The British government, of course, did not
take any action against the concession hunters.

Only one wish of Lobengula was fulfilled - to send
a representative of the queen to him. The Ministry of
Colonies took advantage of this request to appoint a res-
ident of Bulawayo a few months later. The misunder-
standing quickly became clear. In August 1889, Loben-
gula responded to a letter from the British colonial au-
thorities: “As for Her Majesty's offer to send her envoy
to me, | thank Her Majesty, but I do not need him. I will
make this request when the need arises. "' [4, p.58].

After overcoming all rivals, Rhodes created the
"British South African Company". On October 29,
1889, the company received a charter from Queen Vic-
toria, which gave the company the right not only to mo-
nopolize the resources of the Zambezi and Limpopo in-
terfluves, but also to create an administrative apparatus
and its own army. This army in 1893 started a war
against Matebel. At the same time, regular British
troops withdrew from Bechuanaland. In this war, the
British first used a novelty of military equipment of the
time - Maxim machine guns. After defeating Lobengul
retreated to the north. The country was occupied by the
British. In honor of Cecil Rhodes, it was named Rho-
desia.

In 1896 Matebele and Mashona resumed armed re-
sistance. The British began to suppress the uprising. As
a result of Rhodes' advance into the continent, Anglo-
Portuguese relations worsened. There were bloody
skirmishes. The treaty of 1891 established the borders
between Portuguese Mozambique and English posses-
sions in the Zambezi River basin. As a result of further
British advance, new colonies were formed: Northern
Rhodesia (north of the Zambezi) and the inhabited Ma-
lawi Nyasaland, located along Lake Nyasa [4, p.58].

Thus, all of South Africa was captured by the col-
onizers. England had a dominant position here. Its pos-
sessions were surrounded on all sides by the Boer re-
publics, which would inevitably lead to new clashes.

In 1895, an attempt was made by the British to
capture the Transvaal, which aggravated the Anglo-
German controversy. In December 1895, the main
forces of the South African Company were transferred
from Rhodesia to the town of Pizzani Potlego on the
border with the Transvaal. The formal reason for the
war was to help the English population of the Trans-
vaal, which suffered from persecution by the Boer au-
thorities. The British hoped that the uprising in Johan-
nesburg against President Kruger would begin at the
same time as the intervention of British troops, but this
did not happen and the British were forced to surrender
[2, p.76].

The news of the attack on the Transvaal reached
Europe on December 31. The actions of the British
were of particular concern in Germany. Emperor Wil-
helm at a meeting with the country's leadership pro-
posed to bring the Marines into combat readiness, to
declare a protectorate over the Transvaal and send
troops there. But William did not have a navy, and his
plan to create a bloc of continental powers against Eng-
land was unrealistic. Therefore, on the advice of gov-
ernment officials, he limited himself to a telegram to
President Krueger, in which he expressed his support.

This telegram immediately became a newspaper
sensation and caused a wide resonance in European
countries. Wilhelm's government began talks with Lis-
bon, trying to find out whether the Portuguese would
allow the German expeditionary force to pass through
Mozambique to the Transvaal. The British government
announced the creation of a so-called flying squadron,
British firms broke off commercial relations with the
Germans, and the London crowd broke the glass in Ger-
man shops.

When it became clear that the attempt to attack the
Transvaal had failed, the question arose of punishing
the perpetrators. British soldiers and their commander,
Jameson, were in prison in Johannesburg. The British
government promised Krueger that he would punish
Jameson, his soldiers and officers as his subjects. After
transporting them to England, the soldiers were re-
leased. Only Jameson and five officers were on the
dock. Officers were sentenced to five months in prison
and Jameson to fifteen. Cecil Rhodes was forced to re-
sign as Prime Minister of the Cape Colony [3, p.54].

The fate of the Boer republics was finally decided
during the war of 1899-1902. Seven months before the
start of the war, on March 11, 1899, Rhodes and Chan-
cellor Wilhelm met in Berlin. Its goal was to achieve
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German neutrality in the coming war with the Boers.
Rhodes suggested that William not object to the British
construction of the Telegraph and the Cape Town-
Cairo railway, in response the British would not inter-
fere with the construction of the Berlin-Baghdad rail-
way and allow Germany to gain a foothold in the Sa-
moan archipelago in the Pacific Ocean.

Oral agreements were enshrined in formal agree-
ments a few months later. The British government
ceded two islands in the Samoa archipelago to Ger-
many, and the German authorities entered into agree-
ments with Cecil Rhodes' companies to lay a telegraph
cable and a Cape Town-Cairo railway through German
East Africa [3, p.55].

The war was declared on October 11, 1899. In the
first months of the war, the British were defeated on all
fronts. The hostilities did not take place in the Boer re-
publics, but in British possessions. Boer troops invaded
the Cape Colony, Natal and even Bechuanaland. It
turned out that the Boers had better weapons than the
British, because President Krueger secretly bought
weapons in Germany [8, p.44].

The Boers immediately surrounded three cities in
different parts of South Africa - Kimberley, Ladysmith
and Mafeking. The siege lasted several months. With
the liberation of these cities, the war did not end. The
war continued after the fall of the capital of the Trans-
vaal of Pretoria on June 5, 1900. Gradually becoming a
guerrilla and increasingly depleting the British army, it
lasted until May 1902.

After the defeat of the Boers, the Republics of Or-
ange and the Transvaal were handed over to British
governors.

In West Africa in the last third of the nineteenth
century. One of the main objects of British colonial pol-
icy was the state of Ashanti, which the British launched
an offensive after the establishment of the Gold Coast.
Ashanti's attempt to gain access to the sea led in 1873
to war with the British. After the British captured the
capital of the state of Kumasi, Ashanti was forced to
pay a large contribution and abandon claims to coastal
areas [2, p.75].

Attempts by the British to finally subdue Ashanti
provoked resistance from the population. After the re-
capture of the Kumasi by the British in 1896, the inde-
pendent state of Ashanti ceased to exist. In 1900 the
territory of the state was included in the colony of the
Gold Coast.

In the 70's of the XIX century. the British estab-
lished themselves in large areas on both sides of the
mouth of the Niger. The state-states of lower Niger
were conquered by force of arms. The area between La-
gos and Cameroon has been declared a "Protectorate of
the Nigerian Coast". On the right bank of lower Niger,
the Yoruba states were the object of colonial expansion.
Using military force, the British broke the resistance of
the strongest Yoruba states - Abeokuta and Ibadan. In
1893, the British extended their protectorate to all Yo-
ruba countries.

West Africa was one of the main targets of French
expansion. Relying on their possessions at the mouth of
Senegal, the French launched an offensive on Cairo.
The reason was the refusal of the ruler of Cairo to grant

permission for the construction of the Dakar-Saint-
Louis railway. In 1882 the territory of Cairo was occu-
pied by French troops [10, p.69].

Moving in the direction of upper Niger, the
French in 1883 captured the city of Bamako. From here,
they launched an offensive on the two strongest states
in West Africa - Segu and Wasulu. Segu was conquered
in 1894. Wasulu's army put up an active resistance,
which the French were able to overcome only in 1893
using the tactics of "scorched earth".

It was not easy for the French to conquer Daho-
mey, whose army numbered 12-15,000 soldiers, in-
cluding women whom the Europeans called the Ama-
zons. It took two wars for Dahomey to become a French
colony in 1892.

East Africa has become one of the objects of ri-
valry between European nations. In 1876, W. McKin-
non, chairman of the British Indian Shipping Company,
decided to begin construction of a railroad from the
East African coast to Lakes Nyasa and Victoria. These
plans were unofficially approved by the British govern-
ment and Sultan Zanzibar Bargash, who was consid-
ered the ruler of all of East Africa. A company was es-
tablished and the text of the concession was prepared,
under the terms of which Bargash was to transfer power
to the company in the interior in exchange for part of
its profits. Bargash's favorable attitude to the agreement
was explained by the fact that his power over these ar-
eas was purely formal.

In the spring of 1878, negotiations ceased. Busi-
ness circles in London did not want to invest in areas
with unexplored resources without government guaran-
tees, and he was not ready to provide them [5, p.96].

In 1884, the British demanded that the Sultan of
Zanzibar declare that he would not cede his "sovereign
rights" to anyone without the consent of Britain. This
declaration was signed by the sultan in December 1884.
At that time, K. Peters, the founder of the Society of
German Colonization, signed treaties on the protec-
torate of Tanganyika with local leaders. Following the
Berlin Conference, Germany declared a protectorate
over the territories specified in the Peters Treaties.

The Sultan protested and sent a detachment led by
a British officer to Kilimanjaro. But after the British de-
tachment, the German visited there and signed new
agreements. In December 1885, Bargash, renouncing
his protest and treaties in the Kilimanjaro area, recog-
nized the German protectorate over Witt and effec-
tively handed over Dar es Salaam to her control.

In October 1886, Germany and Great Britain con-
cluded a treaty on East Africa. The parties to the agree-
ment “singled out" the islands of Zanzibar, Pemba,
Lamu, the cities of Brava, Merka, Mogadishu and Kis-
mayo. Vita was recognized as a German protectorate.
The interior of East Africa (up to Lake Victoria) was
divided into two spheres of influence: English and Ger-
man.

Britain continued to try to oust Germany from the
region. In 1887, McKinnon founded the British East
African Association and received a concession from
Sultan Bargash. For 50 years, the Sultan transferred to
the association all the fullness of political and legal



«COLLOQUIUM=JOURNAL »#33(85)2020 / HISTORICAL SCIENCES 23

power, including the right to collect duties in their pos-
sessions. In 1888, the association was reorganized into
the British East African Company (BSAC).

In 1889 BSAK managed to establish a protectorate
over the Lama. The struggle for Uganda was particu-
larly intense. To establish a protectorate over Uganda,
the BSAC sent Captain Lugard and a military detach-
ment there. K. Peters was ahead of Lugard and signed
a contract with Buganda's tavern Mwanga [5, p.105].

In May 1890, Salisbury began negotiations with
Germany on the redistribution of spheres of influence.
Britain gave up the area near the lake. Tanganyika. Ger-
many was forced to abandon Wit, recognize Uganda as
a British sphere of influence, and the islands of Zanzi-
bar and Pemba as British.

protectorates. In 1895, a British protectorate was
established over Kenya.

In the last third of the XIX century. territorial con-
quests in Africa are carried out by Belgium. Belgium's
entry into the arena of colonial politics is associated
with the name of King Leopold II.

Leopold 11 was known in both Belgium and Eu-
rope for his propensity for adventure and financial
fraud. Leopold's attention to the Black Continent was
drawn to the archivist of the Belgian Ministry of For-
eign Affairs, E. Banning, who was interested in events
in Africa. It was he who recommended to the king the
book of the German traveler Schweinfurt "In the heart
of Africa", which put forward the idea of creating sub-
Saharan Great Negro states under the protectorate of
Europeans. Leopold was deeply interested in this idea.

To carry out his plans to conquer Africa, the king
could not turn to his own bourgeoisie for help, although
their interests in Africa coincided completely. His au-
thority as a monarch and businessman was undermined
by numerous financial scams. Therefore, he decided to
pass off his own financial interests as scientific.

In 1876, at the initiative of the Belgian monarch,
an international scientific conference was convened in
Brussels, the purpose of which was to organize a sys-
tematic study of Africa. At the conference it was de-
cided to form an "International Commission for the
Study and Civilization of East Africa”, on whose behalf
Leopold Il began to act [10, p.78].

The king later renamed the commission the Inter-
national African Association, and then changed the
name of the organization several more times. For the
practical implementation of the ideas of the organiza-
tion, a joint-stock company was created, the controlling
stake of which belonged to the king. The main task of
the society was to establish the International African
Association's bases in Africa. However, Belgian expe-
ditions met resistance from German and British con-
tenders for African lands.

At this time, news reached Europe of the discovery
of Henry Morton Stanley, who established the identity
of the Congo and Lualaba rivers. The discovery of a
new direct waterway to Africa directed Leopold's ef-
forts in the other direction. He decided to enter the Af-
rican continent not from the east, where the British and
Germans gained a strong position, but from the west,
where the weakened Portugal could barely control the

coastal strip. In October 1878, Leopold met with Stan-
ley, after which a plan was published for the develop-
ment of the middle reaches of the Congo River and the
construction of a railway to bypass the river rapids [4,
p.58].

Stanley began concluding agreements with local
leaders on the transfer of their states to the International
Association. But Stanley's discovery attracted not only
the attention of the Belgian king. In July 1881, on the
shores of Stanley Poole, Stanley met with an expedition
of Savornian de Brazza, a representative of the French
government. Paris, in connection with this meeting,
stated that Leopold's "international organization™ could
not act as a legal entity and had no grounds to claim
patronage over the Congo Basin.

While Belgium's European rivals clarified rela-
tions over the rights to the Congo River basin, Stanley
managed to sign more than four hundred agreements
with local leaders. And the king himself, taking ad-
vantage of the contradictions of the great powers, man-
aged to convince the leaders of each of them that it is
more profitable for them to recognize the rights of his
association than to yield to competitors [6, p.55].

The fate of the Congo Basin was finally decided
during the Berlin Conference of 1884-1885. The Congo
Basin, excluding the possessions of France and Portu-
gal, was declared a "Free State." That is, the colonial
states had equal rights to operate in this territory. Leo-
pold Il was responsible for overseeing the rights of the
local population and missionaries. The treaties con-
cluded by Stanley received international recognition.

Using inter-tribal enmity, Leopold formed merce-
naries and with their help captured the territories that
were to become part of the "Free State of the Congo"
under the Treaty of Berlin. Until 1908, the Congo was
the personal property of King Leopold.

Northeast Africa became the scene of a struggle
between England and France. In 1869, in the presence
of the Empress of France, the grand opening of the Suez
Canal, built under the direction of F. Lesseps, took
place. The new waterway determined the exceptional
geopolitical and economic importance of Egypt, which
was located on the shores of two se.

In 1875, Benjamin Disraeli bought a large stake in
the Suez Canal from the head of Egypt, Ismail. Gradu-
ally, it is gaining more and more influence in the region.
Taking advantage of the bankruptcy of the Egyptian
treasury, France and England established financial con-
trol over the country through the "Egyptian Debt" es-
tablished in 1876 [10, p.74].

In 1881, British diplomats, together with the mili-
tary, prepared for a major operation in Egypt, where a
mass movement against the domination of foreigners
was spreading. It was necessary to convince the public
of England and Europe of the selflessness of the actions
taken to protect the interests of the owners of Egyptian
shares. The main task was to choose a moment to attack
Egypt so that France could not intervene in these
events.

On July 11, 1882, Admiral Seymour's squadron
bombed Alexandria, where a landing party landed, but
it was decided to strike the main blow from the Suez
Canal zone. The British occupied Ismailia (on the route
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of the canal) and from there launched an offensive on
the Egyptian capital. On September 13, the British de-
feated the Egyptian troops near Tel el Kebir, and in a
short time the British garrisons occupied Cairo, Alex-
andria, Suez, and Port Said. By the mid-80's of the XIX
century. the British did not make a final decision on the
fate of Egypt. Since the second half of the 1980s, Brit-
ish policy in Egypt has been aimed at turning it into a
colony.

In 1882 -1883 Sudan was conquered by Egypt in
the 20-30s of the XIX century. freed from foreign dom-
ination. Here a religious movement led by the head of
the Muslim sect of dervishes Muhammad Ahmed
spread. Several corps, consisting of Egyptians and mer-
cenaries, led by British officers, tried in vain to regain
control of Cairo. In early 1885, the rebels liberated
Khartoum and destroyed an English expeditionary
force led by General C.J. Gordon [4, p.58].

A new attempt to conquer Sudan, the British began
in 1896, commanded by General G. Kitchener. The first
battles with the Sudanese began in the summer of 1896,
but then the cholera epidemic slowed the onset. Don-
gola was occupied only in September.

In early 1897, Treasury Secretary M. Hicks Beach
in the lower house and Prime Minister Salisbury in the
upper house made a statement about British policy on
the Nile. The prime minister acknowledged: "We see
the occupation of Khartoum as our goal." The decisive
battle took place on September 2, 1898 near the then
capital of Sudan, Omdurman. Kitchener's troops de-
feated the Sudanese army. A few days later, Kitchener
received word that a French detachment was stationed
on the upper reaches of the White Nile.

A detachment of French Captain Marshan went on
an expedition to the White Nile. In July 1898 the de-
tachment occupied the Sudanese village of Fashoda. It
was here that he met with General Kitchener's British
troops.

Official reports of Kitchener's meeting with Mar-
shan have been preserved. The parties first exchanged
courtesies: Marshan congratulated the caliph on his vic-
tory over the gangs, and the general congratulated the
captain as the leader of the scientific expedition. He of-
fered to take the French on his ships to Cairo. The
French refused. In response, Kitchener, pointing to the
numerical superiority of the British, threatened to expel
the French by force. According to eyewitnesses, the sit-
uation improved when Kitchener and several officers
went ashore and agreed to have lunch and a drink with
the French. The first stage of the crisis ended with the
raising of the Egyptian flag and the presentation of a
written protest to the French.

Kitchener also left one of the battalions and ap-
pointed his commander, Major Jackson, "governor of
Fashoda province." Kitchener sailed south. He left the
garrison in Sobata, and then returned along the Nile,
passing non-stop past Fashod [7, p.188].

The events in Fashod led to the aggravation of re-
lations between England and France. On September 30,
1898, a sharp dialogue took place between the French
Foreign Minister Dalcasse and the British Ambassador
Monson. The Minister rejected the demands made by

Britain to withdraw French troops. In response, Salis-
bury said that England would not agree to any compro-
mises and would remain on the Nile as a conqueror.
Demonstrative mobilization of the fleet began, and
British newspapers launched a large-scale anti-French
campaign.

French society at that time was divided by the
"Dreyfus affair" and in conditions of continuous inter-
nal turmoil, none of the cabinets, which often replaced
each other, could risk further aggravation of relations
and war with England. The last and most important rea-
son that determined the outcome of the crisis was that
for all the significance of the Anglo-French contradic-
tions, they were inferior in their "weight" in the inter-
national arena to the Franco-German. Germany would
benefit most from the war in Europe. Therefore, France
decided to avoid war even by reducing international
prestige [7, p.189].

In October 1898, France recognized the entire Nile
region as a sphere of British influence. In January 1899,
London announced the emergence of the Anglo-Egyp-
tian "condominium™ in Sudan. This was the final end of
the Fashod crisis.

After the Berlin Conference (1884. -1885), Italy
began an active colonial policy. It considered the terri-
tory of its influence in the countries of Northeast Af-
rica, in particular, Ethiopia. In the 1980s, Ethiopia
merged into a still weakly centralized empire. It was
during this period that it became the object of aggres-
sion by Italy [7, p.190].

During this period in the northern Ethiopian land
of Tigray ruled the Emperor of Ethiopia, John IV. In
1884-1889 he, in alliance with Great Britain, waged
war with Sudan. As a reward, he was promised Turk-
ish-Egyptian possessions in present-day Eritrea. Italy's
ally in the area was Sahle-Maryam, ruler of Central and
Southern Ethiopia, one of the main contenders for the
imperial throne. In 1889, Emperor John 1V was killed
in a battle with the Sudanese, and Sahle-Maryam be-
came Menelik's emperor in Ethiopia. Italy established
two of its colonies on the borders of Ethiopia: Eritrea
and Somalia, concluding the Treaty of Uchchal with
Menelik. Under his terms, Menelik transferred to Italy
the rights to the northern regions of the Tigris.

One of the clauses of the Uchchal Treaty was read
differently in the official versions in Italian and Am-
haric. In the Ambharic text it was stated that the emperor
of Ethiopia could use the help of the Italian govern-
ment, and in the Italian text the word "may" was trans-
lated as "agree". On this basis, the Italian government
informed other states that under the rules established at
the Berlin Conference, Ethiopia became a protectorate
of Italy. A year later, Ethiopia began protesting for sup-
port in Britain, France and Russia.

In December 1894, Ethiopia started a war against
Italy. Despite the resistance of the Tiger troops, the Ital-
ians quickly moved inland. The Ethiopian army won its
first victory in October 1895 at Amba-Alaz in southern
Tigris. Ethiopian troops cleared most of the Tigris from
the Italians. In mid-1896, an army of 100,000 Ethiopi-
ans took up positions near the city of Adua. General
Baratieri entered here with a corps of almost eighteen
thousand.
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The battle began on March 1, 1896 and lasted from
sunrise to sunset. It ended in the complete defeat of the
Italian corps. Of the 18,000 Italians, 15 were either
killed or taken prisoner. Ethiopians lost about 10,000
killed.

The defeat in this battle provoked protests in Italy
against the Crispi government and its colonial policies.
Ethiopia remained one of the few African states that did
not fall under the rule of the colonizers [8, p.46].

An interesting page in the history of Ethiopian
contacts with European nations is the activities of a
Russian hospital in Ethiopia. In October 1896, Ethiopia
was abandoned by a medical unit of the Russian Red
Cross, which provided assistance to the victims of the
war with Italy. However, there are five doctors left in
Addis Ababa to work at the Russian-based hospital.

In early March 1898, a permanent hospital was
opened under the Russian mission. It was located in the
western part of the city and was originally housed in
tents. After the start of the rainy season, which made it
impossible for the hospital to operate in tents, doctors
persuaded Governor Menelik to build a stone building
for the hospital. Because the hospital was small and
could not accommodate everyone, its patients were pri-
marily the wounded, or those who needed urgent sur-
gery.

The activities of Russian physicians were not lim-
ited to work in the hospital. In particular, Dr. Brovtsin
and paramedic Sason had to accompany Menelik in the
campaign against the ruler Mengeshi. The expedition
proved to be extremely difficult: the conduct of hostili-
ties was complicated by the lack of provisions, which
pushed the soldiers to looting. Clashes with the local
population not only claimed dozens of lives, but also
significantly increased the number of injured. The re-
ception of the wounded, the number of which some-
times exceeded 300 people a day, was combined with
long and exhausting crossings in the mountains [9,
p.56].

During the campaign in the troops and among the
local population, an epidemic of influenza spread,
which further increased the number of patients. Ex-
hausted, Brovtsin and Sasonov were looking forward to
a replacement. But on January 22, 1899, they were told
that, by order of Nicholas Il, the entire mission would
remain in Ethiopia for another nine months. Emperor
Menelik, to emphasize the merits of doctors, awarded
Brovtsin the title of life surgeon, and Sason the life
masseur of His Imperial Majesty [9, p.57].

Thus, the colonial division of the world in the
nineteenth century, first of all, the division of Africa. In
the early twentieth century, after the Anglo-Boer War
of 1899-1902, two states were considered sovereign in
tropical and southern Africa: Ethiopia, which managed
to defeat the Italian army in 1896, and Liberia, which
was founded by people from Black America.
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