Soldiers of their Own: Honor, Violence, Resistance and Conscription in Colonial
Cameroon during the First World War

by

George Ndakwena Njung

A dissertation submitted in partial fulfillment
of the requirements for the degree of
Doctor of Philosophy
(History)
in the University of Michigan
2016

Doctoral Committee:

Associate Professor Rudolph (Butch) Ware 111, Chair
Professor Joshua Cole

Associate Professor Michelle R. Moyd, Indiana University
Professor Martin Murray



© George Ndakwena Njung 2016



Dedication

My mom, Fientih Kuoh, who never went to school;
My wife, Esther;
My kids, Kelsy, Michelle and George Jr.



Acknowledgments

When in the fall of 2011 | started the doctoral program in history at Michigan, | had a
personal commitment and determination to finish in five years. | wanted to accomplish in reality
a dream that began since 1995 when | first set foot in a university classroom for my
undergraduate studies. | have met and interacted with many people along this journey, and
without the support and collaboration of these individuals, my dream would be in abeyance. Of
course, | can write ten pages here and still not be able to acknowledge all those individuals who
are an integral part of my success story. But, the disservice of trying to acknowledge everybody
and end up omitting some names is greater than the one of electing to acknowledge only a few
by name. Those whose names are omitted must forgive my short memory and parsimony with
words and names.

To begin with, Professors Emmanuel Konde, Nicodemus Awasom, Drs Canute Ngwa,
Mbu Ettangondop (deceased), wrote me outstanding references for my Ph.D. program
applications. Then, Professors Nancy Hunt, Gabrielle Hetch, Rudolph (Butch) Ware, Derek
Peterson, reviewed my application and exceptionally made it possible for me to gain a place at
Michigan. Professor Hunt’s African History research seminar course jumpstarted my research at
Michigan. In the course of the program, Professor Peterson particularly inspired me. My first
historiographic paper was in his course. His liberalism in class discussions, but above all his
‘over expectations’ had a terrific impact on my zeal and determination to succeed. His input on

my grant proposal in the fall of 2014 helped shape new ways and directions in which | began to



conceive of my project. My thinking has been greatly influenced by his cutting-edge scholarship
and tutorship. 1 am truly thankful to him.

| am grateful to all other wonderful Professors who taught me at Michigan. They include
Professors; Mrinalini Sinha, Kathleen Canning, Anne Pitcher and Fernando Arenas. | learned a
lot from the all-inclusive level 600 History course taught by Professors Sinha and Canning,
which broadened my knowledge on a wide range of historical concepts and methods across the
globe. That knowledge became crucial to how | was able to frame my dissertation.

My dissertation committee was phenomenal. Professor Josh Cole first caught my respect
through his scholarship on colonial violence; he made me see the theme beyond my nose. My
discussions with him before my induction into candidacy were as challenging as they were
productive. Professor Martin Murray, the cognate member of my committee, first took a genuine
interest in me during one of his courses on African studies which I took in the winter of 2012. |
am very thankful to him, for the confidence he had in me and for all the ways in which he has
inspired me towards success.

Although I trusted that Professor Michelle Moyd with a phenomenal scholarship on the
askari in East Africa was going to accept to serve as an external member of my committee, the
alacrity and grace with which she did so were astonishing. She went on to play a vital role in the
realization of this dissertation. | am grateful for all her time and patience with which she went
through my dissertation chapters and made invaluable comments and suggestions. Without such
input, the dissertation would not be in its present shape.

Professor Ware, chair of my committee, told me from the start that he wanted me to
write a good dissertation and end up with a good job. Let me hope that the first part of this

assignment has been fulfilled, and that the last part will come soon. I learned a lot from his



mentorship, trust and unwavering confidence in me. | cannot thank him enough. Specifically, as
| was writing my chapters, and each time | met him for a discussion, even if it lasted only ten
minutes, | always walked away with things to add, change or subtract from an ongoing chapter. |
always found myself having to enhance the quality of an idea or argument, to modify some
statements and phrases on the work. Besides his direct mentorship, his exemplary scholarship on
Islamic ways of knowing in sub-Saharan Africa has been an inspiration to me in enormous ways.

Through their critically constructive minds, inputs and interjections during class
discussions and workshopping of seminar course papers and grants many of which have factored
into this dissertation, my African history classmates formed an integral part of my success at
Michigan. They included; Ben Machava, Doreen Kembabazi, Sara Katz, Emma Park, Robyn
D’Avignon, Jonathan Shaw, to name but these.

The staff of the archives in the UK, France, Nigeria and Cameroon were very cooperative
and must be seen to have contributed mightily to the success of this work. My research assistant,
Joseph Oyodokun in Nigeria, was outstanding. For over three years, his duties extended from a
collection of archival data for me from the various Nigerian archives in Ibadan and Enugu to
ensuring my maximum safety and security in the country. His energetic and concerned wife,
Tope, was key to making my life worth it in Nigeria. We built human relations outside the paid
academic services, and today, we are more than family.

All the staff of the Department of History, and notably Kathleen King, Lorna Altstter and
Diana Y. Denney were the most helpful. Their dutiful commitment to making graduate student
life at the department successful is relentless. I benefitted tremendously from their willingness
and commitment to address students’ problems and help them succeed. To that, | am very

grateful.



I must admit that without the masterful assistance of the staff of scholarspace at the
Hatcher Graduate Library, this dissertation would still be in separate chapters. They helped me
combine the chapters into a dissertation and directed me on all formatting issues, which on
account of my most amateurish knowledge on Microsoft word, sounded to me almost like rocket
science.

Financially, several bodies at the University funded my research in the United Kingdom,
France, Nigeria and Cameroon spanning from the summer of 2012 through spring 2016. The
funding bodies included: the Center for African Studies, Department of History, and the
Rackham Graduate School. Without the funding — for which Im very grateful - there would be no
dissertation.

| am also grateful to my childhood friend, Dr. Confidence Ngam (of the University of
Bamenda, Cameroon), for his insightful suggestions and comments in the earlier drafts of my
chapter, and for reading through the finished dissertation and post editing it.

| intentionally decided that the last names to appear here will be those of family, as there
is an African saying that he who ‘laughs last laughs best.” My brother Cyrus Njung in Canada,
his wife, Mercy, and their lovely kids, Sheridan, Maya and Cyrus Jr., were very supportive.
Cyrus showed concern and provided me with all encouragement needed to push on. He worried
about my safety each time | was off to Nigeria doing research.

Most importantly, my kids, Kelsy (13 years), Michelle (5 years), and George Jr (4 years),
think that ‘daddy doesn’t seem to have a life because he’s always reading and writing. When he
is not, he’s away in some far away countries looking for archives.” My only truly consolation in
all those moments that my kids were deprived by either my long absences from home or my too

much consummation with studies is that | have done this for them. Esther, my wife, has been

Vi



with me through thick and thin. I feel so sorry that I had to ‘abandon’ her with our six weeks old
tender baby (George Jr) in April 2012 for four months, doing research work in Africa. And she
would go on to single handed take care of the kids during my numerous absences while away in
either Europe or Africa doing research. | must confess that without her, | would never have
succeeded in this program. Esther provided me emotional and inspirational support which |
needed to go controversial and challenging issues at the course level long before I got to the
dissertation stage. When | was disappointed or frustrated after a class session, when | thought
things were not going my way, when | was dissatisfied and unhappy with an encounter with any
of my professors, she was always there for me. In her usual calmness, she would assure me that
“everything will be alright.” Esther, you were always right. Everything now is alright. This work

has been deservedly dedicated to you and the kids, and your mother-in-law. Thank you.

vii



Table of Contents

D =Te [ Tor= 11 [o] o O TSRS RP PPN i
ACKNOWIBAGIMENTS ...ttt b bbbt e e e e e ii
I TS A0 1o U] 1SS Xi
I TS A0 o o] )Y/ 0 RPN Xii
N 1] £ =T TP ORRR Xiii
Chapter 1 Introduction: Sidelined Histories, Histories of Colonial Africans. ........................ 1
Situating African World War 1 Campaigns in the Historiographies of the Great War... 1
Study Objectives and SIGNITICANCE .......c..ciiiiiirireieee s 13
SOUrCeS and METNOUS ........ooviiiiiiiiece e 36
OFQANIZALION ...ttt bbbttt b bt n bbbt nb e b s 44
Chapter 2 VIOIENT ENCOUNTELS ......ccvooiiieeiece ettt sttt sae e nnas 48
T T 801X T ] o SRRSO 48
Understanding Colonial Violence and Anti-colonial Wars.............ccccocvevevieieeieceenne. 50
Colonization and PEICEPLION .........cciiieieieierere e 54
The Violence and the Anti-Colonial Wars, 1884-1914............cccccvvvvirinenenienenesenes 59
Violence 0N the BaKOKO .........ccvoiiiiiiiec e 60
VI0IENCE ON WOMEBN ......eiiiieiiie ettt et e st et eeneesreeteeneenneeneeas 62
VIOIENCE ON BUBA ...ttt st ens 70
Violence on the Cross RIVEr PEOPIES .........coviiiiiiiiee s 76
War with the Kom or the KOm RESISTANCE.........ccoeiiiiiniiiiisieeeee s 78
The Northern Resistance and CONQUEST .........ccveviiriirerereeseses s 82
The Duala Resistance, 1910-1914..........ccoiiiiiriiiee e 87
Reaction fromM GEIMANY ......c.ooiiiiiiie et 92
ON ATFICaN COMPIICILY ...c.veiiiciece e 94
(00 0] 111 [ ] o S SS 104
Chapter 3 Soldiers of Honor: War Conscripts and Preparation for War................cc........ 106
T (0T L8014 o] o OSSR 106
The Great War Comes t0 AFTICA........ooviiiiieiie e 107
Cameroon's Significance iN the WA ... 109
Mobilization, Recruitment and COoNSCHPLION ........cccvviiuieiie i 115
Cameroonians for GEIMANY .........cciiieriereie et eneas 116
West AFricans for the ATHES ..o 133
Cameroonians Respond to Allied Recruitment Efforts..........cccoocvvevviviveicenvere i, 152
(070] 0 0d (11 [ o HO SRR P TSP 158

Chapter 4 Soldiers of their Own: Fighting in the North, Northwest, South, Southeast and
SOUTNWEST REJIONS .....viiiiciiii ettt e e e eere e 159
INEFOAUCTION ..ttt b e bbb ere s 159
Some Historical Realities of the Cameroon Campaign..........cccoceeeeieeienieeneene e 160
Cross border FIGQNTING .....cc.voveiieecc e 169
The Cross RIVET COIUMN ........oiiiiiie et e 170



The Yola and Maiduguri COIUMNS ..ot 174

Final operations of the Cross River Column and other FOrces ............cccoovevviiieivenne 191
Fighting in the South and SOUhEAST.............cceiiiiiiii 196
CONCIUSION. ...ttt bbbttt ettt st st benreas 214
Chapter 5 Soldiers of their Own: Fighting from Douala to Yaounde, and the Northern
RAIIWAY ...ttt et e et e st et e s re e teene e e re e teeneesraenreenne e 220
Tl [N o1 AT ] o USSR 220
Joint Anglo-French Invasion of the Cameroons ...........cccccvvvevvevecieseece e 220
The INvasion Of DOUAIA ...........ccooiiiiiii e e 221
Easterly Military Operations ..........ccveveiieieiieieese e se et sra e sna e 226
The AAVANCE 0N EBA .....ccveiiiiieciieie ettt e 228
The First (abortive) Advance 0n YaouNde .........c.cceeveieeiieiie e 231
Combat Activities along the Northern Railway ..o 239
The taking of Buea, Muyuka and ViCtOria...........ccccovveveeieiie e 241
Further Fighting up the Northern RallWay ............cccooeiiiiiininecee e 243
Marching 0N DSCNANG ......ccvoiuiiiiiiese e e e 247
The Final Advance on and fall of Yaounde .........ccccoovvieiiiniieie e 257
BeYONd YA0UNTE ......ccviiiieiiieie ettt e sre e esre e 266
1Yo = R 1 [T =T o o AT 267
How an achievable aim became unachievable...........cccccooviiiniiicienen e 270
(070 0 0d 111 [ o S PST 279
Chapter 6 War ATFOCITIES .........coiiiiiiiieie ettt b reene e 290
T (0T L8 o1 A o] o SR 290
O SOUICES ..tttk b ek ekt ekt e bt e s be e et e e b e e et e e snneebeesnneenneen 292
Understanding the ArOCITIES. .......ooviiiiiiiiiiieeee s 294
Background of Wartime Violence on Civilians ...........ccccooveveiieie i 300
B I CC N 0T | =SSOSR 304
The Allies Were alSo QUITLY? .......ccvv o 319
The Refugee ProbIEM ..o 320
The International Laws of War and Diplomatic Concerns and exchanges Over the
Atrocities and other Forms of Wartime MiSCONAUCT............ccoooveiriiienieie e 327
(O] Tl [ S]] o F PSSR US RSP PPRPRR 335
Chapter 7 PartitiON .........ocooiiiiicie ettt e te e e staeaeeneenseenne s 337
INEFOTUCTION ... ettt sb e neas 337
On the European Re/partition of Africa (Cameroon).........ccoccovverereeiienenienesesennens 338
Prelude to the 1916 Partition: Position of Colonial Office and Admiralty Officials .. 340
B I T= =T o] oSS 346
Opposition to the Content of the Partition, Foreign and Local ............cccccceevieiieennnns 353
JUSEIFICAIIONS ...ttt e e e e s e nreenreenee e 375
(070] 0 0d (11 [ o HO SRR P TSP 376
Chapter 8 CONCIUSIONS........ccoviiiiieii et e e te e e sreesteesaesseesraenaeeneesseensens 379
WAL IS LETE? .ottt 388
LOOKING BACK ... 391
BIDOGIAPNY ..o et b e ns 394
ATCRIVES .o bbbt bbbttt bbbt ene s 394
CAIMEBIOON ...tttk e bt e e ket et e e s ae e et e e e be e e nbe e saeeabeesnneanneea 394



[N T [=] - S TSP P PP P TR PRSPPI 394

FTAINCE ...t 394
UNited KINGUOM ...ttt bbb 394
NEWS PapPErs / MAJAZINES.........cueiieiieiieieeste et see e ee s e e e e e ete e sraeseessaesnaenees 395
Published and/or Printed Primary Sources; Official Works, Regimental, and
BiOgraphiCal WOTKS..........ciiee ittt ba et nreenneenee e 395
SECONUANY SOUITES ....vevieeietieeteesteeseesiee sttt e st este et et esbe e esreenteentesreenbeeneesreenes 397



List of Figures

Figure 1.1 Map of Africa showing German African Colonies. Cameroon sits in the middle ...... 46
Figure 1.2 Sketch Map of Pre-War German Camero0N ..........cceouervererereniseeieesiesie e 47
Figure 4.1 Illustration of Nsanakang Battle, 6 Sept 1914.........c.cccooiiiiiiininiieieee e 215
Figure 4.2 Sketch map of the Mora MOUNAIN ..o 216
Figure 4.3 The Banyo Mountain; geography and topography..........ccccoceveririnienenenesc e 217
Figure 4.4 Mountain gun, operated by the Nigerian Artillery ..o 218
Figure 4.5 Nigerian Artillery in @CtiON ..o s 219
Figure 5.1 Tirraileurs arriving at Wum Biagas on 20 May 1915...........ccccvviniiienenenenesene 280
Figure 5.2 Map of Cameroon showing movement of Allied African troops..........ccccocevvrvrinne. 281
Figure 5.3 Movement of Allied AFFiCaN trOOPS .......coeviriiiiieieie et 282
Figure 5.4 Askari arms collected following capitulation at Mora ............ccocevvvvieienc s, 283
Figure 5.5 Askari man drilling @ NeW FeCTUIT...........coiiiiiiiice s 284
Figure 5.6 Group 0f @SKar MEN ..ot 285
Figure 5.7 Sergeant Major Akure Bello of the Nigeria Regiment. .........c.ccoovvviiiiiiienciennn, 286
Figure 5.8 A soldier of the Nigeria RegiMent..........cccooiiiiiiiiiiie s 287
Figure 5.9 Three askari MEN ..o 288
Figure 5.10 Barricaded shooting position of Nigerian Soldiers...........c.ccoovvvviniiiiiiieninenee 289
Figure 7.1 The Anglo-French Partition of Cameroon...........cccoovrereiiiinesiceeese s 378

Xi


file:///C:/Users/George/Desktop/Dissertation/Post%20Defense%20revision/Njung%20PhD%20Dissertation.docx%23_Toc466458495
file:///C:/Users/George/Desktop/Dissertation/Post%20Defense%20revision/Njung%20PhD%20Dissertation.docx%23_Toc466458496
file:///C:/Users/George/Desktop/Dissertation/Post%20Defense%20revision/Njung%20PhD%20Dissertation.docx%23_Toc466458497
file:///C:/Users/George/Desktop/Dissertation/Post%20Defense%20revision/Njung%20PhD%20Dissertation.docx%23_Toc466458500

List of Acronyms
ANSOM — Archives Nationales, Section d’ Autre-Mer, Aix-en-Provence, France
CNAB — Cameroon National Archives, Buea
GR — The Gambia Regiment
GCR — The Gold Coast (Ghana) Regiment
F.E.A — French Equatorial Africa
TNA — The National Archives, Kew-Richmond, UK
NANE — National Archives of Nigeria, Enugu
NANI — National Archives of Nigeria, Ibadan
NCO — Non-Commissioned Officer
NR — Negirian Regiment
SNO - Senior Naval Officer
SLR — The Sierra Leone Regiment
STAMPS — Saint Thomas Acquainas Major Seminary and Library, Bambui, Cameroon
WAEF — West African Expeditionary Force
WAFF — West African Frontier Force

WWI —World War 1

xii



Abstract

The dissertation reconstructs two sidelined aspects of the Cameroon campaign of the
Great War; it examines the campaign in its own right, and it provides a peopled account of the
campaign by evaluating both the collective and individual performances and experiences of West
African soldiers in the campaign. Existing accounts of the African campaigns, treating them as
‘sideshows,' and leaving African soldiers nameless and faceless, have been effective erasures of
Africans and their history. “Soldiers of their Own” investigates named Africans who fought in
the Cameroon campaign: why, how, and where they fought.

Germany colonized Cameroon in 1884, and until the outbreak of war in 1914, unleashed
spectacles of colonial violence. Colonial violence, gendered in nature, mainly targeted women, in
addition to men and children. The violence was internalized by Cameroonians, who then
responded with wars of resistance. When the 1914 war broke out, both the Allies who invaded
Cameroon and the Germans mobilized and recruited Africans for military services. Africans
were attracted by some material and intangible factors to fight in the campaign, but the majority
were conscripted. Among the many factors responsible for German defeat was the increasing
support that Cameroonians gave to the Allies.

The social costs of fighting the Great War in Cameroon included the intentional killing of
civilians by the occupying German army and their African soldiers, as well as the unprecedented
refugee crisis that wartime activities generated. War atrocities in Cameroon must be understood

within the context of the ones elsewhere in Europe, and in line with the military cultures of the
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Allies and the Germans which led to their conflicting interpretations of the international laws of
war.

Although Africans fought and determined the outcomes of the Cameroon campaign on
the battlefield, their attempts to influence the form of the partition of their post-war territory
came to naught, as Britain and France undertook an arbitrary and self-serving interest partition of
post-war Cameroon. Once again, the war had provided an opportunity for the second European

partition of Africa, in much the same way as the first partition.
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Chapter 1

Introduction: Sidelined Histories, Histories of Colonial Africans.

Situating African World War 1 Campaigns in the Historiographies of the Great War

Most histories of colonial Africans (roughly 1884-1961) that intertwined with, or occurred in
tandem with activities of the Europeans, have been overshadowed by histories of the Europeans
in Africa during that period. When, for example, the African campaigns of the Great War are
narrated, they look more like Europeans fighting in Africa. Two historical problems are
identifiable here. The first is that African campaigns, in general, have been considered sideshows
as a result of which they have been neglected. The second is that the campaigns when
represented in scholarship, are ‘strangely unpeopled.’?

As evidence that African campaigns have been abysmally represented in the academic
and non-academic worlds, the Cameroon West African campaign, in particular, does not feature
in major text books or major scholarly works on the subject of the 1914 war. When African
campaigns are mentioned, they are measured with European theaters, in which case the number

of soldiers involved and deaths often dwarf those of Africa. Sometimes, when alluded to in

! Phrase borrowed from Professor Derek R. Peterson, who observes in his African History Graduate course blurb
how pessimist African History scholars in the 1970s wrote strangely unpeopled books on African ‘modes of
production.” For scholarship on African campaigns of the Great War, this pattern has continued to date. The title of
the course is “New directions in African History.” The course helped shape in many ways my conception of African
history, including my awareness of its shifting patterns, and areas deserving of scholarly attention. Particularly
helpful was Peterson’s advice during a workshop on my grant proposal in the fall of 2014 that I should consult John
Tliffe’s book on Honor in African History. Evidently, the book has helped frame my discussions in some parts of this
dissertation. | am truly grateful to Professor Peterson.



major works on the First World War, they are often equated to wars of colonial resistance, with

respectable historians on the Great War declaring that "the Cameroon campaign differed little in
character from those by which the British and French had subdued the warrior tribes during the

original conquests."?

The practice of either completely sidelining the Cameroon campaign or of treating it
almost as a foot note in the history of the Great War started during and immediately after the
war, and has lingered through the decades, succeeding one era of historical scholarship after
another. This has been the case with the Cameroon campaign more than even other campaigns in
the continent.®> “Of all the expeditions and campaigns which were conducted in different parts of
the world during the period of the Great War,” wrote Major-General Charles Dobell (1922), the
commander of the Allied troops in Cameroon, “probably less is known of the operations in West
Africa than those which took place in other theatres."* Two decades later in 1942, W.O
Henderson regretted that the campaigns in Africa had been neglected and dismissed by both
historians and official histories as 'side-shows' while the Western Front in France and Belgium
stole popular attention. He noted how the defense of its African colonies posed a grave problem

for the Germans, distracted them, and may have contributed in one way or the other to

Germany's loss of the Great War in general.® Writing in 1986, World War | historian Byron

2 John Keegan, The First World War (New York: Vintage Books, a Division of Random House, Inc., 2000), 207.

3 While African campaigns have been generally understudied, the German East and South-West African campaigns
have received relatively more attention than the Cameroon West African campaign. On the East African campaign
alone, some of the major works include; Anne Samson, World War | in Africa; The forgotten Conflict the among
European Powers (London & New York: 1.B Tauris & Co Ltd., 2013); Giles Foden, Mimi and Toutou go Forth:
The bizarre battle of Lake Tangayika (London: Penguin, 2005); Ross Anderson, The Forgotten Front: The East
African Campaign, 1914-18 ( Stroud: Tempus, 2004); Edward Paice, Tip and Run: The untold tragedy of the Great
War in Africa (London: Weidenfeld & Nicolson, 2007).

4 Major-General Sir Charles Dobell, "The Campaign in the Cameroons, 1914-1916," Journal of Royal United
Services Institution (1922): 697.

> W.0 Henderson, "The Conquest of the German Colonies, 1914-1918," History, 27 (Sept. 1942): 124. The stated
aim of the German Commander in East Africa was to divert as many Allied military efforts and personnel in Europe

2



Farwell lamented that "many books on the First world War do not even mention the African
campaigns."® Slightly over a decade ago, Hew Strachan (2004) made a similar observation, while
comparing the importance of the African campaigns in relation to the outcome of the Great War.”
To date, the situation lingers on. A very recent multiple author 2010 publication on the
experiences, perspectives from Africa and Asia in the two world wars does not even have a
single chapter on Cameroon.®

In 1998, David Killingray had claimed that “the campaigns in Africa were minor
sideshows" because "compared to people in Europe, most Africans hardly felt the direct impact
of the war, other than in East and Central Africa where the death toll and devastation were
high."® Such historical yardstick of measuring the war and labeling it a sideshow in one continent
because its effects in that continent were comparatively less devastating than as in the other
continent has the effect of undermining history for one while exaggerating it for another. It is
more intellectually enriching to assess the importance of a historical event on a society in
relation to other historical events in that same society. For Africa, the Great War occupies top
tier stage in the continent’s history, alongside the slave trade and colonialism. In terms of
numbers killed, it parallels the slave trade. Amongst many other things, it removed men, women,
and children from their homes. Given the relatively shorter period of those killed - within four

years - the war is by far the most devastating historical event or process in the continent. For

as possible. But in the Cameroons, the Germans had no such aim, and simply wanted to hold on to the colony while
the war in Europe came to an end hopefully with German victory.

& Byron Farwell, The Great War in Africa, 1914-1918 (New York. London: W.W Norton & Company, 1986), 13-14.
" Hew Strachan, The First World War: The First World War in Africa (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2004), 7.

8 Heike Liebau et al, eds., The World in World Wars: Experiences, Perceptions and Perspectives from Africa and
Asia (Leiden & Boston, Brill, 2010).

® David Killingray, “The War in Africa,” in World War 1: A History, ed. Hew Strachan (Oxford: University Press,
1998), 92.



especially the civilian populations who suffered the agony of the war in their affected
communities, the war compares to nothing else in their widest memory or imagination.

For Cameroon and Africa and the people, therefore, and in absolute terms, the 1914 war
was no sideshow. We can understand the different campaigns of the war across the globe in
comparative terms not by trying to weigh in on which ones were major or central and which ones
were minor or sideshows, but rather by focusing on the transnational implications of the war
across the globe; how the campaigns affected and transformed nations and places where they
occurred; and what historical landmarks each campaign left on its own continent or region? For
a better appreciation of the African campaigns, therefore, they must also be considered as
campaigns in their own right. Anne Sampson has asserted that “the advent of the centenary of the
outbreak of the Great War seems an opportune moment for the campaigns in Africa to be
reconsidered and acknowledged in their own right, not as sideshows of the European war,”
noting that while each campaign of the war might actually be individually regarded as a
sideshow, “collectively they achieve a significance not usually associated with the African
campaign.”l® Several other factors projected the importance of the African campaigns: many
parts of the continent through their colonial status became involved in the war by having their
men dragged into the fighting in and outside the continent; the war altered the colonial and
political destinies of all African colonies formally held by Germany.

To not pay adequate attention to such an important and impactful historical event as the
Great War in a continent is a disservice to both the history of that continent and the sacrifices of

the historical subjects involved. Europeans who started the war and determined the nature of

10 Ann Sampson, World War I in Africa: The Forgotten Conflict among the European Powers (London & New
York: 1.B Tauris & Co Ltd., 2013), 3-4.



peace came to control not only how the war entered history books, but equally decided on which
campaigns were more important than which. The importance of any war should be determined
not by those who engineered it and determined its peace terms, but also by those who shed blood
in the war and determined outcomes on the battlefield. Even from the prism of European officers
involved in the campaign, it was no sideshow. Colonel Haywood and Brigadier Clarke, who
participated in the campaign, wrote in 1964 that “the conditions of service, the climate, and the
extent of the operations covering a territory about one and a half times the size of the German
empire, ..., made the undertaking [of the Cameroon campaign] one of considerable magnitude.”*!
What accounts for this treatment of the Cameroon campaign as a mere sideshow? In
1922, the British Admiralty, Sir H.B Jackson suggested that the reasons why little was known
about the Cameroon campaign were because the campaign was successful, was overshadowed by
great events on the Western front, but more so also because there was no "regrettable incident” in
that campaign to cause the British or the European public in general to demand any enquiries.*?
The campaign was so successful that it not only boosted the morale of the Allies to fight on but
enhanced Anglo-French military cooperation in further campaigns. This success was gladly
acknowledged by key European figures. Addressing parliament on 15 February 1916, the then
British Prime Minister Asquith referred to the “very successful and well-organized campaign in
the Cameroons,” stating that “it was one of the most satisfactory and complete episodes so far in

the history of the [Great] War.”*3

1 Colonel A. Haywood and Brigadier F.A.S Clarke, “Togoland and the Cameroons campaign,” in The History of the
Royal West African Frontier Force (Aldershot: Gale & Polden Ltd., 1964): 173.

12 Admiral of the Fleet Sir H.B Jackson, Chair of Major Charles Dobell's Lecture on "The Campaign in the
Cameroons, 1914-1916," delivered to the Royal United Services Institution, on Wednesday, 4th October 1922,
Journal of the Royal United Services (1922): 697.

13 Quoted by Sir Charles Lucas, “The Cameroons campaign,” in The Empire at War, Vol. IV (London: Oxford
University Press, 1925), 114.



It is an irony that a campaign which was so successful as to boost the morale of the
Allies thereby deserving of attracting a world of attention turned out to produce the opposite
effect. Perhaps, it is understandable that this campaign produced no "regrettable incident' in
Europe. According to the commander of the Allied forces in Cameroon, the reason why less was
known about the Cameroons was "largely due to the fact that there were comparatively small
forces engaged, and that only native troops, British, French and Belgian, were employed, and
consequently few Europeans had any personal interest in the operations."*

In the African campaigns, mainly Africans fought and mainly Africans died. Sir
Jackson’s declaration lends credence to the hard truth that African loss of life especially during
the colonial era was never as inherently tragic (or even interesting) to Europeans as European
loss of life. Because "only native [African] troops™ were in charge of the conduct of the
Cameroon campaign, there were few Europeans involved, whose loss of life would have been
cause to "regrettable incidents" in Europe. Here, “no regrettable incident’ occurred because it
was Africans killing each other for their European masters. In the words of the German historian
Ute Roschenthaler, “African troops fought for the Germans against African troops fighting for
the British, possibly even brothers against brothers” killing one another. This was particularly the
case in border areas as in the Cross River area where groups such as the Ejagham lay on both
sides of the border.™ In the words of Sir Charles Lucas, the Cameroon campaign was fought

almost entirely by West Africans, except that they were led by white officers.'® Here then lies a

14 Major-General Sir Charles Dobell, "The Campaign in the Cameroons, 1914-1916," Journal of Royal United
Services Institution (1922): 697.

15 Ute Roschenthaler, “The Submerged History of Nsanakang: A Glimpse into an Anglo-German Encounter,” in
Encounter, Transformation and Identity: Peoples of the Western Cameroon Borderlands, 1891-2000, ed. lan Fowler
and Verkijika G. Fanso, with a Preface by Martin and Dorothy Njeuma (New York . Oxford: Berghahn Books,
2009), 125-126.

18 Sir Charles Lucas, “The late Campaigns in Africa,” in The Partition and Colonization of Africa (Oxford:
Clarendon press, 1922), 178.



cynical but regrettable reason why the Cameroon campaign easily passed into oblivion; it was
fought by Africans, and it is Africans who shed blood in that campaign.

African campaigns sank into oblivion in large part also because they occurred
simultaneously with fighting in Europe. In the words of a British officer in 1918, “our measure
of military operations is chiefly determined by the events that have happened and are happening
in Europe on the Western front.”*” Byron Farwell ascertains that African campaigns would have
excited the interest of the world if taken on their own terms and not always in comparison with
European campaigns that happened at the same time.® Had these campaigns taken place alone,
they would have occupied front line pages on world news. When twenty years earlier, for
example, the Boer War was being fought in South Africa, it absorbed the attention of the world
and held the front line pages of the newspapers for three years. And although the African
campaigns of the 1914 war dwarfed the Boer War into insignificance, they occupied for the most
part only occasional paragraphs on the Western newspapers.*®

Against all the odds, some Europeans at the time personally thought that African
campaigns deserved serious attention, more so because of the special challenges posed by those
campaigns, including their arduous nature. Edmund Dane noted in 1919 that the campaigns
presented aspects of the Great War associated with varied, and often strange, adventure.?° He
regretted that military event in Africa had been dealt with as a kind of poetic history and felt that

there was no reason why "they should not be narrated at once truthfully and lucidly.” The

17 G.M Wrigley, "The Military Campaigns against Germany's African Colonies," Geographical Review 5 no.1 (Jan.,
1918): 44.

18 Farwell, The Great War, 13-14.

19 3.D Taylor, "Some Effects of the War on Africa,” The Missionary Review of the World, 42 (1919): 439.

20 Edmund Dane, British Campaigns in Africa and in the Pacific, 1914-1918 (London. New York: Hodder and
Stoughton, 1919), vii.



Cameroon campaign presented some of the hardest military problems of the war and the manner
in which those problems were tackled renders the campaign one of the most instructive. "It is a
mark of these campaigns in Africa,” he wrote, “that no one of them was in its features a
repetition of another. Each was distinct."?! Herbert O'Neil thought in 1922 that "the conquest of
Germany's colonies rank[ed] among the most stirring exploits in history.” African campaigns
presented challenges naturally absent in other theaters of the war. Four years earlier, around the

end of the Great War, one British officer wrote:

Here, in German South-West Africa, as also in the other African campaign areas, we find warfare on a
different plane, controlled by profoundly different conditions. We are here concerned with the geographical
aspects of these conditions. The force of geographic control in military operations has been amply
demonstrated on the European battlefields. In the African theaters that control has been still more
pronounced, though exercised in a different manner. In Europe topographic detail has played a dominant
part. In Africa, where man sinks to insignificance by the side of nature, the influence of, climatic
circumstances and of the vegetative covering of the land has been supreme.?

The second major identifiable problem — arguably a more serious one for scholarship - is
that existing accounts on African campaigns are strangely unpeopled. When referring to African
soldiers, the accounts talk instead about numbers, not people. Although many of the African
soldiers led others during the campaign, undertaking military actions that factored powerfully
into outcomes, their names, and individual experiences are never mentioned, let alone
incorporated into the larger narratives. Ironically, and although less than ten percent of European
military officers and soldiers participated in the Cameroon campaign, their individual actions and
performances in the campaign have taken central stage in narratives on the subject. How is it that

the experiences of the over 90 percent African soldiers in the campaign have been sidelined?

2L Dane, British Campaigns, vii & 164.

2 Wrigley, "The Military Campaigns,” 44. It is contentious that topographic details may have played a more
dominant role in European campaigns than as in African campaigns. Yet, Wrigley’s chief observations are not so far
apart from the facts.



There were about 20,000 or more West African soldiers who fought in the Cameroon
campaign for Britain and France. On the other hand, the Germans, then the colonial powers in
Cameroon, conscripted an army of over 10,000 Africans to defend the territory for eighteen
months against the invaders. West Africans fighting for Britain in that campaign came from the
four British West African colonies of Nigeria, Gold Coast (now Ghana), Sierra Leone and the
Gambia, with Nigeria contributing by far the largest number, while France brought soldiers from
their West and Equatorial Africa, generally called the tirailleurs Sénégalaise.? Belgium, which
supported Allied war efforts in the Cameroons, brought about 600 African soldiers from the
Belgian Congo. A few of the Africans defending the territory for the Germans had come from
various West African colonies, but the majority came from Cameroon, especially from the
central region. These West African soldiers conducted a successful but arduous and challenging
campaign, which involved long distances of marching and fighting in the hills and mountains,
swamps, dense forests, with mostly flank attacks, surprises and ambushes, from concealed
positions and use of trenches. Because of the sacrifices of these Africans, the Allies were able to
achieve one of their first victories in the war, victories which boosted their morale by signaling
that the German military drive could be finally halted. As fascinating and captivating as it may
be, nothing is known of individual African soldiers in the campaign, nor of their specific
experiences and how those experiences form part of the larger experiences of the Great War.

Narratives on the African campaigns and post-war partition focus more on the Europeans

than on Africans. Although every work on the subject recognizes that the campaign was fought

2 These were African colonial soldiers raised from all the French Equatorial and West African colonies, with which
France was able to expand its African empire and to fight its colonial wars, including having the soldiers fight for
France in Europe during the First World War. The majority of these soldiers came from French Sudan (modern day
Mali) and Upper Volta (modern day Burkina Faso).



almost exclusively by Africans, no effort has been made to present both the collective and
individual performances of these African soldiers. When not elaborating on the activities of
those few European officers, major works painstakingly examine the differences, mutual
suspicions and diplomatic wrangling between the European military officers and their respective
governments during the campaign instead. Some of the most detailed accounts of the campaign,
spanning several decades, have followed the same pattern. All of them talk about numbers, but
none is able to identify African names and make their story part of the larger one. Although
writing on Nigeria (and Nigerians) in the Cameroon campaign, Akinjide Osuntokun, for
example, devotes attention to the activities of European military officers in the campaign,
detailing the disdain, suspicions and mistrusts that existed between British officers on the one
hand and the French on the other. He also devotes much attention to the conflict between British
and French officers in the North of Cameroon during the war.?* Surprisingly, no mention is made
of individual Nigerian soldiers and their experiences and specific performances, although the
title of his book suggests otherwise.

Other historians, with more detailed accounts of the campaign, have followed the
example of Osuntokun. Byron Farwell’s account reduces the campaign to a British affair,
overwhelmed with concerns of some British officers, and detailing their adventures while at the
same time exorcising the campaign.? In a similar fashion, Hew Strachan, although detailing both
German and Allied military strategies, as well as providing careful details on the battles and even
weaponry, does not recognize the military experiences of Africans in the campaign. His analysis

of the motives of the British, and particularly those of French, on whose local initiatives German

24 Akinjide Osuntokun, Nigeria in the First World War (London: Longman Group Limited, 1979),190-1
% Farwell, The Great War, 49-71.
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Cameroon was invaded, is welcoming. France’s concerns, he argues, were fundamentally
territorial, while those of Britain were maritime or strategic. Like others, Strachan’s account
markets the notion of a European war in Africa.?®

Understandably, some problems, factors, and forces have influenced the form of the
narratives above. The low literacy rate of Africans employed in the campaign and the subsequent
lack of their own personal memoirs on the war has made it difficult for existing accounts to
specifically track down individual African soldiers’ experiences. The documentation process of
tens of thousands of Africans being recruited for the campaign was faulty, reminiscent of the
practice of naming slaves during the time of the African transatlantic slave trade. The majority of
those recruited to fight never had their last names on record. Names of African recruits appearing
on recruitment records come to us as Alabi Ibadan, Makinde Abeokuta, Ibrahim Kano, to name
but these, the last names being those not genuinely the names of the recruits but of the towns or
places where they were recruited.?’” As European recruiters went from village to village, town to
town, with the compliance of the Chiefs, the process of proper identification and documentation
was undermined. When a bunch of new recruits was handed to recruiters by their Chief, the

recruiting officer simply asked their name, and once a single name was given, it was considered

% Hew Strachan, “The Cameroons,” in The First World War: The First World War in Africa (Oxford; University
Press, 2004), 19-60. This is one of the most detailed conventional account on the Cameroon campaign.

27 Others, especially those whose experiences and individual actions are incorporated into this study included; Alao
Ibadan, Morakinjo Ibadan, Adeokin Ibadan, Ojo Ibadan, Durowotu Ibadan, Adeyomi Ibadan, Dangana Abeokuta;
Sumanu Sokoto, Moma Zaria, Ali Kano, Salumi Yola, Musa Zonga, Moma Kano, Osuman Yola, Musa Bauchi,
Namadu Bauchi, Awdu Kano. There were others whose last names were not necessarily names of towns or villages.
These were mostly those recruited and formed part of the colonial army prior to the war, and called upon to serve
when war came. Examples include; Dangana Arongunda, Moma Fika, Awdu Sakadade, Sali Tassawa, Ademu Rogo,
Moma Jima, Mamu Zozo, Moma Shira, Agbhi Owo, Adegbite Offa, Bolai Garra, Garuba Gaya, Arri Kukawa, Awadu
Bakano of Gold Coast, Ige Offa, Jatto Dagarti of Gold Coast, Belo Akure, Mama Gujiba, Musa Godibowa, Maifindi
Shua, Musa Kata of the W.A.R, Maida Musa, Braima Sare, Corporal Palpuke Grumah of Gold Coast, Amadu Fulani
of Gold Coast.
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the first name, and the name of the place, village or town from where that recruit was obtained
automatically became the last name of the recruit.

In addition to the problems above, the storage of records relating to the African
campaigns has further complicated the situation for scholarship. Immediately following the
campaign, vital records pertaining to the campaign were moved from the very society that ought
to keep the records. The campaign had hardly ended in March 1916 before records collected by
British officials and military men were quickly evacuated to London in April of that year. When
asked to provide records for the purpose of writing a more 'deserving' role of Nigerians in the
Cameroon campaign, a British colonial official in the Northern Nigerian Headquarters, unable to
find those records, quickly replied that “you will recollect... that all the Headquarter records in
connection with these operations [the Cameroon campaign] were taken to England early in April
1916,....% This has made most of the records of the war inaccessible, especially to researchers
in Africa, who do not always have the means to travel to the archives in Europe.

Another factor that has dictated the ways in which African campaigns have been narrated
is that for a very long time, even before African history was born, they were narrated by
regimental and official voices. Such official accounts did intentionally make it seem like a
European war in Africa, fought by the Europeans. Anne Sampson notes how “reading the
Belgian official history of the war [in Africa] makes the reader wonder if it is the same war that
is being spoken about” because in the account, “written to the glory of ‘little’ Belgium fighting

against the superpowers and succeeding,” little, if anything is “recorded of the Indian, black and

28 National Archives of Nigeria, Ibadan (hereafter NANI) CSO 19/6, From Headquarter Office, Nigeria Regiment,
Kaduna, to the Central Secretary's Office, Lagos, 8 April 1918.
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coloured involvement in the East and Southern theatres despite these groups contributing the
greatest proportion of man power.”?

Notwithstanding the problems, the above approach to African soldiers’ role in the war
may well have contributed to the lack of African public histories and memorials on the tens of
thousands of Africans who sacrificed in that war to make the world a better place. Were the
pattern (from which the two problems above have resulted) to continue, one could consider the
African chapter of the war as endangered histories. And over time, the African campaigns could
sink into oblivion and disappear, making it impossible for distant future generations even to
remember that Africa was home to some of the Great War campaigns. Over time, the numbers
rather than people which now seem to matter more in accounts on the subject could as well
dwindle into insignificance. And when such happens, and given that there are no names, it would

be as if African campaigns never happened, or that if they did, they were peopled by Europeans

in Africa.

Study Objectives and Significance

The objectives and significance of this dissertation will mitigate the aforementioned
problems in the historiography of the Great War, as well as contribute alternative approaches and
understandings of African history during the colonial period. Specifically, the study aims to
reconstruct a peopled narrative of an African campaign (the Cameroon West African campaign)
of the Great War, focusing on the collective and individual performances of West African
soldiers. In formulating an African peopled narrative of an African theater of the war, | intervene

not only in the War’s modern historiography but equally in understandings of the colonial history

2 Samson, World War 1, 2.
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of Africans. It has easily eluded the attention of historians that the tendency of sources to speak
exclusively of European officers and soldiers in the war, leaving African participants whether in
the campaigns in Africa or Europe and Asia both nameless and faceless is an effective way of
further erasure of Africans and African history in world history. At the same time, and while
expanding the historiography of the war, this formulation provides localities, territories, and
nations deemed to be at the peripheral of the Great War a resource base from which they could
begin to re-represent the war in their local, national and public history projects. Local and public
history projects do not emerge from fiction. They are the material present of the past. For them to
make sense, they need to emerge from a story that is accurately narrated. This study tells the
story of the Cameroon campaign of the Great War as it happened.

Furthermore, the study examines the campaign in its own right, understanding reasons
why Africans fought, and how they fought, as well as the specific implications of the campaign
on Cameroon. It is a history of recovery and inclusion. But, by examining African campaigns in
their own right, the overall objective goes beyond a mere recovery and inclusion of Africans and
their campaigns into the historiography of the Great War. It brings together both the local and
global events of the war into a conversation. For a century now, historical scholarship has
focused mainly on the global events and activities of the war. They see bombs falling, airplanes,
battleships, missiles; they see Germany, Great Britain and France, Russia and so forth; they see
battles pitting battalions of soldiers against each other, in a line up face-to-face killing. If
scholarship tried to understand the link between the local and the global in the war, it would be
seen that far from being peripheral sideshows, Africans, and their campaigns, in fact, remain
central to the expansion of the scope and boundaries of the war in unique ways. Without them, it

would be a misnomer even to refer to the 1914 war as a world war. At best, it would just be a
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European war. The perception of campaigns in Africa and Asia as ‘sideshows’ cages our
understanding of the 1914 struggle as a global war. A study and inclusion of African campaigns
of the Great War in the manner as suggested in this dissertation forces a reconsideration of the
larger historical issues and forces behind the Great War and enhances our understanding of how
a local incident like the assassination of an archduke in the Balkans led to the collapse of
international diplomacy and plunged the entire world into a global conflagration. This study
contributes a significant effort toward a transnational research on the Great War by
demonstrating that a productive understanding of the 1914 conflict must consider both its long
reach into, and its link with Africa, Asia, the Middle East, and the Americas.

The third objective of the study is that it examines colonialism, colonial violence and
issues of honor, marrying the concepts as they interacted together and animated the colonial
history of Cameroon before and during the 1914 war. The nature and practices of violence in
colonial Cameroon are examined, and their link to the 1914 war established. To do this, | start
with a working definition of colonial violence. Violence is understood here as a physical
infliction of pain or death as well as “assaults on the personhood, dignity, sense of worth or value
of the victim.”® The colonial violence being referred to deals mainly with all physical acts of
killing, maiming, flogging, raping, forced labor, and other physical forms of pain infliction that
happened in the colonial spaces. Colonial spaces in this sense involve the entire Cameroon
territory that was ‘officially’ under German rule from 1884 till the outbreak of the 1914 war.
Violence is also conceived and used here as in the form suggested by Ned Blackhawk, who sees

the perpetration of violence by the colonizer as crucial to our understanding of the history of the

30 Michelle R. Moyd, Violent Intermediaries: African Soldiers, Conquest, and Everyday Colonialism in German
East Africa (Athens, Ohio: Ohio University Press, 2014), 6.
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colonized.®! Where violence is used or discussed, pain, as experienced by Africans, remains its
implied subject. Although “pain remains an uncommon subject in historical inquiry, particularly
because of language’s inability to capture the experiential nature of another’s pain,” the violence
of colonialism put countless African bodies in pain, so that violence and pain — however
destabilizing or troubling to understand, remain prerequisites in understanding the unfolding of
African history during the colonial era.®2

While there were different and multifaceted forms of colonial violence, the study focuses
specifically on violence between the colonizers and the colonized. It works on the premise that
violence in colonial Cameroon was mostly perpetrated by the German colonial authorities and
military officers, together with their trained and managed African soldiers and that many
Cameroonians responded with violence as well, in the form of armed resistance to colonialism.
In 1884, Germany suddenly outflanked Britain and France to proclaim a formal protectorate over
the Cameroons. German colonialism had been born in the turmoil of violence and intrigues, and
the necessity to achieve a hostile colonial agenda unleashed spectacles of violence in the colony
that predated the 1914 war. For analyzing colonial violence, colonialism is understood in this
study as a power relationship that “used violence to impose the direct and formal dependence of
the occupied region and control over the indigenous populations.

The study adds to the literature on colonial violence in Africa.>* But it goes beyond that

literature to suggest that scholarship should look beyond available motives behind some of the

31 Ned Blackhawk, Violence over the Land: Indians and Empires in the Early American West (Cambridge and
London: Harvard University Press, 2006), 5-8.

32 Blackhawk, Violence Over the Land, 8. Blackhawk contends how pain and violence remain prerequisite to
understanding the colonial history of the Indian West in North America.

33 See Sebastian Conrad, German Colonialism: A Short History. Trans. Sorcha O’Hagan (Cambridge: University
Press, 2012) 12.

34 The literature generally posits motives of conquest and subjugation, pacification, racialization, dehumanization and
communicative purposes, as explicatory tools for colonial violence. Examples include, Timothy Weiskel, French
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spectacles of colonial violence in Africa, particularly the case of colonial Cameroon. Besides the
available concepts of conquest and subjugation, racialization, dehumanization serving as
analytical tools, historians of colonial violence must also realize that certain spectacles of
violence did ‘over achieve their goals,” sometimes attaining moments of irrationality. All
episodes of colonial violence began with defined or implied objectives and purposes. Cultural
anthropologists Nancy Scheper-Hughes and Philippe Bourgois have declared that most violence
is ‘not senseless’ at all,®® but by using the word ‘most,” they also seem to imply that some
violence may be ‘senseless’ or irrational. At what point then, does violence get irrational, if it
does? There were moments in colonial Cameroon when many of the physical acts of violent
killings were described by both the perpetuators and the European neutral witnesses on the
scenes as senseless. Of course, no victim of violence thinks that the violence he or she has
suffered is justifiable. But how did some of the neutral observers of German violence and the
perpetrators see some of the spectacles of the violence? Did they always have an explanation for
the violence or a rational that fits squarely into today’s historians’ rationalizations? At the oral
presentation of this dissertation, one of the members of the dissertation committee, suggesting
the inadequacy of always attributing historically ‘conceptual motives’ for colonial violence,
stated that colonialism and violence provided opportunities for psychopaths. | am prone to agree

with him. But | must state clearly that | do not use ‘senselessness’ or ‘irrationality’ as a tool to

Colonial Rule and the Baule Peoples: Resistance and Collaboration, 1889-191 (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1980);
Jonathon Glassman, War of Words, War of Stones: Racial Thought and Violence in Colonial Zanzibar (Bloomington
and Indianapolis: Indiana University Press, 2011); Albert Memmi, The Colonizer and the Colonized. (Boston: Beacon
Press, 1965); Franz Fanon, The Wretched of the Earth, Trans. Richard Philcox (New York: Grove Press, 1963); Raffael
Scheck, Hitler’s African Victims: The German Army Massacres of Black French Soldiers in 1940 (Cambridge:
University Press, 2006); and Jeremy Silvester and Jan-Bart Gewald, Words Cannot Be Found, German Colonial Rule
in Namibia: An Annotated Reprint of the 1918 Blue Book (Leiden and Boston: Brill, 2003).

35 Nancy Scheper-Hughes and Philippe Bourgois, “Introduction: Making Sense of Violence,” in Violence in War
and Peace: An Anthology, ed. Nancy Scheper-Hughes and Philippe Bourgois ( n.p: Blakwell Publishing, 2004), 3.
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explaining violence in colonial Cameroon. At the same time, | question the existing concepts as
to whether they can account for each episode of violence in colonial Cameroon, from start to
finish. While there was always a rationale at every initial stage of the violence, a strong and
consistent historical argument cannot be made for that rational from start to finish. Perhaps
historians and scholars are too cautious to not find a conceptual justification for historical events,
including episodes of violence in colonial Africa.

From start to finish, colonial authorities showed little or no sympathy for the colonized,
conceiving of them as enemies of the colonial agenda. Colonial violence seemed to have begun
spasmodically and haphazardly, but soon became systemic and an everyday experience. Colonial
officials characteristically asserted that it was impossible to go on in the colonies without
violence. Many of the top colonial officials began with a perception that Africans were ‘savages’
and ‘bloodthirsty,” and that before the colonial agenda could be set to success, Africans needed
first of all to “be taught a bloody lesson.”*® They entertained violently racialized views of
Africans, with the possibility of ethnic cleansing, in which a whole polity could preferably be
exterminated. In fact, the longest serving German colonial Governor after retiring in 1906 later
remarked of the most dominant coastal group of people in Cameroon that they were the “laziest,
falsest, and meanest rabble on whom the sun ever shone, and it would certainly have been best
when the country was conquered in 1884 if they had been, if not exterminated, at IEast expelled

from the land.”®” With such views on Africans, colonial perpetrators of violence began to

36 Quoted by L.H Gann, “Economic Development in Germany’s African Empire, 1884-1914,” in Colonialism in
Africa 1870-1960: The Economics of Colonialism, Vol. 4. ed. Peter Duignan and L.H Gann (London: Cambridge
University Press, 1975), 139.

37 Jesco Von Puttkamer, Gouverneursjahre in Kamerun (Berlin, Verlag von Georg Stilke, 1912), 52. Von Puttkamer
was the German Governor of Cameroon from 1895 to 1906 and his administration was reputed for most of the
violence and brutalities against the colonized.
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organize endless punitive expeditions where people were killed in numbers, homes and villagers
set on fire, leaders captured and executed, or given some form of similar punishment. The result
was that communities organized themselves under various leaders to retaliate, leading to what
Franz Fanon and Paul Satre have called the ‘continuum’ of violence.3® Under the circumstance,
armed resistance movements proliferated in all parts of the colony, and up to 1914 when war
came, there was a sort of a national resistance movement spearheaded by some of the most
aggrieved coastal peoples in the Cameroon colony, the Duala.

Violence in Colonial and later wartime Cameroon, the study argues, was gendered in
nature. According to Scheper-Hughes and Bourgois, “it is difficult to conceive of violence
without addressing its almost inevitably gendered contours.”®® When it targeted men, it affected
both men and women; when it targeted women, it was meant — and it did - personally harm the
women, but also affected the men, and the society as a whole. Women were specifically targeted,
abused, dishonored, sexually assaulted, raped, flogged and killed. In some places, they were used
to perform forced labor, and when they were less compliant, they were beaten and abused. They
suffered double violence in the hands of their perpetrators. This gendered nature of colonial
violence had much to do with African masculinities of honor. Europeans used African gendered
conceptions of protection and mutual obligations that created the bonds between African men

and their women in African communities to try to break down those very communities. What

38 Franz Fanon in The Wretched of the Earth (New York: Grove Press, 1963), supported by Paul Satre, argues that
colonial violence perpetrated by the colonizer was being internalized by the colonized; he suggested that this
internalization of violence would culminate in a revolution, in which the colonized would use greater violence to
overthrow the violence of the colonizer. He called that internalization and response wiith greater violence a
‘continuum’ of violence.

39 Scheper-Hughes and Bourgois, “Making Sense of Violence,” 22.
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accounts for this gendered nature of violence in colonial and wartime Cameroon, in which
women were primary targets?

So far, the paucity of scholarship on the gendered nature of violence in colonial Africa is
sobering. Of the scanty literature on the issue of gendered colonial violence, some have viewed it
as part of the colonial agenda, in which the colonizers sought to extend their hegemonic power,
conquest, and control over African colonies through the bodies of African women.*® David
Kenosian specifically sees colonial gender violence as a manifestation of ‘mastership’ in which
Germans sought to exercise their status as “Herr” or master in the colonial landscape.*! Having
compartmentalized and racialized the colonies, with whites at the top and blacks at the deep
bottom, the colonizers saw in the bodies of African women another means to control and
stabilize the colonial world. Public rape and sexual assault on African women, including married
women, royal princesses, women of revolutionary soldiers, and even minors by colonial officials
sought to traumatize, stigmatize and humble both the victims and their men and parents who
were placed at the deepest bottom and were expected only to obey and submit. In other parts of
the racialized world just like Africa, sexual violence and dishonoring of women of the
downtrodden races aligned well with the need to dehumanize, assert authority and masculinity,
on the part of the privileged races. Hannah Rosen has observed how prior to emancipation in

North American southern states, “one demonstration of white male dominance of southern

40 Daniel J. Walther, “Sex, Race, and Empire: White Male Sexuality and the “Other” in Germany’s Colonies, 1894-
1914,” German Studies Review 33, no. 1 (February 2010): 46.

1 David Kenosian, “The Colonial Body Politic: Desire and Violence in the Works of Gustav Frenssen and Hans
Grimm,” Monatsshefte 89, no. 2 (Summer, 1997): 185.
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society had been the virtual legal impunity with which white men sexually abused African
American women.”*?

Perhaps, one of the best examples of the gendered contours of colonial violence is the
account of Amina Mama, who argues how colonialism saw an increased vulnerability of African
women to various forms of violence. She provides instances where violence against women in
colonial Africa was often meant as punishment against resistant societies. “Where there was
resistance,” she argues, “rape and sexuality abuse were inflicted on women and the same
treatment was meted out to wives, mothers, daughters, and sisters of men who were suspected of
being members of the resistance movements simply to humiliate them.”*® This study adds to the
literature on the gendered nature of colonial violence. It does so by particularly analyzing the
gender contours of much of the violence in colonial Cameroon.

The study shows how Cameroonians responded to the violence of colonial authorities
through armed resistance. From the South to the North, the West to the East, various groups
engaged the colonial administration in bloody fights. However, armed resistance wars were met
with greater ferocity from the colonial authorities. The situation was such that the 1914 war came
at a hostile colonial moment. It was under these circumstances that Europeans needed to
mobilize and recruit Africans for combat activities in Cameroon. The study thus examines

mobilization and recruitment of Africans for combat activities in Cameroon and argues that

while there was a multiplicity of factors that attracted Africans into military service for the

42 Hannah Rosen, ““Not That Sort of Women”: Race, Gender, and Sexual Violence during the Memphis Riot of
1866,” in Sex, Love, Race: Crossing Boundaries in North American History, ed. Martha Hodes, (New York and
London, New York University Press, 1999), 267.

43 Amina Mama, “Sheroes and Villains: Conceptualizing Colonial and Contemporary Violence against Women in
Africa,” in Feminist Genealogies, Colonial Legacies, Democratic Futures, ed. M. Jacqui Alexander and Chanddra
Talpade Mohanty (New York and London: Routledge, 1997), 48 & 51.
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Cameroon campaign, the recruitment process remained largely coercive. One of the most
intangible factors in the recruitment process was how Europeans manipulated African notions of
masculine honor for military purposes. While this worked, together with several other material
factors, the study establishes that the majority of the Africans who served in combat activities in
Cameroon were conscripted.

As part of the activities of the Great War, Allied nations (Britain and France) elected to
invade German Cameroon in 1914. In doing so, the Allies needed to recruit Africans in their
respective West African colonies as well as later on in Cameroon to fight the war. Similarly, the
Germans were confronted with the difficult question of mobilizing the same populations they
had so antagonized, to defend the colony against the Allied invaders. Generally, when Europeans
began enlisting Africans for military services, a conglomerate of motives and interests
determined how some men —both recruited before the war and in wartime - opted to serve as
soldiers. These motives and interests were both tangible and intangible. Materialistically, some
Africans accepted combat services to benefit from the attractive packages offered them by the
colonizers, such as monetary pay and looting.** The Germans particularly gave their recruits a
blank check to loot under the guise of war, and commit other atrocities such as seizing women
for sexual pleasures. Such practices and expectations attracted Africans to fight for the Germans.
In connection with such material gains, traditional authorities in charge of providing the
Germans with massive recruits did so for political gains. The rulers of the center region whose

political status had been elevated by the Germans became the greatest provider of recruits for the

4 The best and most recent account which examines the motivations of African soldiers in the European colonial
military services in German East Africa is that of Michelle R. Moyd, Violent Intermediaries, already cited.
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Germans.*® Leaders who counted on personal gains, who had personal scores to settle with some
young men in the villages, used the opportunity to provide recruits. They bundled up those of
their subjects considered as political subversives, hoping that they might be killed in the course
of fighting. Such political punishment made it too easy for many recruits to desert while on the
battlefield whenever the opportunity availed itself. In the Southeast of Cameroon, a large number
of the askari who deserted the Germans and joined the French confessed how they had been
handed to the German recruiters by their Chief because they had questioned the authority of the
said Chief.*

Besides, or in addition to material and personal considerations, honor, | argue, played a
fundamental role in the European military mobilization and recruitment of Africans. Simplified
claims by Europeans that their African soldiers were mostly either ‘royalists’ or mercenaries fail
to capture the complex historical forces and factors, including the element of honor, behind such
massive involvement of Africans in the fighting. Some Africans often relished such
characterizations and claims, reminding Europeans that they too had complex reasons for
fighting. Notions of honor — military, religious and political — were used both by the Germans
and the Allies as key to luring Africans to fight. The majority of studies on the subject have
failed to consider the place of honor in African history. However, John lliffe tracks how notions
of honor over the centuries and across various historical epochs have been central to African
militarism. He asserts how honor has been the Chief ideological motivation of African (military)

behavior before, during and after colonial rule. Generously viewing honor as "a right to respect,”

45 Frederick Quinn, "The Impact of the First World and its Aftermath on the Beti of Cameroun,” in Africa and the
First World War, ed. Melvin E. Page (New York: St. Martin's Press, 1987).

46 Archives Nationales, Section d’Outre-Mer, Aix-en-Provence, France (hereafter ANSOM) TGO 8/76,
Confidentiel, Merlin, a Monsieur le Ministre, le 18 Aodt 1915.
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including the willingness and ability of the individual to enforce such respect, he demonstrates
how it incited war between men and political leaders.*’

| use the concepts of honor and respect in African history interchangeably. The first
edition of the Oxford English Dictionary defines honor to mean something like ‘esteem’ or
respect,” and John Iliffe has rejected Paul Spencer’s attempt to make a sharp distinction between
honor and respect in sub-Saharan African history in suggesting that honor should revolve more
about something to be defended and respect more about something to be competed for, because
many accounts of honor elsewhere in Africa have equally stressed its competitive character.*®
Although honor and respect did mean different things to Africans at different times who spoke
multiple languages and dialects, both terms did converge at one point or another in the minds and
behaviors of Africans, so that attempting to make a sharp distinction between the two will be
counter-productive as a tool of historical analysis, at IEast for this study. The study demonstrates
that honor was key to African military services in the campaign not only because of what the
concept meant for Africans but perhaps more so because of what Europeans thought it meant for
Africans. To the extent that Europeans manipulated what they saw as African conceptions of
masculine honor and respect as recruiting tools.

The exploitation of notions of honor to recruit Africans was used both by the Germans
and the Allies. In a desperate move to entice Cameroonians into combat on their side, and
cognizant of the grievances of the people against German colonialism, German colonial
authorities began to make concessions of intangible benefits to the people; they began making

promises that those willing to support German war efforts would be treated in more respectable

47 John lliffe, Honor in African History (Cambridge: University Press, 2005).
48 paul Spencer, The Samburu: A study of gerontocracy in a nomadic tribe (Berkeley: University of California Press,
1965); lliffee, Honor, 5.
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ways than the rest. A circular letter from the German Governor on the outbreak of war promised
the colonized that “he who faithfully serves the Germans will be treated more & more like a
German and will share in the privileged position of the Germans.”*° Sharing in the ‘privileged
position of the Germans’ no doubt conveyed some respectable status in the colonial apparatus.
Michelle Moyd has illustrated how African soldiers’ motivation for military service in German
East Africa revolved around reasons of respectability, where they sought to become ‘big men’ or
respectable men in the society.>

The Germans mainly targeted two aspects of honor- honor associated with slavery, and
honor pegged to the Islamic religion. Islamic leaders and Muslims in the Northern part of the
country were urged to fight for the honor of Islam, and protect their religion from the invading
Allies. Those Islamic leaders, together with influential leaders in the highly centralized political
areas in the Western Cameroon grasslands, were told that they must fight for their honor and
prestige. They were told that to avoid enslavement, they needed to provide their male subjects to
fight for Germany. Otherwise, Britain and France would come in, take the country and enslave
them and their people. If that happened, their political fame would be lost. Such fear mongering
messages entangled in the senses of honor were useful to the extent that Islamic leaders and
political leaders in parts of Cameroon donated as many men as possible to fight in support of the

Germans, and save their kingdoms.®!

49 The National Archives, Kew-Richmond, United Kingdom (hereafter TNA) WO 158/552, Impl. Governor
Ebermaier to the Natives of the Protectorate, Duala, 8 August 1914. See, also, Kamerun Post, Extrablatt No. 12, 12
August 1914.

%0 Michelle Moyd, Violent intermediaries, 92-3. Moyd’s study does not treat respect and honor interchangeably.
She specifically argues for ‘respectability’ as one of the key intangible motivations for African colonial military
service in German East Africa.

51 Cameroon National Archives, Buea (hereafter CNAB), G.V Evans, Bikom Assessment Report, Ad-2, 59/29,
1927.
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Material and intangible factors as used in Cameroon were also in play with regard to the
process of military recruitment in Allied West African colonies, for military services in
Cameroon. In most parts of Northern Nigeria, for example, Islamic rulers counting on extensions
and guarantee of their political terrains and interests did not hesitate to provide the British with
men under arms. The Emir of Yola, desiring to regain control over the Islamic Adamawa, most
of which was in the Cameroons, offered as many recruits as possible for the British cause.® In
Western Nigeria, the Alaafin of Oyo, the Oba of Benin, all hoping to make political gains and
strengthen their personal powers opted to swell the British fighting unit with their own subjects.
Hoping to strengthen Oyo and make it the center of Yorubaland with himself as the highest
beneficiary, the Alaafin insisted to the British how he was capable of raising for them up to
30,000 military manpower.>3

The Political and religious honor was used widely in the recruitment process in Nigeria.
In southeastern Nigeria for example, the British urged the Ibos that if they wanted respect, high
esteem, and honor, they should fight and that the war afforded them an opportunity to come
forward and prove themselves 'men."* Ibo Chiefs were reminded how their pre-colonial societies
had fought for honor, and that it was time to fight for even greater honor under the highly
'civilized' British flag.> Also, and just like the Germans were doing in some parts of Cameroon,
the British went as far as positioning the narrative of the war as a choice between ‘slavery and

freedom,” with the understanding that dishonor was associated with slavery and honor associated

52 TNA CO 583/33/26209; Frederick Lugard, Governor General of Nigeria, to the Colonial office, Lagos, 2
December 1916.

%3 James K. Mathews, "Reluctant Allies: Nigerian Responses to Military Recruitment 1918, in Africa and the First
World War, ed. Melvin E. Page (New York: St. Martin’s Press, 1987), 97.

54 National Archives of Nigeria, Enugu (hereafter NANE) RIVPROF, 8.5.77, Anglo-German War, Enlistment
Records for WAFF, 1 August 1917.

% NANE RIVPROF., 8.5.77, Anglo-German War.
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with freedom. In the Northern territories, as well as highly Islamized regions, they tailored their
messages to religious honor. The Governor-General gathered Muslim leaders and Muslim
subjects in emergency meetings, reminding them of the need to defend the honor of Islam against
the Germans and their Allies. He assured them how one of the major war aims of the Allies was
to protect the honor and existence of Islam, against assault from the Germans and their war
Allies.®® I should note, particularly, European consciousness and conviction that to successfully
have African leaders and their people support their military efforts with men under arms, they
had to fine tune their messages on special appeals for honor.

On the whole, and in spite of all the numerous factors and forces behind soldiers’
motivation for military services in Cameroon, conscription came to constitute an integral part of
how those soldiers were acquired. Records of recruitment in Allied colonies have established
plenty of evidence of conscription methods. Most males were just bundled up by their Chiefs and
colonial recruitment agents and handed over for military service. Both in French and British
colonies, recruits testified how they were simply caught and handed to the white man. Many
were never told what their mission would be. Many thought they were being sent to work some
little labor for the white man, only to discover later that they had actually just been conscripted
for war services in faraway lands. In Southeastern Nigeria, a man testified how they came back
from their yam farm one night and were called by their Chief who handed them to a government
messenger, simply informing them that the white man had sent for them. When they reached the

white man’s compound, their names were written down and they were given blankets and food,

%6 The Nigerian Pioneer, 13 November 1914.
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and days later, they found that they had just been conscripted for services in the Great War.>’ In
the French colonies, men who called at the duck were simply conscripted.>®

The German recruitment drive was not as successful as that of the Allies, in large part
because of the hostile colonial situation that predated the war in Cameroon. As this study argues,
the Germans were forced to fight a two-front-war. This was the result of German colonial
violence, whereby during the war, the majority of Cameroonians not only responded negatively
to German military recruitment efforts but opted to actively support the invading Allies in the
fight to defeat the Germans in Cameroon. This atmosphere of a two-front war was deeply
regretted by the Germans themselves. As soon as the war began, German officials realized that
they were fighting a war in an enemy territory.>® Cameroonians, the study shows, thus used the
1914 as a general armed resistance against German colonialism. | argue that this resistance to
German rule constituted one of the decisive factors for the German defeat in Cameroon.
Throughout the war, several Cameroonians who had been conscripted into the askari not only
deserted but went on to join the Allies, a situation that made soldiers in one war to switch camps
at some points. When not fighting against the Germans as soldiers, Cameroonians supported the
Allies in other forms such as guides, as spies, as carriers and porters, and with food supplies and
other war logistics. The result was that coupled with other factors such as Allied African
soldiers’ numerical superiority and the general shortage of arms and ammunition for the askari,

the Germans after eighteen months of resistance were forced to surrender Cameroon in February

57 James K Mathews "Reluctant Allies: Nigerian Responses to Military Recruitment 1918,” in Africa and the First
World War, ed., Melvin E. Page (New York: Macmillan1987), 97.

% Melvin Page, “Introduction: Black men in a White Man’s war,” in Africa and the First World War, ed., Melvin
Page (London; Macmillan, 1987), 4.

% TNA WO 158/552, Private Letter (translated) from Oberlt. Engelbrechten to Hauptmann Gaisser, Camp Mbanga-
Mujuka, 24 October 1914.
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1916. This outcome of the war in Cameroon reveals a striking irony for the end of German
colonialism. It had fed on, and thrived on violence. But when confronted with greater violence, it
failed its own basic test. This reveals the precariousness of colonialism as a system that incited
and promoted internal violence but had the highest potential to collapse when confronted with
external violence, especially if joined by the aggrieved colonized peoples. The Cameroon
example validated Fanon’s thesis on the answer to colonial violence, but from a different context
and with its own complications.®°

What was the social impact of the Cameroon campaign? The study equally examines the
social and humanitarian costs of the campaign, by concentrating on the campaign’s violent
atrocities on civilians and the original refugee problem it generated. Once the Allies invaded
Cameroon and the Germans judged a sense of general unfriendliness, they doubled down on
violence, women once again being the primary victims, many of whom were bayonetted. The
fact women should suffer such trauma, agony and death in the context of an internationally
acclaimed war presumed to be a masculine activity represent a humanitarian problem that is
deserving of scholarly attention. But it also poses the difficult question of the plight of vulnerable
populations in areas occupied by soldiers in both peace and wartime. What kind of civil-military
relationships evolve during a brief military occupation of a locality, and what does that reveal
about vulnerable populations? This question is even more crucial in situations where the
occupying military seems to think that the local peoples are somehow less entitled to the

‘civilized’ rule of a modern war.

80 Cameroonians had already started a sort of a ‘revolutionary’ war against German colonialism prior to the outbreak
of the 1914 war (chapter 2), but the war itself provided them the opportunity to continue with that war by
collaborating with the invading Allies to end German colonialism. The difference here was that it was one
colonialism being ended in favour of another.
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Atrocities such as the intentional killing of civilians — men, women, and children — during
the Great War have been relatively well studied in the case of Europe, particularly the cases of
Belgium and France. But, this troubling humanitarian crisis of the war as it occurred in African
campaigns has so easily eluded the attention of scholarship. The scant literature on African
campaigns of the war, and particularly on the humanitarian cost of the campaigns, has focused
almost entirely on the combatant persons or soldiers, as well as carriers and porters. Although
having one of the most detailed accounts of the Cameroon campaign, Strachan makes no
mention of the murdering of civilians especially women and children as one of the severe
impacts of the war in Cameroon.®! David Killingray, examining the social implications of the
war in Cameroon on British West Africa, has focused on human labor, where the British
employed tens of thousands of carriers and porters.®? Specifically, on human casualties,
scholarship has documented numbers, while Thiemo Mouctar Bah contends that more carriers
and porters died than of soldiers.®® This study focuses on the intentional killing of civilians. In
doing so, it also tackles the twin refugee problem. As a result of wartime atrocities, the
Cameroon campaign generated an unprecedented refugee problem. Tens of thousands of women
and children, as well as weak men, fled their homes into hiding in the bush, others fled across the
borders to the neutral territory of Spanish territory of Guinea. In addition to starvation and
homelessness, some of the refugees who came in contact with hostile soldiers were shot at and

killed. The Cameroon districts mostly affected by the refugee problem included mainly Douala,

61 See chapter 3 “The Cameroons,” of his book, The First world War, 19-60.

82 David Killingray and James Matthews. "Beasts of Burden: British West African Carriers in the First World War,"
Canadian Journal of African Studies / Revue Canadienne des Etudes Africaines, 13, no. 1/2 (1979): 5-23.

8 Thiemo Mouctar Bah, “L’Arique dans la Premiere Guerre Mondiale: Le Cas du Cameroun,” in L’ Afrique et

L’ Allemange de la Colonisation a la Cooperation 1884-1986 (Le Cas du Cameroun), ed. Kum’a Ndumbe 11T
(Yaounde-Cameroon: Editions Africavenir, 1986), 280-1.
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Kribi, Campo and Edea, where land activities of the German soldiers were most intense.®*
Arguably, these civilian murders, together with the refugee problem, constitute some of the most
sidelined aspects of the African campaigns.

| try to understand civilian atrocities in Cameroon committed by the occupying German
army in line with the international laws of war as they operated and were known by the
belligerents at the time. In doing so, | argue that wartime atrocities in Cameroon must be
comparatively understood within the larger transnational context of the differences between
Germany and the Western Allies about the international rules of law. I use this African example
to add to the conversation led by Isabel Hull who argues that civilian atrocities caused by
occupying German soldiers in Belgium and Northern France in the first months of the war are to
be explained by radically different German views and interpretation of the international law.
Unlike the Allies, German understanding and interpretation of the laws of war were caged by the
German military culture and war necessity, which took priority over everything else. With
German military culture and the ‘necessity of war’ taking precedence over all else, the Germans
regarded the treaty on the rules of war as nothing more than a scrap of paper. ® I argue that
German military officials in Cameroon, like those in Belgium, were guided by the same beliefs
about the necessity of war and the use of laws of war, and about the fate of ‘weaker peoples’
under the guise of war. On the other hand, Allied military officials used similar arguments as

they did in Europe, to criticize German atrocities, and to incite international attention.

8 Details of the atrocities and the areas affected were published by the Allies in European War Papers Relating to
German Atrocities and Breaches of the Rules of War in Africa (hereafter EWP) (London: Her Majesty Government,
1916).

% Isabel V. Hull, A Scrap of Paper: Breaking and Making International Law during the Great War (Ithaca, NY:
Cornell University Press, 2014 ebook); see, also, by the same author, “’Military necessity”” and the laws of war in
Imperial Germany,” in Order, Conflict, and Violence, ed. Stahthis N. Kalyvas, lan Shapiro, and Tarek Masound
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2008), 352-377; John Horne and Alan Kramer, German Atrocities, 1914:
A History of Denial (New Haven and London: Yale University Press, 2001).
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To be clear, wartime atrocities in Cameroon received international publicity nowhere
near the examples of Belgium and France in Europe, for obvious reasons of neglect and
exclusion, already alluded to. But, | should add that the two contexts of the atrocities (Africa and
Europe) equally differed; not only were Belgium and France independent nations in Europe, but
they also belonged to the Allied camp, which was responsible for bringing the world’s attention
to the breaches of the rules of war by Germany. On the other hand, Cameroon was a colony, and
a German one and story lines there about wartime atrocities made a far lesser global impact.
Although the level of publicity and world’s attention to atrocities in the two continents differed,
the atrocities themselves were contested and understood (at IEast by the Allies) within the same
rubrics of and context of the international laws of war. Thus, understanding the ‘transnational-
ness’ and ‘global-ness’ of these atrocities as they cut across Europe and Africa helps situate
African campaigns in the historiography of the Great War in ways that have before now not been
contemplated. In useful ways, it also raises the important question of the necessity for the
international community of nations to try to synchronize their understandings, interpretations,
and application of the laws of war, as a requirement for civilians not to suffer the violence of war
more than the professional army.

For many communities affected by the 1914 war across the globe, the violence of
intentional killing of non-combatant populations in occupied places, including targeted violence
on women, was something new and unprecedented in the late nineteenth century and the early
twentieth century. On the contrary, and for many parts of Africa affected by campaigns of the
war, such violence was more or less a continuity of an encounter. Understanding brutal wartime
atrocities in the context of the Great War but as more or a less a continuum of what had been

going on in colonial Africa elevates our understandings of colonial violence in the continent.
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There is, of course, another difference between wartime atrocities in Cameroon compared
to those in Belgium; the situation in Cameroon was far more gendered in nature, replicating in
some ways the colonial or prewar situation. Once again, and as happened in the years leading up
to the war, the German army in wartime Cameroon targeted more women for sexual and physical
violence.®

So far, from my analysis of colonialism, colonial violence, and its gendered nature,
through wartime recruitment activities, and then wartime atrocities, | demonstrate a tight
relationship between colonialism, gendered violence, and masculine honor. This analysis is
particularly useful for the fields of history, cultural anthropology, and other related fields. By
demonstrating the interplay of these three concepts, and how Europeans exploited African
masculinities of honor both for sexual violence and as an appeal to gain African military
services, the study shows that colonialism was not always a top-down process or a one-way
traffic where Europeans sought to impose their ‘civilization” on Africans. Colonial practices built
on European ideas of superiority as well as on African historical and cultural processes. Aspects
and notions of African masculine honor were precisely the reasons that colonialists used sexual
violence to try to break down the sense of obligation and protection within the colonized and
vulnerable communities. This knowledge is crucial to historians, anthropologists and other

scholars’ understandings of the everyday practices of colonialism.

% Horne and Kramer who are experts on civilian atrocities in Belgium and Northern France by occupying German
army have observed that sexual violence by the occupying army was not as rampant; that it was mainly semi-secret,
although it occasionally was made public when the perpetrators wanted to humiliate the men such as the husbands,
parents and even children of the victims. The authors do suggest that sexual violence and rape of women in Belgium
(by German soldiers) was usually perpetrated in semi-secret, but occasionally in public when meant to punish and
humiliate the entire community.
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The final objective of this study is its examination of the political aftermath of the
Cameroon campaign. The majority of Cameroonians especially the Duala who had supported
Allied war efforts had certain expectations. Many thought, or were made to believe, that in
helping to put an end to German colonialism through the war, they would be participants in the
new political dispensation and in how the political future of their colony would be decided. They
were to be disappointed. African efforts of trying to influence the future of their country were
overwhelmed by the larger and more complex politics of a war too complicated for Africans to
influence beyond the battlefield. The departure of the Germans in 1916 had quickly rekindled the
international imperial politics that paid no attention to African interests. Following the defeat of
the Germans, Britain, and France immediately partitioned Cameroon among themselves. The
partition followed the same kind of international politics and diplomacy that had animated the
first partition of Africa in the last quarter of the 19th century in which little regard was paid to
African interests. Again, and on the subject of this post-war partition of Cameroon, existing
scholarship has paid attention to the activities of the partitioners (Europeans), excluding the role
of those who were being partitioned (Africans), especially how they resisted. How are historians
to understand the complicated story of the European repartition of post -1914 war Africa by
silencing the ‘role’ of those being partitioned? In framing the discussion on the post-war
partition of Cameroon therefore, I have stayed mindful to John Gallagher’s assertion that
"partitions are interesting to the historian because they tell him about the priorities of the

partitioners, and sometimes about the resistance of the partitioned."®’ In other words, if we want

67 John Gallagher, "The Decline, Revival and Fall of the British Empire," in The Decline, Revival and Fall of the
British Empire: The Ford Lectures and other Essays, ed. Anil Seal (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1982),
87. While borrowing this frame, | must state at once that | disagree with one of the major arguments in the book by
Gallagher and Ronald Robinson, on European partition of Africa (chapter 1, 19-72), an argument | find quite
ahistorical, misleading and counter factual. They claim that European imperialism was never the driving force for
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to understand partition better, we should focus on the role of the victims of that partition. | show
how Cameroonians resisted the fashion in which Britain and France chose to partition the colony
after thousands of the inhabitants had facilitated the ousting of the Germans and the conquest of
the territory.

It is understandable that decisions on the partition were all taken in Europe, yet
concentrating on those decisions and activities to the neglect of African resistance only adds
more pages to European history in Africa on an African subject. A discussion that considers the
‘role’ of Africans, especially their attempt to participate in the process, places all historical forces
and actors together, thereby yielding a more holistic appreciation of the chain of events. History
cannot be confined to a tale of the victor alone, any more than to the experiences, agonies, and
frustrations of the vanquished. Even the story of the victors in isolation from that of the
vanquished is a lopsided history that does little to a full understanding of the subject matter.
These histories must be told, irrespective of whether they failed or succeeded.

In examining the Anglo-French arbitrary partition of Cameroon, I concur with Brian
Digre, who has observed how "African interests, proclaimed in public as the basis of Allied
policy, were widely disregarded in private” and, of course, in substance. Empty and propaganda
promises by the Allies that they had invaded German Africa in the interest of Africans failed to
pass a basic test when it came to deciding on how to dispose of conquered German African
territories. The paramountcy of French desires became the decisive factors. Consequently, the
result of the nature of partition was that "despite attempts to cloak Allied aims in altruistic terms,

inter-Allied rivalry produced a division of Germany's tropical African colonies that reflected not

colonization of Africa, but rather that it was the side effect of partition, and although they cherry pick evidence, their
evidence is super weak, and does not pass historical scrutiny.
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African desires but European colonial priorities."®® And while this was the case, scholarship on
the post-war partition of Cameroon, instead of detailing the resistance posed by Cameroonians to
that partition, has painstakingly documented diplomatic activities of British and French officials
in charge of the process. The nonchalance with which the post-war Cameroon was partitioned
has haunted the country’s history for a century now. When informed Cameroonians look back at
their history, turned upside down by European powers from as far back as the end of the First
World War, they have more to regret than rejoice about.

Sources and Methods

Research work for this dissertation was completed in multiple archives in four different
countries; United Kingdom, France, Nigeria and Cameroon. All four participated in the
campaign and now house its vital records. Records collected from The National Archives, Kew-
Richmond, United Kingdom (TNA) top the category of archival sources used, followed, in that
order, by records from the Archives Nationales, Section d’Outre-Mer, in Aix-en-Provence,
France (ANSOM), the Nigerian archives, and then the archives in Cameroon.

Records from TNA came from four main categories of files: War Office (WQ), the
Colonial Office (CO), the Admiralty Office (ADM) and the Foreign Office (FO). These are
records formerly held by the Public Records Office (PRO) in London. War Office (WO) records
provided details of military operations. Most were reports that followed a chain of military
command, from one military officer to another. Senior British military commanders such as
Captains and Colonels commanding columns and battalions in various places in Cameroon

forwarded weekly reports to the general commander of Allied military operations Cameroon,

8 Brian Digre, Imperialism’s New Clothes: The Repartition of Africa, 1914-1919 (New York: Peter Lang
Publishing, Inc., 1990), xii, 197 & 199.
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Major-General Charles Dobell, whose headquarters was in Douala.*® Some of the most useful
records from the WO files were the War diaries of soldiers, which provided powerful insights
into the campaign. Most importantly, there were war diaries of German soldiers and officers
captured during the war, many of which were translated into English, thus making my work
much easier. The use of these diaries made it possible for a critical and multi-source account.
From them, | was able to narrate events from the perspectives of both the Allies and the Germans
and to cross-check details.™

Admiralty record files (ADM) served a similar purpose as the WO files, except that they
were mostly reports and correspondences between naval officers and the Governor-General of
Nigeria and the Secretary of the Admiralty in London. Some of the Cameroon operations,
especially those around the coastal towns of Douala, Victoria, Edea, Kribi, were carried out in
collaboration with the Navy. In fact, the landing of the joint Anglo-French force in Douala and
the eventual seizure of the town in September 1915 was only made possible by the role of the
British-Nigerian navy, commanded by the British senior naval officer, Captain Cyril Fuller.

Some coastal operations were described as ‘amphibious’ because they involved both a land and a

8 Accounts by Major-General Dobell were forwarded to the Governor-General of Nigeria in Lagos and to the
British Secretary of the Colonies and later, of War, in London. Before 1 April 1915, military operations in the
Cameroons came under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of the Colonies, but after that, the Secretary of War took
over. This was so because the British West African colonial troops used in the Cameroons constituted a service unit
under the Secretary of the Colonies. But it also explains, in part, the colonial motives behind the British and French
invasion of Cameroon.

0 Because most of the war diaries were personal notes and the authors may not have anticipated that they would be
captured and their diaries made public undiluted, the officers often made self-confessions and revealing statements
on African soldiers under their care.One German officer, for example, recorded how he baffled at the fighting skills
and tactics of some of the Cameroon soldiers under his command, many of whom had received no European military
training at all. Elsewhere, he compared the fighting skills and military alertness of an African soldier with a white
German officer, passing a verdict in favor of the former. Many of the self-confessions in the diaries provided
evidence on how Cameroonians used the war as an occasion to get rid of German colonialism and that had it not
been for the active involvement of those Cameroonians on the side of the Allied invaders, the Cameroon colony
would never have fallen into the hands of the Allies. Although this is a subjective statement, statements of this
nature by an officer on the ground provide firsthand knowledge of why and how the majority of Cameroonians got
involved in the war on the side of the Allies.
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sea force. The naval record files also provided striking details on landed military operations, as
well as contained captured documents from the Germans.

Colonial Office records files (CO) were also consulted. The Governor-general of Nigeria,
Frederick Lugard, was the most senior colonial official overseeing military operations in the
Cameroons. As a result, reports by all military officers in command of various operations ended
up in the colonial office headquarters in Lagos-Nigeria, and eventually in the Secretary of the
Colonies’ office in London. Besides these files providing details on military operations, they also
provided me with a good part of the material on colonial territorial matters and desires, material
that has been used fairly in chapters three and seven.”* Supplementing evidence from the colonial
records, although the IEast used, were records of the Foreign Office (FO). Not many of the FO
files were used.”

The Archives Nationales, Section d’Outre-Mer in Aix-en-Provence, France (ANSOM) is
the branch of the French national archives that houses all French colonial records in Africa and
other parts of the world. I consulted the section that particularly relates to former French West
and Equatorial African colonies. The section is cataloged as Ministere des Colonies, Série
géographique Togo-Cameroun, and for citation purposes, the acronym (ANSOM) TGO is used.
The TGO file series records are stored in cartons, all of which are numbered. Thus, evidence
from carton nine, number eighty-four is typically referenced as ANSOM TGO 9/84. Evidence

obtained from ANSOM is used mostly in the chapter detailing some of the atrocities of war

"L Specifically, the records provided evidence on the Anglo-French post-war partition of Cameroon, such as
territorial arguments advanced for the British retention of certain parts of the country, the desperate attempts by the
French to have certain parts come under their rule, as well as evidence on how several Cameroonians resisted the
fashion in which their lands were being divided.

2 Researchers interested in the European repartition of West Africa and matters relating to the Paris Peace
Conference of 1919 will find FO 608/215 particularly useful.
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directed against civilians, and fairly well in other chapters. Some of the French military records
are exchanges between senior French military officials and senior British military officials, as
they undertook joint operations. Slight discrepancies and judgments were revealed in how
French archival and British archival sources reported on some of the events, on Allied military
calculations, and on askari military calculations. Read side-by-side, records of British and
French military officials in the two separate archives reveal striking conflicts, suspicions, distrust
and often disdain arising mostly from differences in military cultures, language, between the
British and the French officers commanding in the Cameroons, although on the surface, the
Anglo-French military cooperation in the colony worked out for a common good.”

| consulted two locations of the National Archives of Nigeria, in Ibadan in the Western
part of the country and Enugu in the East, the two towns being about 325 miles distance apart.’
Nigerian archives have more records on military operations in the Cameroons and on Cameroon
colonial matters than do the Cameroon archives. This is so because the Cameroon portion that
came under the British following the war was administered as an integral part of British Nigeria
up to the time of independence in 1961. At independence, part of it reunited with the former
French part of the Cameroons while part finally remained with Nigeria, and their colonial
records remained in Nigeria. Most of the files gotten at the Ibadan branch are records of the
Chief Secretariat Office, the office of the Governor-General which was based in Lagos. They are

commonly labeled as NANI CSO. These records provided evidence on British military

3 This observation will interest mostly historians on the subject more interested in highlighting European activities
in an African war, and Byron Farwell (1986) and Hew Strachan (2004) have particularly made use of it.

4 For more on the National Archives of Nigeria, see the following three articles by Simon Heap, ‘The Nigerian
National Archives, Enugu: An Introduction for Users and Summary of Holdings,” History in Africa, 21 (1994): 435-
440; ‘The Nigerian National Archives, Ibadan: An Introduction for Users and Summary of Holdings,” History in
Africa, 18 (1991): 159-172; and ‘The Nigerian National Archives, Kaduna: An Introduction for Users and Summary
of Holdings,” History in Africa, 20 (1993): 395-407.
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recruitment in Nigeria during the Cameroon campaign; including details on how British
recruiters exploited African male masculinities of honor for military purposes. They also
revealed a striking use of force and methods of conscription. At the Enugu branch, colonial
records and records on military operations are also contained in CSO file. But most of the
records are reclassified following the different states in the Eastern region. Records on River
state, for example, are cited as RIVPROF, while those on Calabar state are cited as CALPROF.
Full citation of a River state record at the Enugu branch archive, therefore, appears as NANE
RIVPROF, followed by the file number. I used files from this branch location for evidence on
mostly how southeastern Nigeria responded to British military recruitment.

In Cameroon, | visited the Cameroon National Archives location in Buea (CNAB), plus
one missionary archive location in Bambui.”™ The Buea location in the Southwest English-
speaking part of the country houses files in English, relating mainly to the history of that part of
the country. The archive is disorganized, and, to say the IEast, endangered. Given this
disorganized nature, coupled with the way that political bureaucracy infuses and imposes itself
on all aspects of public institutions, many of the files at the Buea archive location that could have
been useful to my work had been recalled for good by the central government. | was told by the
archivist that when Cameroon and Nigeria were making their separate cases for their boundary
disputes at the Hague, government officials from Yaounde (the capital city of Cameroon) came
to the archives and withdrew for good all files relating to the Cameroon-Nigeria boundary issues.

However, | was able to find and use a few records here such as intelligence reports, Annual

5 For more on the Cameroon Archives, see Ralph A. Austen, “The National Archives of Cameroon,” History in
Africa, 1 (1974): 153-5; Robert Benga, “Ce Pays n’a pas d’archives,” Génération, 12 (26 October 1994); Eldridge
Mohammadou, Catalogue des Archives Coloniales Allemandes dun Cameroun Yaoundé. Goethe Institute, 1972;
David Gardinier, “African Archives: Cameroon,” Africana Newsletter 1, 3 (1963).
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reports, and military operations reports that were made by British officials in that part of the
Cameroons during the war and immediately after that. Most of them are labeled as (CNAB) Ad
and Ba files.

It turned out that a good chunk of the records | used was instead gotten from the Saint
Thomas Acquainas Major Seminary and Library (STAMPS), a Roman Catholic Institution,
situated in the Northwest part of Cameroon, precisely in the small town of Bambui, some ten
miles from the regional headquarters of Bamenda. These were mostly assessment reports on
some ethnic groups of the Cameroons, providing me with evidence on how they responded to
German colonial violence, such as waging wars of resistance. Ironically, these files had been
duplicated and certified from the national archives branch of Buea, and are better kept and
preserved in Bambui than as in their original government location.

The problems, however, of using the records above, generated by European officials, to
write an African history in general, and in this case particularly the African campaign of the war
with particular attention to African soldiers’ collective and individual experiences are enormous.
First of all, the sources are explicitly about European officers in the campaign. As European
officers themselves made the reports, they provided every detail about their personal
experiences, while silencing the names of African soldiers, even if those soldiers individually led
some of the military operations. Extracting, therefore, information from the sources directly on
the actions and military performances of particular African soldiers was as problematic. My
advisor always used to say that you cannot force the archive to tell you a story it doesn’t know,
but my experience with the archives has proven that you can get the story from the archive if it
knows it and is not telling you the story or hiding something in the story from you. If you are

patient and dig hard enough, the archive will tell you the story the way it is and ought to be
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understood. That is what I tried to do. | remained patient, paid multiple visits to the same
archives, digitized the records, read the same and multiple files over and over. Then | got the
archives to tell me the story as it happened. The archives admit that the Cameroon campaign was
conducted exclusively by African soldiers. But, when referring to African experiences in their
numerous reports, they prefer to talk about numbers, not people. They treat Africans only as a
collective, as either their royalists who stood with them through thick and thin or as mere
mercenaries. On the other hand, they report more about the adventures of European military
officers in the campaign, naming names and providing details. They go on to pay tribute to
individual European officers and soldiers. When a European soldier or officer dies in a military
operation, space is devoted in the report for his eulogy and military exploits in Africa.

Had I simply read and taken the sources as plainly as they were narrated, | would have
ended up with a narration of Europeans fighting in Africa. So | read the sources critically,
continually interrogating them. | also read them in context; I tried to imagine and visualize the
environmental history of the Cameroons where the operations took place, and on which they
were reporting. Given the geography and topography of the fighting ground and problems of
logistics and adaptation, military strategies and tactics differed fundamentally from what was
applicable in Europe. Thus, most fighting was undertaken by smaller forces, both manned and
led by Africans. European officers did mostly the paperwork. So when an archival record,
written by a European officer is reporting on an operation, | interrogate the source with questions
such as, where did the activity take place? Who led it? How did the troops get to a hill, a dense
forest or a mountain top? Who dug the trenches and mounted barricades? Who organized the

ambush? Which unit of African soldiers was involved in that operation? In doing so, | had to
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read multiple reporting on each incident to make sense of specific roles of Africans, from the
report of the smallest officer to the most senior.

While European officers did not specifically mention African names, nor specifically
included in the body of their report actions undertaken by named African soldiers, it turned out
that requirement for military awards for each African soldier must detail on the specific activity
of that soldier, for which the soldier was being recommended. Forced to mention African names
being awarded, European officers chose to do this in the appendix of their reports. And while
doing so, they often did not provide enough details for a researcher to march that action with the
main one. I, therefore, had to read the appendix sections of all military reports carefully. I took
careful notes of the dates and places of the event and tried to match them with the initial reports.
Only in this way was I able to come out with a narrative that incorporates both Africans soldiers’
collective and individual experiences into the body story. | cannot say that | got everything right.
But this must be a good beginning.

Besides archival records, | have also used a range of English and German published or
printed primary sources, including newspapers and magazine reporting during the campaign,
official gazettes, regimental histories written by soldiers who were directly involved in the
campaign, other biographical accounts by European officers who served and commanded units in
the campaign. During the campaign, a day-to-day reporting of the fighting and the performances
of African soldiers appeared in some newspapers at the time. Some of the newspapers included:
Detroiter Abendpost, Jahrbuch uber die Deutscher Kolonien, Kamerun Post, Lagos Standard,
Lagos Standard, Lagos Weekly Record, London Gazette Nigerian Gazette, The Nigerian

Pioneer, The Nigerian Pioneer, The Nigerian Pioneer, The Times History of the War, The Times
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of Nigeria. Specific editions and volumes used are referenced in the study and included in the
bibliography section.

| found it necessary to make footnotes an integral part of the dissertation. | think that
footnotes are not mere citations of sources. They also serve as a place for clarifications and
precisions while allowing for a consistent read of the body narrative. Thus in some of my
footnotes, | have provided explanations, elaborations, interjections, as well as engagement with
some existing literature. Also, where a quotation on the body text features in a foreign language,
its English translation is found in the footnote as referenced. | recommend a close attention to
footnotes while the body text is being read. If footnotes are not read together with the body texts,
it subtracts nothing from the understanding of the content. But if on the other hand they are read
in conjunction, it not only enhances understanding, it adds a whole lot to it.
Organization

The dissertation is organized into eight chapters, including chapter 1 for the introduction
and chapter 8 for the conclusions. Chapter 2 examines the trademark of German colonialism in
Cameroon, violence. It explores the gendered contours of German colonial violence, explains it,
highlighting the central actors and instances. It shows how Cameroonians responded to the
violence of colonial authorities by mounting multiple wars of resistance. Chapter 3 picks up from
the sudden outbreak of the 1914 war, and its extension to Cameroon by Allied powers. It
examines how Europeans mobilized and recruited Africans both in Cameroon and in other West
African colonies, for the conduct of the Cameroon campaign. While it discusses both material
and intangible forces at play, it concludes that the majority of the African soldiers were
conscripted. Chapters 4 and 5 examine the conduct of the Cameroon campaign, particularly

highlighting how Africans fought. They conclude with an examination of the reasons why the
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Germans lost the war, including particularly the fact that most Cameroonians elected to support
Allied war efforts. Chapter 6 then examines the social costs of the campaign, particularly the
intentional killing of civilians, and the refugee problem that the campaign generated. Chapter 7,
the last chapter, examines the political consequences of the campaign, specifically the Anglo-
French partition of the Cameroon colony following the departure of the Germans. It shows the
arbitrary nature of the partition, and how it defied the interests and wishes of Cameroonians. It
concludes that although Africans had been able to influence the outcome of the war on the
battlefield, they were unable to do same in decision making, as a result of the paramountcy of
European interests. The study ends with a general conclusion which threads together the

objectives and arguments that have run through the dissertation.
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Figure 1.1 Map of Africa showing German African Colonies. Cameroon sits in the middle

Courtesy of: Brig.-General E. Howard Gorges, The Great War in Africa (London: Hutchinson, 1931).
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Figure 1.2 Sketch Map of Pre-War German Cameroon

Courtesy of: The National Archives, Kew-Richmond, United Kingdom (TNA) ADM 186/522

The sketch map shows pre-war German colony of Cameroon measuring slightly over 300,000 square miles in
surface land area. But it was hemmed by British and French West African colonies. British Nigeria bordered it in the
Southwest, Northwest, and North, while French Equatorial Africa bordered it in the South, Southeast, East, and
North. This made it easy for British and French West African troops to invade the Cameroon colony ubiquitously
through the border areas (Chapter 4). But it also complicated military cooperation between the British and the
French, allowing for separate, uncoordinated fighting, over extremely long distances.
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Chapter 2

Violent Encounters
Introduction:

[The people of Douala in Kamerun are the] laziest, falsest, and meanest rabble
on whom the sun ever shone, and it would have been best when the country was
conquered in 1884 if they had not been exterminated, at least expelled from the
land.!

The real journey for the Cameroon campaign of the Great War seems to have begun in 1884
when Germany abruptly colonized the territory. From that year to the outbreak of the 1914 war,
the German Cameroon colony was bedeviled with spectacles of violence as well as colonial and
anti-colonial wars. This chapter examines the violent aspects of German colonialism in
Cameroon, to establish the pre-World War 1 situation in the territory. | show that German
colonial violence was racialized and gendered. While it sought to dehumanize, subjugate, pacify
and turn Africans into a pliable colonized, | argue, it often attained excesses that outplayed its
motives. At such moments, violence seemed to be an end in itself, rather than a means to an end.?
The violence was such that women became primary and double targets when they were abused,
sexually assaulted, flogged, raped and then killed. This excessively brutal violence pushed

Cameroonians into a more anti-German position on the eve of the 1914 war. Also, the chapter

1 Jesco Von Puttkamer, Gouverneursjahre in Kamerun (Berlin, Verlag von Georg Stilke, 1912), 52. Von Puttkamer
was the German Governor of Cameroon from 1895 to 1906 and his administration was reputed for most of the
violence and brutalities against the colonized. The original German language version of the quote reads: “danach
sind die Duala das faulste, falscheste und niedertrachtigste Gesindel, weches die Sonne bescheint, und es ware sicher
am besten gewesen, wenn sie bei Eroberung des Landes im Jahre 1884, wenn nicht ausgerottet, so doch ausser
Landes verbracht worden wiren.”

2 This argument is elaborated in one of my graduate research seminar papers under the guardianship of the chair of
my dissertation committee, Butch Ware. | am very grateful to him for helping me develop the argument. Much of
the information contained in that seminar paper is now being used for this dissertation chapter.
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selectively examines some of the wars of resistance waged by some Cameroonian peoples
against the Germans, in an attempt to resist colonial rule. In some of these wars of resistance,
honor once again played some key roles.

The relevance of this chapter to this dissertation cannot be missed. Violence occupied
central stage with the inception of German rule in Cameroon. It was this same violence that was
to define much of the activities of the Great War campaigns in Cameroon from 1914-1916. It is
true that war in itself is already a violent activity, but when such violence intentionally targets
non-combatant populations, then it degenerates into a humanity problem that warrants the
attention of studies of different persuasions. By detailing on the theme of violence, this chapter
lays the basis for a better appreciation of the World War 1 moments in Cameroon as described in
the chapters ahead. Also, by presenting some of the cases of anti-colonial wars in Cameroon
before the 1914 war, it helps to establish the tense and often hostile relationship with which the
colonized and the colonizer were to face an invading enemy in the territory in 1914. This hostile
relationship itself is already portentous of how Cameroonians would react to the plight of the
Germans once the Allies would be attack them in 1914.

Violence is understood here as the physical infliction of pain or death as well as “assaults
on the personhood, dignity, sense of worth or value of the victim.”® It includes acts of killing,
maiming, flogging, raping, and other physical forms of pain infliction. Colonial violence thus
includes any or all of these acts of pain that took place in the colonial spaces. Colonial spaces in
this case specifically refer to the entire Cameroon territory that was under German colonial rule

up to 1914 and throughout the period of the Cameroon campaign. Colonial violence was

3 Moyd, Violent Intermediaries: African Soldiers, Conquest, and Everyday Colonialism in German East Africa
(Atehns, Ohio: Ohio University Press, 2014), 6.
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multifaceted and involved all moments of violence that were related to the kinds of social
relations produced by or shaped by colonialism. All forms and types of violence that occurred in
colonial spaces, whether perpetuated by the colonizer against the colonized or vice versa, and
whether just between and among the colonized themselves, fall under the rubrics of colonial
violence. For the purpose of this study, | focus more on the violence that came from the
colonizer, as well as the return violence from the colonized.*

All violent encounters discussed in this chapter and the study are intended to convey both
physical and psychological pain as experienced by Africans. Pain remains an uncommon subject
in historical inquiry, particularly because of language’s inability to capture the experiential
nature of another’s pain.®> But, the violence of colonialism put many African bodies in pain, so
that violence and pain — however destabilizing or troubling to understand, remain prerequisites in
understanding the unfolding of African history during the colonial era.

Understanding Colonial Violence and Anti-colonial Wars

Historians have sought to understand the concept of colonial violence. Regarding
causation, they have mostly postulated the concepts of pacification, dehumanization and racial
prejudice as analytical tools for understanding it. Timothy Weiskel shows how in seeking to
pacify the La Baule resisters in Central Ivory Coast, French colonial military officials
dehumanized the people by killing them, chopping off the heads of fallen victims and displaying

them on spears.® Another historian, Jonathan Glassman, projects, among others, racial prejudice

41 am grateful to Professor Joshua Cole for our discussion on colonial violence during my preliminary examinations
and during the oral defense of my dissertation. But | must say that in order to stay focused on some of the goals of
this study, | have not examined colonial violence in the most sophisticated and multifaceted ways as suggested by
Professor Cole. I leave this to future rssearch on the subject.

5 Ned Blackhawk, Violence over the Land: Indians and Empires in the Early American West (Cambridge and
London: Harvard University Press, 2006), 8.

& Timothy Weiskel, French Colonial Rule and the Baule Peoples: Resistance and Collaboration, 1889-1911
(Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1980), 3.
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as responsible for colonial violence in Zanzibar in the 1960s. Racially perforated minds and
thoughts had generated hatred for one another, leading to ritualized and theatrical killings of one
another, with senseless mutilation of the bodies of fallen victims.” In some cases, however, as in
German South West Africa for example, colonial violence got to the point of seeking to
exterminate an entire population. The gruesome story of German colonial violence in South West
Africa is told by Jeremy Silvester and Jan-Bart Gewald where violence on the Herero had
degenerated from pacification to extermination, defeating the very essence of colonialism.®
Between 1904 and 1905, the Herero resistance to German colonialism had resulted to the
colonizer almost wiping out an entire population, with only about 15,000 people surviving out of
80,000-90,000.°

The above example supports the case that colonial violence had the potential to outserve
its purpose. So, while the concepts of pacification, dehumanization, and racial prejudice were
generally behind most of the spectacles of colonial violence in many parts of Africa, they do not
always capture the ‘excess’ of the violence. Scheper-Hughes and Bourgois are certain that most
violence is ‘not senseless’ at all.X% However, it is possible to perceive a stage of ‘senselessness’
in an episode of violence. This is obvious from the prism of the victim, although it is unlikely

that any one would see any sense at all in the violence for wich that person is the victim. But it is

7 Jonathon Glassman, War of Words, War of Stones: Racial Thought and Violence in Colonial Zanzibar
(Bloomington and Indianapolis: Indiana University Press, 2011), 18-19.

8 The successful execution of the colonial agenda required African populatiions to perform forced labor in mines,
farms and plantations and other extractive places. Thus seeking to decimate those very African populations was
counter productive.

9 Jeremy Silvester and Jan-Bart Gewald, Words Cannot Be Found, German Colonial Rule in Namibia: An Annotated
Reprint of the 1918 Blue Book (Leiden and Boston: Brill, 2003), 113-122. Being simply a reprint of the “The Report
on the Natives of South-West Africa and their Treatment by Germany,” produced by the Union of South Africa in
1918, Silvester and Gewald merely reproduce the evidence, mostly in the form of testimonies of witnesses and
survivors of the German massacres of the Hereros, with very minimal side comments.

10 Nancy Scheper-Hughes and Philippe Bourgois, “Introduction: Making Sense of Violence,” in Violence in War
and Peace: An Anthology, ed. Nancy Scheper-Hughes and Philippe Bourgois ( n.p: Blakwell Publishing, 2004), 3.
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possible to suggest that colonial ats of violence which outserved their purposes had somehow
attained a degree of ‘irrationality’ even if this cannot serve as a dependable explicatory tool for a
historical analysis of colonial violence.

Why study colonial violence and/or anti-colonial wars? Anti-colonial wars or wars of
colonial resistance are important to the historian because they cut so deep into the very heart of
colonialism. As implicit and explicit in this chapter, colonialism was a violent enterprise. Which
better way can historians understand the substance of this colonial enterprise other than
examining the moments and circumstances that provided fertile grounds and justifications for the
implantation of this violence? African armed resistance to colonialism during anti-colonial wars
invited a response from a violent enterprise. That response, no doubt, made use of maximum
brutality and violence. Such brutality and violence often took the form of setting ablaze
properties and homes of defeated victims and violently publicly hanging their leaders where
possible and necessary, to even desiring and attempting to decimate an entire population. Once in
the Northern parts of Cameroon, a German envoy gladly observed to his countrymen in the
territory how the refusal by the people to bulge to colonialism had made a war of extermination
of the local population inevitable.!

Violent by nature, colonialism often took by force what Africans wanted to preserve:
their political sovereignty, and their natural resources, including their lands.*? The entire colonial
agenda was a violent one, in so far as it aimed to conquer Africans, take over their sovereignty,

and exploit their natural resources for the gains of the colonizers. This agenda could not be

1 Martin Z. Njeuma, Fulani Hegemony in Yola (Old Adamawa) 1809-1902 (Mankon, Bamenda: Langaa Research
and Publishing, 2012, reprint), 180.

12 This is not to claim that there were not several parts of Africa that ‘willingly’ gave up their territories and
sovereignties to the colonizers.
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accomplished without opposition. And because the colonizers were obdurately resolved to
accomplish their agenda, they would have to do so by force of arms in the face of any opposition.
Here then was a conducive terrain for violence. To achieve their colonial agenda, the colonialists
had to, first of all, pacify what they saw as stubborn Africans. As Martin Njeuma has noted, the
pattern of colonialism, practiced by all the colonial powers, was a strong feeling that for a
colonial rule to be firmly established, colonial wars were necessary, even inevitable.'®

The urge to wage colonial wars on a particular people was strongest if the region was
economically promising, with trade prospects, and if the people showed signs of standing in the
way of the colonialists. It was also very strong if the people had a firmly established political
system, which was often matched with the presence of an army. In fact, in Cameroon, as in other
African territories, areas with strong political leaders who had fame and prestige were most
likely to face the violent acts of the colonizers. “Wherever an indigenous ruler proved strong and
unbending to the whims and caprices of the colonizers,” observes one historian, “his territories
became the object of an invasion."* On the other hand, not all leaders and groups opted for
armed resistance against colonialism. There were varying reasons why some African leaders
took up armed resistance against colonialism while some did not. Maurice Mveng Ayi in his
doctoral dissertation found out that in the case of South-central Cameroon where too many
armed resistances occurred between the 1880s and up to 1907, “all the leaders of the rebellion

had already won prestige, fame, and were able to gather a large following by the time of German

13 Njeuma, Fulani Hegemony, 179.
14 Njeuma, Fulani Hegemony, 179.
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intrusion.”® The prestige and recognition associated with all the leaders certainly instilled in
them a sense of honor, which they felt obliged to defend.

Colonial wars, like colonial violence, could be categorized into two types, with the
colonizer and the colonized taking turns as both victims and perpetrators, depending on who was
waging war on who. The two types can roughly be termed pro-colonial and anti-colonial wars.
Pro colonial wars were those waged by the colonizer, or his supporters, against any particular
group of the colonized, to extend, consolidate, impose or enforce colonial rule. Here, the
colonized and his African supporters were on the offensive. Anti-colonial wars were waged by a
group of the colonized, to resist, repel, or prevent the imposition of colonial rule on their
territory. Apparently, these two categories provide a somewhat narrow definition of colonial
wars. The colonizer was aware that the only way to successfully impose colonial rule on
Africans was by using African themselves to fight and defeat each other. Thus as it turned out,
both pro-colonial and anti-colonial wars were fought predominantly by Africans, the latter
exclusively by Africans. For the former, one, two or more European military officers or
commanders led their African organized and often briefly trained soldiers into battles against
resisting groups. Because of this typology, three categories of soldiers existed during the colonial
wars; the white German soldier, the 'native’ colonial soldier fighting alongside the German
colonialists, and the 'native’ anti-colonial soldier (warrior), fighting to end German colonialism.
Colonization and Perception

On 12 July 1884, the coastal territory of Douala was suddenly colonized by the Germans

via a treaty entered with the kings of the region. With this agreement, endorsed for Germany by

15 Maurice Mveng Ayi, “Colonial Rebellions in South-Central Cameroon, 1887-1907” (Ph.D diss., University of
London, n.d), 242.
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Dr. Gustav Nachtigal (1834-1885), the German government later proceeded to annex the whole
of Cameroon.'® Topmost in the minds of the colonizers were Cameroon’s economic potentials.
Cameroon was expected to satisfy German economic needs to include establishing mass
plantations and employing forced labor. The Woermann firm which had been instrumental in the
annexation process had its economic interests fully covered up, on account of Adolf Woermann’s
closeness and direct contact with Bismarck. Such high economic needs accorded the colonizers a
lopsided mind where they saw things only from their self-serving interests: how to maximize
economic gains. Any stumbling blocks on the way, both real and imagined, were to be dealt with
accordingly. Stumbling blocks included ethnic groups who felt that those of the Germans
quarantined their economic interests. It was against this backdrop of anti-economic interests that
the colonizers began to perceive of the colonized. Specifically, the economic interests, which
aimed at establishing plantations, put the acute need for laborers on the table. A way to obtain
them was through force.

The necessity of the colonial agenda, and at the same time the mindset that the colonizers
had of the colonized lay the grounds for violence. The colonizer’s view of the colonized is best
encapsulated in the block quote that opens this chapter, where the colonized was regarded as lazy
and not worthy of life. This perception necessitated the use of force and thus helped lay the
foundation for German violence. When Jesco VVon Puttkamer who had served as the Governor of
Cameroon (1885-1906) published his autobiographical account on his governorship in
Cameroon, he was categorical that the Douala people were the “laziest, falsest, and meanest

rabble on whom the sun ever shone, and it would certainly have been best when the country was

16 The National Archives, Kew-Richmond, United Kingdom (hereafter TNA), FO 608/215.
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conquered in 1884 if they had been, if not exterminated, at least expelled from the land.”’
Writing in 1912, he regretted that it was too late that the Duala then had not been killed as he had
wished.'® Puttkamer’s violent and dehumanized view of the people was symptomatic of the
general picture.

The above perceptions and views, when placed in their true historical context, provide
powerful lenses into the historical circumstances of colonial violence. Although several other
accounts and officials attempted to debunk such violent perceptions about Cameroonians, they
lingered on and constituted the bedrock of the mindset of many governing German officials in
Cameroon.? This perception, violent as it was, came to inform Puttkamer’s administration in
Cameroon which went on record as the most scandalous and the most violent. Puttkamer saw
nothing wrong in using sanguinary punitive expeditions against Cameroonians as a way to pacify
them and make them a pliable labor force to be utilized by the colonial administration to realize

the full economic potentials of Cameroon. “Before the negroes become reliable subjects,” he

17 Jesco Von Puttkamer, Gouverneursjahre in Kamerun (Berlin, Verlag von Georg Stilke, 1912), 52. Dr. Buchner,
Puttkamer and Thoméhlen, indulged in the same rhetoric about Cameroonian “laziness.” Paradoxically, these same
officials depended solely on the labor of those Cameroonians to run plantations and construct roads and other labor-
intensive projects.

18 puttkamer, Gouverneursjahre, 52.

19 The list is endless, but one of the earliest German economic interest personnel, Thormahlen, also already started
off with the belief that Cameroonians were lazy and therefore should be forced to work. Thus he favored in 1902 a
taxation policy that compelled Cameroonians to work for whites.

2 For other Germans’ officials’ view of the people as lazy, refractory, greedy, dull etc, see Erik Halldén, The
Culture Policy of the Basel Mission in the Cameroons 1886-1905 (Lund: Berlingska Boktryckeriet, 1968), 59-60;
Some Germans, including Dr. Eugene Zintgraff, the greatest German explorer of the Cameroon grasslands during
German colonial rule, debunked accusations about Africans being lazy. They charged that Africans were not lazy
but hardworking; that they wanted to make sure that they got paid for their labor. Zintgraff’s article (“Dr Zintgraff’s
Memorandum on the Future of Cameroon™) to this effect appeared in the German colonial journal that published
colonial reports and other matters; Deutsches Kolonialblatt (hereafter DKB) (Berlin: Berlag von, 1892): 131-136.
The article is translated and cited by Paul Nchoji Nkwi, The German Presence in the Western Grassfields, 1891-
1913: A German Account (Leiden- the Netherlands: African Studies Centre, 1989), 31-2. Further references to the
named article are the English translations by Nkwi. | am thankful to him. Other private German expatriates in the
colony who rejected such accusations were Hutter, who specifically defended Africans, asserted categorically that
just like Europeans Africans made sure they worked for their daily bread p. 11; DKB 1892, 134.
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once charged, “they first have to be taught a bloody lesson.”?* To accomplish his mission,
Puttkamer’s governorship from 1896 was followed in the coming years by a surge in the German
military force in the territory. Before his era, there was only a nucleus of a police force made up
mainly of Kru boys, Hausa, and Dahomeans.?? As soon as he took over, he enlarged and
transformed the military force, strengthened it with trained and well-equipped men, on the model
of the Schutztruppe, created in 1891 for East Africa. By 1900, the Cameroon colonial army (the
“Imperial Protective Force”) already comprised 40 German officers, fifty-three African soldiers,
and 900 African mercenaries.? By 1906, there were already sixteen garrisons, three armorers,
1350 soldiers, twenty-two machine guns, seven cannons, forty-four officers, thirteen medical
officers, 84 sub-officers and one paymaster.?* This colonial army was well trained and better
equipped for the purpose of crushing any resistance. It comprised primarily of persons from
Cameroon, Togo, Ghana, Monrovia and Dahomey. Europeans in the formation possessed the
M/98 Rifles, African soldiers the special M71/84 Rifles while a small part of the troops carried
the M71 Rifle. The Douala Company had the best soldiers, who, like most soldiers, served two to
three years, receiving thus a salary and free clothing.?® This type of composition, coupled with
how colonial wars and wars of resistance were conducted, already favored the colonial state. The

groundwork of violence had been laid, and Governor Puttkamer signed a blank check for the

2L Quoted by L.H Gann, “Economic Development in Germany’s African Empire, 1884-1914,” in Colonialism in
Africa 1870-1960: The Economics of Colonialism, Vol. 4. ed. Peter Duignan and L.H Gann (London: Cambridge
University Press, 1975), 139.

22 Paul Tuh Kiawi, “The Kom-German War 19054-5: The Kom War Tactics” (MA Thesis, University of Buea-
Cameroon, 2001), 66.

23 Helmuth Stoeker, “The Conquest of Colonies: The establishment and Extension of German colonial rule,” in
German Imperialism in Africa : from the beginnings until the Second World War, ed. Helmuth Stoecker, trans.
Bernd ZélIner (London: C. Hurst & Company, 1986), 79.

24 Paul Nchoji Nkwi, The German Presence, 16.

% DKB, 1907, 212; Nkwi,The German Presence, 16.
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colonial army to reduce an entire village to ashes if they called round to recruit villagers for
forced labor and found out that those villagers had escaped.?®

The strong aversion to which German colonial officials perceived of Africans often
afforded the colonizers the urge to seek “to disparage the native and look down upon him as the
white man’s drudge”, and German officials were delighted to flog Africans as brutally as
possible.?” This aversion was enforced at all times and by both the officials in Cameroon and
those in Germany who arbitrated on reports from Cameroonian local authorities that dared to
protest against German violence. German judicial officials who handled reports on the injustices
and violence of colonial officials often stressed the master-servant relationship between
Europeans and Africans. They validated the way that the colonial official conceived of, and
treated the African. In 1906 when a German judge back in Germany reviewed appeals from the
Douala local authorities on German violence and injustices in Cameroon, the official, while
making minor adjustments on the cases, cited two political reasons for his decision: “recognition
of a master-servant relationship between the white race and the black race.” He further charged
that the Cameroonian kings, in complaining against colonial officials, had committed a
punishable offense because “the Negro, despite his inferior status....” was trying to pose as a
judge of his behavior, in which case he thus demonstrated an utter lack of subordination.?® This

helps throw light on the way Africans were represented in the wiew of the colonial officials in

26 Victor Julius Ngoh, Cameroon, 1884-1985: A Hundred Years of History (Yaounde: Navi-Group Publication,
1987), 54.

27 W.A Crabtree, “German Colonies in Africa,” Journal of the African Society X1V, no. LIl I (Oct. 1914): 12.
28 Adolf Riiger, “Die Duala und die Kolonialmacht 1884-1914. Eine Studie tiber die historischen Urspriinge des
afrikanishen Antikolonialismus,” in Kamerun Unter Deutscher Kolonialherrshaft. Studien. Band 2, ed. Helmut
Stoecker (Berlin: Verlag der Wissenschaften, 1968), 203-4.
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Cameroon and in the eyes of those back home in Germany who had the judicial powers of
moderating things in the colonies.
The Violence and the Anti-Colonial Wars, 1884-1914

Given the colonial agenda — the perception, the aversion — violence in colonial Cameroon
began immediately with the conclusion of the July 1884 treaty, often staged against ‘resistant’ as
well as against groups that were not actively posing any resistance to the Germans, but simply
constituted German “ruthless attack of defenceless natives”?° that usually led to massive
slaughtering of those defenceless Cameroonians all in the name of pacification. Symptomatic of
what was to come, the German Cameroon colony began, practically speaking, more or less as a
military state, and remained so throughout German rule. Once the annexation treaty had been
concluded, Dr. Nachtigal entrusted the administration to the physician Max Bucher. But just
months later after the first Douala resistance to German rule in December 1884, a uniform
officer, Admiral Knorr, commander of the West African squadron, took charge of the colonial
administration until July 1885, when the first colonial Governor in the person of Julius Freiherr
von Soden, arrived at Douala.*® And throughout German colonialism, the Cameroon colony
would remain virtually a military state, with military stations and garrisons established all over
the colony, with military officials exercising considerable administrative powers.

The first introduction to colonial violence and the fatality of violent colonial encounters
came in December 1884 when two royal towns — Hickory town and Joss town — dissenting from
the annexation treaty, made war with King Bell and his people. Although there were other

explanations for the conflict, the leaders of Joss town had decided to make annexation treaties

29 See the German colonial report titled the “Mbo Expedition,” DKB, (1906):773-777.
%0 Ralph A. Austen and Jonathan Derrick, Middlemen of the Cameroons Rivers: The Duala and their Hinterland, c.
1600-c.1960 (Cambridge: University Press, 1999), 97.
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with the English instead, and Hickory town rejected German rule.3! With this open defiance of
German rule, the German colonial administration quickly supported Bell town, crushing the
dissidents in an encounter that resulted in twenty-five Duala lives, forty-one wounded and only
one German death and one wounded.®? A German gunboat with well-armed soldiers had invaded
Hickory town and opened fire on unarmed fishermen in their canoes, then proceeded to burn
down the town and plunder the houses. After Hickory town, the soldiers then attacked Joss town,
and annihilated the resistors, also Killing their leader.®

The December 1884 incident was a signal to how bloody colonialism would be. With the
1884 treaty handy, the primary target was penetration into the Cameroons hinterlands and
bringing all those areas under colonial rule, and then being able to exploit the full resources of
the Cameroons. Aware of the difficulties at hand, German firms first urged the colonial
government to create a regular mercenary military force. Supporting this request in 1891, Deputy
Governor Leist pointed out that “experiences here have shown that without a Protective Force it
will not even be possible to maintain authority in the immediate vicinity of the Governor’s

residence.”%

Violence on the Bakoko
In June 1891 an uprising against colonial rule occurred in the Abo area. This revolt

accelerated the creation of the mercenary force requested earlier. The preliminary batch of the

31 Account of a Duala inhabitant, Joshua Tundi, 9 January 1885, published in Shirley Ardener, Eye-Witnesses to the
Annexation of Cameroon, 1883-1887 (Buea- West Cameroon: Government Press, 1968), 36.

32 Ardener, Eye-Witnesses, 60, endnote 90.

33 Eye-witness account of Thomas Lewis (a Missionary), Collected and Published by Ardener, Eye-Witnesses, 31-
34.

34 Report by Leist to the Colonial Deparrtment, 1 May 1891; Translated and quoted in Rudi Kaeseelitz,
“Kolonialeroberung und Widerstandskampf in Stidkamerun (1884-1907),” in Kamerun unter deutscher
Kolonialherrschaft. Studien, ed. Hellmuth. Stoecker, Band 2, (Berlin: VVeb Deutscher Verlag Der Wissenschaften,
1968), 20; Stoecker, “The Conquest,”64.
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force was some 370 male and female slaves that a certain Captain Gravenreuth bought in
Dahomey. With the aid of this colonial ‘police force’ Wehlan, succeeded in 1892-3 to subjugate
the Bakoko and the Mabea through several ferociously cruel military expeditions that established
the first major inroads into the hinterlands of Southwest Cameroon.® This early colonial
violence on the Bakoko as led by Wehlan is vividly described by the German historian Adolf
Riger. A notorious colonial official, Wehlan, led a punitive expedition against the Bakoko and
the Mabea where he conducted military operations with appalling ferocity and cruelty. He
ordered many villages to be burnt down; captives tortured to death in an appalling fashion. Some
men who had been taken prisoner were “cut up with knives, hacked to pieces and mutilated....His
[Wehlan’s] men chopped off the heads of their fallen opponents [enemies?] to keep them as
“souvenirs”3® Wehlan had specifically asked that the soldiers not use guns in Killing, only knives,
and cutlasses. For some of the captives, Wehlan ordered the to be chained and dragged to the
prison cell. While in prison, three of them died of hunger. Later, the rest were tied to the rails,
tortured and then shot to death like animals.3” The simile here that victims were shot to death like
‘animals’ is suggestive of killing for sport. In the words of Edwin Ardener, it was ‘as a kind of
[sport] exercise...[that] Gravenreuth and his fellow-officers, von Volkamer and von Stetten, set
out in October to punish the Miang people [with their newly drilled African soldiers.”® It is well
implying that the newly drilled African soldiers were used on the Miang people to engage in

shooting exercises. In most parts of Africa, Europeans considered the hunting and shooting

3 Stoecker, ‘The Conquest,” 64.

3%6Adolf Ruger,“Der Aufstand der Polizeisoldaten (Dezember 1893),” in Kamerun Unter Deutscher
Kolonialherrschaft, Studien, ed. by Helmuth Stoecker, vol 1, (Berlin: Riitten & Loening, 1960), 144.

37 Riiger, “Der Aufstand der Polizeisoldaten,” 144,

38 Edwin Ardener, Kingdom on Mount Cameroon: Studies in the History of the Cameroon Coast, 1500-1970, ed.
Shirley Ardener (Oxford: Berghahn Books, 1996), 80.
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down of animals and birds as a kind of sport. In any case, this fashion of colonial brutality and
violence threw major parts of Southwest Cameroon open to direct German trade.3 It was only
the beginning.

Violence on Women

A huge part of colonial violence in Cameroon was gendered in nature, sometimes
specifically targeting women for varying purposes. This gendered nature was always meant to
serve as physical violence on women, but sometimes, as social and psychological violence on
men. Amina Mama, arguing how colonialism saw an increased vulnerability of African women
to all forms of violence, has elaborated instances in which violence against women in Africa
equally sought to punish resistant societies. “Where there was resistance,” she argues, “rape and
sexuality abuse were inflicted on women and the same treatment was meted out to wives,
mothers, daughters, and sisters of men who were suspected of being members of the resistance
movements simply to humiliate them.”*® This argument is tested positive in many of the
instances of German violence on women in colonial Cameroon.

A certain Lieutenant Dominik, when in charge of a punitive expedition against the
Bakoko in Cameroon, attacked a small neighboring village and had several women Killed.
Lieutenant Dominik had ordered his soldiers to cut off the private parts of fallen foes, many of
whom were women. Deputy Bebel of the Reichstag reported on 1 December 1906 that
Dominik’s “order had been given to cut off their [men’s] ears, but the soldiers cut off the

women’s ears also to increase the number of fallen foes artificially. To overcome this, Dominik

39 Stoecker, “The Conquest,” 64.

40 Amina Mama, “Sheroes and Villains: Conceptualizing Colonial and Contemorary Violence against Women in
Africa,” in Feminist Genealogy, Colonial Legacies, Democrattic Futures, ed. M. Jacqui Alexander and Chanddra
Talpade (New York and London: Routledge, 1997), 48 & 51.
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gave orders for their heads [women] to be cut off, but this proved inconvenient.”** Although
Germans almost took delight in killing African women, all acts in the colony that were
unfriendly towards German women met with the toughest response possible. During the 1914
war in Cameroon for example, when one Lieutenant Wieneke, being shipped from Cameroon to
England alongside German women and children protested about Allied ill-treatment of German
prisoners of war, he drew particular attention to the way German women and children were
treated.*? Paradoxically, Lieutenant Wieneke during ‘peacetime’ in Cameroon had earlier
personally participated or sanctioned untold violence on African women.

Violence on women commonly took the form of sexual assaults and rape. As early as
1893 the Acting German Governor, Heinrich Leist, began to force the women of slave-like
recruited Dahomean soldiers as sexual toys for both himself and to entertain his guests. Leist
repeatedly and forcibly had sex with six of the women and later forced fifteen of them to have
sex with his guests. Leist blithely informed the Dahomean soldiers that if they needed extra
income, they should prostitute their wives with black and white men in need of women. Leist
went on to force the women to perform unpaid labor in the German coffee plantations in Douala.
When on 15 December 1893 some of the women decided to strike on account of Leist’s
violence, the Acting Governor elected to deal with the women, resorting to physical violence and
humiliation through flogging. He called them “lazy” and ordered some of the women to be

flogged cruelly under the watchful eyes of their hushands.*® By ordering the women to be

41 European War: Correspondence Relating to the Alleged IlI-Treatment of German Subjects captured in the
Cameroons (hereafter EW), Lieutenant Otto Wieneke, “A Petition Addressed to the Colonial Office or other
Competent Authority by Lieutenant Otto Wieneke (of the Res.), Imperial District Commissioner, to the
Commandant of the Holyport Camp for German officer prisoners of War” (London: Stationary Office, November
1915), 37.

42 EW, Correspondence Relating, 9.

43 Riiger, “Der Aufstand Der Polizeisoldat,” 118.
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flogged right in front of their men, Leist also aimed to pass on a message to the men, whom he
thought were becoming too stubborn for his liking. On his orders, the women were stripped
naked, placed over barrels, and beaten in the presence of their husbands, who were made to stand
in formation.** Several whips were landed on the women’s bare buttocks. As the women were
being flogged, the pain was so unbearable that they screamed their throats out, to the horror of
the entire neighborhood.®

Leist’s act posed an affront to the masculine senses of honor of the Dahomean soldiers. In
many parts of Africa, Africans serving in the colonial army remained ‘loyal,” but they did not
hesitate to rebel on account of honor. As Illife has observed, "African colonial troops used
mutiny both as collective bargaining and to defend their honour."*® So, while the other issues like
underpayment and disrespect of contract may have been causing mutiny, the flogging of soldiers'
women under their soldier’s husband's watchful eyes ripped them off of any iota of potency so
that the only way to redeem themselves was to call the colonial administration to order. As soon
as Leist had ordered the flogging of the women of those soldiers, one soldier cried out that
‘enough is enough’ and the soldiers resolved to kill the governor, capture the armory, and expel
the whites. The soldiers invaded the government property looking for Leist to kill, and they held
the colonial administration hostage for days until reinforcement eventually saved the colonial

state from collapse.*’

44 David Simo, “Colonization and Modernization: The Legal Foundation of the Colonial Enterprise; A Case Study of
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The Acting Governor escaped, but some forty-seven mutineers and forty-three women
held the Government House for a week before German marines dispersed them. One must
appreciate why the flogging of soldiers’” wives immediately led to a mutiny. Control and
protection of women was central to male masculinities of honor. So was resentment of the
humiliation of flogging, standard in all colonial armies before 1918 and practiced illicitly in
some until independence.*®

From the above incident, Leist refused to learn his lessons. As the dust settled, he
proceeded to clamp down on the women for daring to go on strike against their European
superiors. He began the bloodiest phase of his violence against women. He hanged three of the
women that had participated in the strike and for those women who had fled into the bushes
following the rebellion, he offered 20 German marks (currency) for each of their heads. Leist and
his military patrols chased after the women in the forest, and a total of thirty-four women were
captured by 31 January 1894.%° In his report in the official journal of colonies in 1894, Leist
gladly admitted how he had placed a sum for the heads of women and men and how many of
them had been captured.® It was to Leist’s greatest pleasure that he had punished not only the
women but most importantly their men. This incident shows how one of the most brutal and
violent responses of colonialism to an African resistance followed an opposition that arose from
motives of honor.>> Men and women were punished in the most brutal fashion, for attempting to

uphold their senses of honor.
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Shortly after the rebellion by Dahomean soldiers in 1894, and in spite of the fact that the
aggrieved Duala had remained neutral and calm, Leist, instead of going after the revolutionary
soldiers who had fled into the bushes, unleashed violence on Douala neighborhoods, reducing
buildings to ashes and killing innocent people. After this naked violence, Leist admitted that the
buildings and people he had exercised violence on were innocent, but that he needed to do it
simply as a forewarning to others that they would be treated mercilessly if they dared followed
the example of the rebellious soldiers.>? Here then was an example of colonial violence serving a
communicative purpose, indicating that colonial spaces and the colonized were subject to
episodes of violence that sometimes had little or nothing to do with the specific and targeted
victims.

If Leist did not go far enough on violence against women, Governor VVon Puttkamer did.
Puttkamer, alongside other early German colonial officials, indulged in the practice of using
African women for sexual gratification. Puttkamer particularly held that German officials and
nationals in the territory were entitled to every bit of comfort, including force sex with African
girls. He then encouraged and defended the practice of giving German troops seized women for
sexual exercises and as concubines. He seemed to have a special interest in married women,
perhaps because violence on them served the intended purpose. He went as far as building a
special house for his African concubines and encouraged other German officials to follow his
example.>® This alone was an incentive for German officials to use every opportunity to obtain as
many girls as possible, including forcing conquered ethnic groups to pay indemnity in the form

of women, or compelling African convicted authorities to pay fines in kind with women. When
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once King Kwongu of Bum in the Bamenda grasslands was unable to meet up with his German-
imposed fine of 1,500 marks, the German military commander of Bamenda, Adamitz, forced him
to supply, for the use of German soldiers, eight young girls (mostly teenagers) at only sixty
marks each. This would count towards the completion of war indemnity, particularly the amount
for which the defeated King had been fined.> In neighboring Ngie, a German militia raided and
destroyed houses, after which many young girls were seized and distributed amongst the raiding
soldiers.®

Puttkamer’s example resonated well with the rest of his staff and other colonial staff in
the territory so that seizing African wives and making them concubines was a common practice
with the colonial administration during his reign and after. In fact, sexual violence and rape on
African women by colonial officials were practices common among all the officials. In defense
of charges of sex with ‘native’ women brought against him, Leist merely said that “all white men
in the colony indulged in the practice."® Similarly, Puttkamer contended himself by saying that
the practice of keeping a ‘native’ woman was general among the whites in the colony. He went
on to defend interracial concubinage that it kept a girl out of a cruel harem and gave her a
healthy living, and on the basis that it made for friendly relations between whites and blacks.’

As evidence that sexual violence on women was also meant to emasculate their men, the

Germans targeted women and young girls already betrothed to their African men. This was a
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common practice with many German high officials.>®® When some Chiefs in Douala made a
complaint to Reichstag in the early 20" century, they accused Justice Dr. Meyer and
Regierrunsrat for forcibly taking two young girls, betrothed to the natives, as their concubines.>®
Recall, for example, Leist’s earlier target on wives of Dahomean soldiers. Of course, there were
enough unmarried girls and women in the territory that if the German problem was simply one of
perversion, they could have gone for those.

Sexual violence against women was sometimes specifically directed against royal blood,
to both pacify and humiliate the powerful local leaders who mostly led their people against
colonial rule. The colonial administration often concluded that by specifically targeting
princesses of influential leaders who sought to challenge colonial authority, not only would such
leaders be humiliated and never dare the Germans again, but their neighboring colleagues would
be humbled to submitting to the Germans so that similar humiliation was not extended to their
own daughters. Having witnessed it, the Germans needed no lectures on how much authority
traditional rulers commanded amongst their subjects and how humiliating it would have been to
have girls of royal blood violated. So the practice of sexual violence on royal blood was intended
to humiliate and pacify local leaders and forewarn their colleagues. This could not have been
better expressed when sometimes before or around 1904 for example, the German military
station (Bezert) commander in Bamenda ordered the fierce King of Kom, foyn Yuh, to send his
daughter over to be of sexual help to German officials. To this, foyn Yuh not only rejected

German orders but threw down his gauntlet at the Germans.®°
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As a form of visual violence and torture, how were the women flogged? Rhinoceros
whips were used to flog women and children. This was so alarming that in 1907, a German
Deputy at Reich condemned the act. Several other German Deputies at the Reich frowned at the
practices and called upon the colonial officials to stop. Earlier at the Reich in 1906, another
deputy, Roren, had described the whole process of flogging of women and children (and men) in

German Africa as “a form of torture.” He noted that:

The native, after having been completely stripped, is strapped across a block on a barrel that has been fixed
firmly, his [her] hands are bound in front, his [her] feet behind, so that he [she] cannot move, and then he
[she] does not get a few blows with an ordinary stick held in one hand, but the strongest among the black
soldiers has to wield a plaited rope or a corresponding thick stick with both hands and with all his strength,
and that with such violence that each blow must whistle in the air. Sometimes, if the blow does not whistle,
it has to be repeated, and if this is not done the Hausa [black soldier] gets it himself [emphasis mine].5!

However, such concerns and outright condemnations usually came to naught, with top ranking
colonial officials, including ex-Governor-General VVon Liebert of German East Africa, blithely
maintaining that such brutal, violent acts as flogging were necessary to “open up a black
continent to civilization” and that “it was impossible in Africa to get on without cruelty.”®?
Although in the throes of violence, the colonized was often ready to respect and protect
their women against the violent colonizer. When for example two representatives of German
commercial depots sexually assaulted the wife of a Chief on the streets of Akwa in broad
daylight, the local inhabitants ran to her rescue and set her free. They did not only end there.
They launched a legal complaint to von Brauchitsch, who ostensibly decided that the two

representatives of commerce should be punished. As expected, no punishment was ever recorded

anywhere to this effect. Rather, the two officials were seen by the town inhabitants a few days

61 Recorded in EW, Correspondence Relating, 11.

62 Recorded in EW, Correspondence Relating, 8. My emphasis on the quote above reveals that the African was
compelled to carry out violence against his counterpart, or else he faced the music of violence himself. Details are
provided on the section on African complicity, in this chapter.
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later having a very social meeting with von Brauchitsch.®® This is a clear indication that German
colonial legal officials worked hard to protect Europeans, irrespective of their violent crimes
against African women.

Children sometimes came under the crossfire of violence. Dominik, who earlier had
killed several women, oversaw the putting of fifty-two little children, who remained alive after
the general massacre, into baskets with the result that they were thrown into a River to die
unattended.% How can one explain this gruesome violence against children? Babies posed no
trouble for the Germans. One could speculate that children whose mothers or parents were alive
and needed by the Germans to perform forced labor might have been perceived as an
inconvenience. This gruesome killing of children in Cameroon parallels a story about German
colonial violence in German South West Africa. The story is told of a group of German soldiers
who played games with a nine months old baby, and after forming a circle and tossing the baby
among themselves in the air several times, bayonetted the baby to death with stunning
amusement.® The baby was leaving helplessly in the bush, waiting to die, the Germans probably
killed the parents. Also, the fifty-two children whom Dominik threw in the River to drown were
already orphaned and were not of any inconvenience to the Germans.

Violence on Buea
When the Germans began to move further inland from Douala, the town of Buea (about

50 miles Northwest of Douala) on the Cameroon Mountains became one of the early sites of
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violence. In German colonial imaginations, the Bakweri people of Buea under their Chief Kuva
were a menace to peace and an obstruction to colonial expansion. The Buea were painted on
colonial narratives as bellicose and savage. A report by Acting Governor Schuckmann in1891
claimed that the Buea had warred on smaller villages, had instigated an uprising among the
mountain people (against the colonial administration) and were a menace to peace in that part of
the colony.®® The justification was then established for the pacification of the Buea people. In the
meantime, Gravenreuth’s expedition on the Miang people had served as a kind of exercise, so
that as soon as it returned to base in Douala, Leist and Gravenreuth recommended it to take on
the Buea. Thus in 1891, Gravenreuth, and in the company of the Acting Governor Schuckmann
led the colonial army (mostly composed of the Dahomean soldiers of slave origin) against the
Buea, passing through Victoria, a neighboring and coastal town some 15 miles away from Buea.
Aiming to pacify the Buea and subjugate them to colonial rule, the well-armed expedition was
surprised by the people of Buea. The people, who had prepared to defend themselves against the
invaders, had barricaded the main entrance to their town, estimated to be the path for the
invading army, and then anchored a few yards away from the barricades on their shooting
positions. In the words of Schukmann, the invading colonial troops came in contact with "a
double barricade of stakes with stones piled up to the height of 2 feet."®” The guards on the
barricade had no weapons. This may well have been a perfect trap because it appears that Buea
warriors mandated to shoot at the enemies were a stone through from the barricades waiting for
action. It is unclear who opened fire. Schuckmann only claims that the Buea warriors in their

hideouts behind the barricade suddenly started shooting on the colonial army.®® At the end of this

% See the Acting governor’s report in DKB 111, 1892, 14-18; Translated and published by Ardener, Kingdom, 81-5.
5 DKB 111, 1892, 81.
% DKB 1l1, 1892, 81.
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first violent encounter between the Buea and the Germans, the leader of the colonial expedition,
Gravenreuth was killed. The encounter proved to be a disaster for the German government, and
the colonial army was forced to retreat to Victoria and later to its base in Douala.

The defeat of the Germans in the Gravenreuth tragedy made the German government
back home to begin to contemplate whether peaceful means of conquering the Cameroons were
not cheaper and preferable than military expeditions. Berlin therefore promptly wrote to Acting
Governor Schukmann, rebuking him that instead of giving into military adventurism, he should

focus on a peaceful opening of the Cameroon interior. The letter correctly noted that:

It seems as if the conception has gained ground that our colonial policy should be mainly oriented towards
the acquisition of military honours against wild tribes [emphasis mine], while on the contrary a Governor
will mainly contribute to the flourishing (Auschwung) of his territory when he knows how to maintain
peace, calm and security.5°

It is interesting that both the German officials on the ground and even those back home in
Berlin contemplating a more peaceful approach towards Africans all entertained these images of
Africans as savages and “wild tribes.” How would a Governor maintain peace with a “wild tribe”
without treating them as savages? And how would a home government advocate a peaceful
approach against a ‘wild tribe”?

In 1894 therefore, the colonial government decided that it was ready for the “savage”
people of Buea. It sent a military expedition against Buea even though the people clearly
preferred peace and despite an appeal from the missionary official in Buea to Acting Governor

Leist that “[he] would like to request [the Acting Governor] to refrain from sending a military

expedition to Buea” as he believed that peaceful methods and diplomacy with the people was the

8 Cited by Peter Geshiere, “Von Gravenreuth and Buea as a Site of History: Early Colonial Violence on Mount
Cameroon,” in Encounter, Transformation and Identity: peoples of the Western Cameroon Borderlands, 1891-2000,
ed. lan Fowler and Verkijika Fanso (New York and Oxford: Berghahn Books, 2009), 81.
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best approach.’® In that year, von Stetten led an expedition against the peaceful Bakweri. They
shot and killed both armed and unarmed people, burnt down villages and set the palace ablaze,
forcing the king and the people to surrender.™

The Germans seemed to have contended themselves that maximum violence against
Cameroonians such as burning down their houses and palaces would command respect. The
German commander who finished up the battle with the Bakweri made suggested that the
violence on buea was meant in part to pacify and deter and in part for communicative purposes
when he remarked that “the fact that the very powerful Buea people had been punished, their
stronghold taken and their royal compounds reduced to ashes, would certainly inspire more
respect for the government amongst other Bakweri.”’? The burning of the Bakweri houses and
the palace could not have been judged as a mere reaction to the killing of Gravenreuth and the
need to command respect for the colonial government. The burning post-dated the Bakweri
capitulation. A neutral expatriate in Buea, Knut Knutson, who witnessed the violence firsthand

attributed to it an imagery of animal hunting when he described it:

At Christmas time, when the church bells were ringing in peace and joy at home in England, Sweden and
Germany, the town of Buea was burnt down and the inhabitants, men, women and children were killed by
the [German] soldiers. The poor natives were hunted like animals and killed everywhere they found
them."7

Knutson again details how “poor children who tried to hide themselves in the grass” had
been (hunted and) killed.” According to Knutson, the Buea people confessed that they did not

understand for what reason the Germans had killed them, but concluded on their own that

0 Quoted in Ardener, Kingdom, 103-104. The letter was written to acting Governor Leist by P. Viester, the
apostolic prefect, missionary official in Buea who was negotiating peaceful relations between Buea and the colonial
Government.

1P, M Kale, Brief History of Bakweri (Buea: n.p, 1939), n.p.

72 Cited by Geshiere, “Von Gravenreuth,” 78

3 Knut Knutson, Swedish Ventures in Cameroon 1883-1923: Trade and Travel, People and Politics; the memoir of
Knut Knutson with Supporting Material, ed. Shirley Ardener (New York. Oxford: Berghahn Books, 2002), 162.

4 Knutson, Swedish Ventures, 163.
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Puttkamer most certainly wanted his newly drilled African soldiers to “have some exercise and
experience in killing black men.””® From the point of view of the victims, not only was the
killing unjustifiable, it was ‘ritualistic.” It is unlikely that victims of violence, like the Buea
people, would find it justifiable in any way. But measured against its objective of intending to
pacify the Buea people, the post-war burning of houses, hunting, and killing of children in Buea
certainly went beyond that goal.

In spite of the often unprovoked violence that the early colonial paramilitary state carried
out against the colonized, colonial officials’ reports characteristically presented the colonized as
the offender and a warmongering people who deserved punitive expeditions. Immediately after
the first violence against Buea in 1891, the Acting Governor von Schuckman, himself part of the
expedition that had matched on Buea presented a lengthy report of the incident in which he
falsely blamed the Buea people whom he said had been waging wars of terror against
neighboring groups. In his claim, “the Buea people were the terror of all other villages on this
side of the mountain, as they began disputes and wars at every opportunity,...”’® He went on to
say that bloodshed for the Buea people was almost an everyday matter. Later in March 1893
when Governor Herr Zimmerer himself visited the villages and inhabitants of the Buea people,
and although he did not have to carry any weapons around and was very peacefully received, he
went on to write in his official report that for the “mountain fold...bloodshed is almost an

everyday matter.”’’

5 Knutson, Swedish Ventures, 163.

76 Schuckman ‘Besuch des Gouverneurs von Kamerun in Buea’, DKB, IV, 1893, 288-289. Translated and published
in Ardener, Kingdom, 288-9.

" ‘Besuch des Gouverneurs von Kamerun Buea,” DKB, IV, 1893, 288-89; Translated and published in Ardener,
Kingdom, 98-100.
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Schuckman’s report, in particular, had earlier claimed that the over 150 soldier man
expedition that had set out to Buea was out for peace only to be attacked by the Buea people. It is
doubtful that a peaceful expedition would require over 150 soldiers with Maxim guns,
ammunition, and other weapons, just to visit a people. Edwin Ardener is not convinced of the
colonial rhetoric of the “supposed peaceful intentions” of the German marching column against
Buea.”® Colonial official reports on violence against Africans often presented a different picture
of the real facts of the matter. | note that the reports were however quite instructive, not
necessarily for what they said, but most importantly for how they said it and for what they did
not say. For example, shortly after the 1893 violence in Douala that erupted as a result of
inhuman treatment of the Dahomean mercenaries and violence on them and their women, Leist’s
official report only remembered that the Dahomean soldiers were moron slaves, hungry and most
repulsive, and ungrateful to have been redeemed from slavery at a very high price. He thought
that the people should have considered themselves to be in paradise in Cameroon in their
services for the colonial government, and charged that this “negro still lives in the present and
forgets the past.”’® The stigmatization of Africans as bellicose and bloodthirsty by the colonizers
was meant only to justify punitive expeditions on them. Contrary to the representations in
colonial narratives, Africans were not as warlike. As evident from colonial reporting which 1
have cited, the rhetoric about ‘savage’ and ‘warlike’ had far more to do with the analogy of

giving a hated dog a bag name to hang it.

8 Edwin Ardener, Kingdom on Mount Cameroon: Studies in the History of the Cameroon Coast, 1500-1970
(Providence and Oxford: Berghan Books, 1996), 85.
78 Deutsches Kolonialblatt (4-6 February 1894): 91-93.
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Violence on the Cross River Peoples

The Cross River peoples are various Bayang ethnic groups spread out and inhabiting the
Cameroon Western borders with Nigeria. In 1904, these people were subjected to violence from
German colonial authorities.®’ Colonial authorities viewed these people as a stumbling block to
their trade practices, especially as they often refused to work in German plantations and also
refused to let the Germans bypass their middleman monopoly. On 14 January 1904 in what was
codenamed the “Mpawmanku wars,” the German military station leader at Ossidinge led an
expedition of forty-men against Chief Mpawmanku’s Bachama Village for threatening GNK
traders. Passing through the Boki villages of Abonando and Kajifu, Count von Puckler-Limpurg
and his team reached Basho on 19 January 1904. Chief Yaya of Ketuya-Basho granted the
District officer and his team a hectic reception. Excitedly flippant, one of the soldiers revealed
their mission to the Chief.8!

The mission in question was the German plan to pacify the people. The Chief
immediately informed others that the Germans were in for war. Here were the Germans invading
a people without cause, and not even a declaration of war, and even the hospitality of the
ignorant Chief was not enough to restrain the Germans. In any case, Basho people ambushed the
colonial army at River Mawne on 22 January 1904 and killed half of the soldiers, including the
leaders of the expedition himself, von Piickler-Limpurg. 8 The first gunshot had come from the

Germans on 22 January, and by February, the Anyang had inflicted a heavy defeat on the

8 For details of the violence and the wars of resistance these people fought against the Germans, see, Wilson Ebi
Ebai, “The Anyang and the Mpawmanku Wars, 1904-1906-1906,” in La Politique de La Mémoire Coloniale
Allemagne et au Cameroun — The politics of Colonial Memory in Germany and Cameroon: Actes du Collogue a
Yaouneé, Octobre 2003-Proceedings of a Conference in Yaounde, October 2003, ed. Stefanie Michels. (Minster; Lit
Verlage, 2005), 65.

81 CNAB, Ba/1916/2, 330/17A.

82 Ebai, “The Anyang,” 65.
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Germans on what was only the first phase of the war. Mouths later in August 1904, the Germans
launched a surprise attack and unleashed a chain of violence on the Cross River inhabitants. The
colonial army poisoned food crops in the farms, burnt houses and hunted the heroes of the first
phase, then hanged captured/surrendered soldiers. Eyongetah and Brain capture strongly the

image of German violence during this period:

Throughout 1905, the whole country Mamfe to Basho was terrorised, villages were burnt, crops destroyed

and men and women shot down unmercifully. At Obonyi six men were hanged and at Basho and Kekpani

more.83

The German brutality and deliberate attempt to annihilate the Anyang population obliged
the people to rush for peace when the notables quickly surrendered themselves to the Germans.
Even though the Chiefs surrendered, had not caused the war (they had justly defended
themselves against German invasion), the Germans proceeded to execute the Chiefs alongside
notables, who the Germans considered to have led the resistance.®* To keep the postbellum
Anyang villages permanently humbled, the Germans then established a military post at Basho
therefore. Akin to the report of Acting Governor Schuckmann earlier on the impact of the
German punitive expedition on the Buea, the British Resident of Ossidinge Division, Hunt, in
1916 saw the military post as serving to humble the Anyang people and make them
cooperative.®5 When the British district officials later reported about the region in 1924, they
were also of the opinion that the Germans had pacified the cross River people through the
Mpawmanku wars. Ironically, they noted that German brutalities and violence on the Cross

River people had turned them against the Germans during the war of 1914-1916.%¢ Mr. Hunt,

8 Tambi Eyongeta and Robert Brain, A History of the Cameroon (London: Longman, 1974), 93.

8 Ebai, “The Anyang,” 70.

8 CNAB, 1916/3, 1034, W.E Hunt, 1916. Annual Report on Ossidinge Division, Cameroon Province, 1916.

8 CNAB, E.P 512, B.E Sharwood Smith and L.L Cantle, “Assessment Reports on the Anyang and Manta Tribes of
Mamfe division, Cameroon province, 1924.
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then the serving British District Officer to Ossidinge in the newly conquered territory of
Cameroon from the Germans reported that the people were happy to have been relieved from

German rule and placed under the British.8’

War with the Kom or the Kom Resistance®®

In 1904, an anti-colonial war broke out between the Kom ethnic grouping and colonial
administration in the Bamenda Western grasslands. The causa belli for the war hinges on
motives of subjugation on the one hand and elements of respect and honor on the other. A certain
German station commander in Bamenda made a blunder that was regarded by the Kom leader
and his people as an affront to the honor of the King. It began with an incident to that effect.
Besides colonial reports that make reference to this incident, the story was narrated to me in its
entirety by one Prince Henry Mbain.° | later corroborated the story with some several notables
of Kom, and during conversations with many others who possessed knowledge on the subject.
According to the narrators, and in line with the available written records, sometimes in 1904, the
German Colonial administration was becoming increasingly impatient and offended over what it
perceived to be the recalcitrance of the ruler of Kom and his outright refusal to submit to colonial

authority. The German military commander at the Bamenda military station then resolved that he

8 CNAB, Ba/1916/2, 330/17A, Annual report on Cameroon Province, 1916. Correspondence and Report attached.
Mr. Hunt was then the serving District Officer of Ossidinge. Excerpts of his report are reproduced here in first
person by E.C Duff, at the time Resident of Cameroon province in 1916. Duff was making his annual yearly report
of the Cameroon Province, which often built on reports of individual District Officers of the various districts. One
can notice from Mr. Hunt’s report that though it was suggestive of the ruthlessness of the Germans over
Cameroonians, words like ‘native,” ‘bushmen’ and so on, conveyed to the British images of the people of Cameroon
in similar ways as was the case with the Germans.

8 The account of the Kom-German war of resistance is brilliantly detailed by Paul Tuh Kiawi, ‘The Kom-German
War, 1904-05: The Kom War tactics.” (MA Thesis, Universitty of Buea-Cameroon, 2001). | am particularly grateful
to Kiawi, for making the thesis available to me for use here, and for the productive conversations | have had with
him on the subject.

8 He was a long time serving archivist in Cameroon National Archives in Yaounde and later before. He was a
Prince of the Kom kingdom and granted interviews to many researchers in Camerooup a Master Degree program
course paper on the Germano-Kom War. The story was later repeated to me in 2011 by other Kom notables when |
interviewed them in respect to a UCLA History Conference paper | wrote on Social and Cultural Change in Kom.
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would demonstrate the invincibility of the German colonial might by humiliating the Kom ruler.
Word was sent to the Kom ruler that he should send food stuff and laborers, alongside one of his
daughters to the German station in Bamenda.*® He must make sure that his daughter
accompanied the laborers, such was the firm instruction. On receiving this news, King Yuh of

Kom is quoted to have “roared” in anger that:

The Germans will not dishonor me [emphasis mine]. They want to do to my daughter what they have done
to daughters and women of weaker fons [kings]. | am fon [King] of Kom and | command many other
fondoms [Kingdoms]. No one has ever dared my power. Go to the Germans and tell them that they can
never dishonor me.®

Part of the responsibility of men of honor — a very important one — was the protection of
their women against harm of any type. Even ordinary men enforced honor by standing up to their
women and protecting them. Thus it became almost certain that an affront on the daughter of a
powerful ruler like the one of Kom was doomed to result in armed confrontation. The Kom
leader was adamant that the German request for his daughter to carry food to the Germans was
insulting, disrespectful and dishonorable to his person.®? Thus he hastily sent a firm message to
the Germans, inviting them to war. He sent wood ash, and in an attempt to understand the
meaning of wood ash as a response message within the grassland customs, the Germans were
told that it meant an invitation to war, precisely that the Germans would be blown off like ash if
they dared the Kom in war.®® In Kom, a usual way to declaring war against an enemy was when
two bundles, one containing ash and the other containing wood, were sent through special

envoys to a potential adversary. If the potential adversary chose the bundle of camwood, it was

% Interview with Prince Henry Mbain, Buea, March 1999. See also, CNAB, G.V Evans, Annual Reports, Bamenda
Division, Cameroon province, 1925; Nkwi, Traditional Government, 139-140.

%1 Prince Mbain, Interview.

92 See Kiawi, "Kom-German War," 2001:72-73; Nkwi, Traditional Government, 139; Paul Nchoji Nkwi, Traditional
Diplomacy: A Study of Inter-Chiefdom Relation in the Western Grassfields, North West Province of Cameroon
(Yaounde: SOPECAM, 1987), 85.

9 Nkwi, Traditional Diplomacy, 85.
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regarded as a sign of submission and war booties or demands would be requested from the ruler.
If on the other hand, the ruler had chosen the bundle of ash, then he would have settled for war.%*
In the case of this incident with the Germans, no room was given to a choice. Only a bundle of
ash was sent, meaning already a declaration of war. This helps to situate the gravity of the
German offense, asking the leader of Kom to send forth his own daughter for sexual gratification
of the colonists. What then followed was a fierce war between the colonial army and the Kom
warriors.

The German colonial army comprising mainly of Bali, Ewondo, and Sierra Leonians left
Bamenda for an attack on the Kom. As the enemies approached, the Kom adopted the strategy of
poisoning the waterways at the fords, from which many advancing schutztruppe members drank
and died.*® With largely rudimentary weapons and comprised of swords, spears, lances, clubs,
stones, catapults, slings, cutlasses, iron-tipped arrows, Dane guns, and shields, manufactured in
the local industries in Kom by blacksmiths®® the Kom people engaged the multifarious, well
drilled and well equipped colonial army in a seventh month fight. And as the British official was
later to observe in the 1920s, the Germans found the Kom a ‘hard nut to crack.”%’

The Kom incorporated topography in their war strategies. To understand how one needs
first a brief knowledge of this topography which became an important feature of planning
warfare in Kom. As one British official saw it in the 1920s, “the whole [Kom] country is

extremely rugged and broken, with rolling uplands of an average altitude of from 4,000 to 6,000

% Kiawi, “The Kom-German War,” 72.

% Christraud Geary, "Ludwig Brandl's Historical Notes on the Kingdom of Kom (Cameroon), Paideuma 26 (1980):
68.

9% Kiawi, “The Kom-German War,” 77; D.O Evans in 1927 observed from his interview with the Kom leaders that
the weapons they used to fight the Germans were mostly spears, matchets, Dane-guns etc.

9 Saint Thomas Aquinas Major Seminary Archives and Library, Bambui, (hereafter STAMPS), Ad/2, Mr. G.E
Evans, District Officer, An Assessment Report on the Kom (Bikom) Clan of the Bamenda Division, Cameroons
Province, (copy from Buea Archives Office), British Cameroons, 1927.
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feet...” In part for strategic reasons, the capital of Kom, Laikom, was located on top and around
some of the highest points. In fact, “in the vicinity of Laokom [sic] and actually at Laokom [sic]
itself, which is 6,300 feet above sea level, some of the highest points in altitude in the Division
are attained.” This circumscribed Laikom area of 6,300 feet up, situated on the top of a rugged
tableland, had been chosen by the original Kom settlers “as a place where they would probably
be immune from attacks by their then enemies.” In part because of the ability of the people to
incorporate their topography into their military planning, they posed the Germans “a certain
difficulty in subduing them.”%

Given the forested nature of some of the parts of the land, the first strategy was to make
their leader inaccessible to the enemies by hiding him in one of the thickest and hidden forests.
This posed a serious problem for the attacking colonizers who often tagged victory by capturing
and humiliating the leader of the resisters. In the seven-month long war of resistance that ensued,
the Germans entered Kom villages, burning houses in ruthless fashion, and “appointing men of
their own selection to look after various villages after the inhabitants had been subdued.”®® Most
Kom men joined in the fight against the Germans, making the capture of Laikom a very difficult
task for the Germans. When the Germans finally captured Laikom, they burnt it down, together
with the burial ground of the previous Fons. This act, considered by the Kom a desecration, was
unforgivable, such that the Kom remained passive resistors to German authority, and were only
kept in check by colonial militarism. This resistance would quickly resurface during the 1914
war. In a nutshell, The Kom resistance led to the death of too many old men, not through gunfire

but through hunger and starvation. During the war, the Germans burnt down the houses of the

%8 STAMPS, Ad/2.
9 STAMPS, Ad/2.

81



old men, causing them to take refuge in the bush, during which time they died, on account of
lack of food and the cold they endured. The truth is that during that war, more men perished in
hunger and cold than were ever actually killed in battle.%

In spite of their war losses, the Kom felt that they had upheld their honor by fighting
against the Germans. Foyn Fuh particularly assembled his council of elders at the end of the war,
and told them that by not letting the white man defile his daughter, and by not letting the white
man capture him, and by challenging a multiplicity of colonial soldiers of different ethnic
formations fighting for the white man, he had defended his prestige and honor that he was

unconquerable. 0t

The Northern Resistance and Conquest

The 1884 treaty with the coastal Duala did not empower the Germans over the Cameroon
inland peoples, but on account of the so-called principle of effective occupation agreed on by the
colonizers at Berlin in 1884/85, the Germans were poised to conquer, subjugate and rule all
inland Cameroonians. The urge to wage colonial wars on a particular people was strongest if the
region was particularly economically promising, with trade prospects, and if the people showed
signs of standing in the way of the colonialists. It was also very strong if the people had a firmly
established political system, which was often matched with the presence of an army. The
Adamawa region in the North of Cameroon fitted this prescription in its entirety. The German
Colonial Society particularly urged the effective occupation of Adamawa through the
establishment of a military station in Garoua. Once the well politically established rulers of

Adamawa showed signs of reluctance to surrender their sovereignty to the colonizers, the

100 STAMPS, Ad/2.
101 Prince Mbain, Interview.
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colonizers resolved that wars of colonial subjugation in that region were inevitable. In fact, the
first German envoys to Yola and parts of Adamawa, seeing that the rulers were not willing to
bulge, told their countrymen that European intrusion in Adamawa had made "a war of
extermination between Fulla and European civilization inevitable."1%?

Thus in January 1899, two companies of the colonial army, one from Douala and the
other from Yaounde, all totaling over 300 black soldiers led by white German officers, undertook
to attack and subjugate the North. The first target in Adamawa were the Njilla people, whose
town the colonial army found well-fortified by a wall and moat, and a picket fence that ran over
the wall.1®® Njilla people mobilized, and defended their town by spreading arrows, spears, and
missiles against the advancing colonial army. But the colonial army with their superior weapons,
training and skill overcame the people, and Njilla town was burnt. Much was looted by the
colonial army.1%* Much of that which was looted, including precious cultural artifacts of the
region, was later used to enrich the Berlin Ethnographical Museum.%®

After Nilla, the colonial army launched a surprise attack at Tibati in April, while at least a
part of its army was away on a campaign in the Tikar country. With part of his army away,
Lamido Muhammad of Tibati could do little. With news of advancing enemies, he stationed
some of his troops at various regions of the route to Tibati to defend the town at all costs. But the
enemies advanced, and after five days of forced marches with porters bearing the brunt of the

hardship, overcame the Tibati troops and forced the Lamido to flee and entrench himself in the

102 Njeuma, Fulani Hegemony, 179.

103 p. Miillendorff, “The Development of German West Africa (Kamerun) (Delivered at the Ordinary General
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1902): 81-2.
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well-fortified town of Sanserni. Once again, the colonial army looted accordingly. Not even with
the strongest army of an estimated strength of ten thousand Infantry and three thousand
Horsemen had the Lamido been able to prevent the colonial army from seizing Tibati. However,
his entrenchment at Sanserni with such an army continued to pose a real threat to the
colonizers.1% How is it that the colonial army succeeded to take Tibati? Amongst many others,
the cooperation of the Hausas was paramount. The Hausas who formed the core of the German
colonial troops had told their kinsmen involved in a trade that with Tibati under German rule, all
trade restrictions would disappear. Thus Hausa cooperation was guaranteed, as well as many of
the village Chiefs who were under Tibati had been, for fear of destruction, denouncing Tibati and
submitting to the Germans.

The colonizers later attacked the Lamido in his entrenched position, shooting and killing
all his body guards and capturing him. They took the Lamido to the market place where he
declared his deposition and the Germans got someone ready to submit to their authority and take
instructions from them to replace him. The new ruler, Muhammad's second cousin, Yerima
Chiroma, was installed as 'sultan of Tibati in the name of his Majesty the Emperor and King of
Germany.%” The Germans had the practice of treating their defeated victims to death, with
indignity, including even persons who had been highly dignified rulers of people. After the
defeat of Lamido Muhammad of Tibati for example, von Kamptz subjected the deposed Lamido
to all forms of indignity, including making him walk on barefoot so that he fell sick and died on

the way.
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The success of the Germans in Tibati, one of the strongest military powers in the entire
Adamawa emirate, sent a strong signal to others, effectively removing potential Fulani resistance
to German rule in the south of the emirate, including Ngaoundere and Banyo. And as by its very
nature the Adamawa Emirate or the entire Sokoto Caliphate did not have an established system
of coordinated military action against external enemies, and as the Germans gained knowledge of
the fact that the emirate would not unite in a military action against them (the colonizers), they
proceeded in a systematic fashion to break down by force Fulani authority in all districts, except
the district of Rai whose isolated position in the heart of the stretches of woodland country made
it virtually impossible to take and retain by force until 1910.1%®

In August 1901, the colonial army attacked Lamido Aba of Ngaoundere and his people
for resisting colonial rule, and after two and half hours of fighting, killed the Lamido, burned the
Royal Palace, and forced the people under colonial rule.’?® After Ngaoundere, the colonial army
of conquest marched on to Garoua, conquering it in November 1901, after serious engagement
with Fulani cavalry and foot soldiers.°

Up to 1907 in the North and even beyond, the Muslims there were still resisting German
colonial rule. In that year, a radical Muslim Cleric — Goni Wadai — who had spent more than five
years providing military training to his followers in Ngaoundere, mounted a well-armed
resistance against the German colonizers, who he and his followers saw as infidels. Drawing his
support predominantly from the Muslim population, Wadai aimed to put an end to German

colonialism and reinstitute radical Islamic rule. Against the odds of German colonial brutality
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and violence, Wadai led an army against the German stronghold in Garoua on 19 July 1907. As
had been the fate of other resistance movements, the superiorly armed and better led German
colonial army crushed Wadai’s resistance movement, massacring almost all his entire army. 1!
Let me be clear. On a case by case analysis, and measuring specific periods, colonial
wars proved to be far more devastating and humanly costly than pre-colonial wars in Cameroon.
With the exception of the slave trade era and raids, but most specifically in the nineteenth
century, most inter-ethnic wars in the Northwest region of Cameroon deemed to be the most
warlike, lasted for only a couple of days. What was judged to be a ‘full-scale’ war between two
major ethnic groups usually lasted one-five days, with the number of deaths on both sides usually
not exceeding ten persons. Specifically, major groups in the region like the Kom, Nso, Bali, and
Bafut had occasionally been involved in wars against each other, over issues of land, hegemony,
and so forth. But all those wars put together in the nineteenth century hardly killed hundreds of
persons.'? On the other hand, the number of persons killed in colonial wars with the Germans
for only during a period of thirty years must have been far greater than the dead for over the
century preceding German rule. A tip of the iceberg! On 19 November 1901 a well-equipped
German mercenary force consisting of five Europeans and 117 African soldiers killed 300 of the

Emir of Garoua’s troops in an attempt to subjugate him to colonial rule. Not long afterward, on
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20 January 1902, Lieutenant Hans Dominik’s small and well-drilled contingent armed with
modern weapons killed again 500 of the Emir’s troops in Maroua. And after the engagement and
on Dominik’s orders, the Emir’s wounded soldiers left behind on the battlefield were
slaughtered.!®® These numbers, Killed in only two engagements, certainly dwarfed the total
number of soldiers killed in Cameroon in the so-called inter-tribal wars in the nineteenth century
before the Europeans showed up. Earlier in the Bamenda grasslands, the two expeditions against

the Bafut for example alone registered 1,062 dead.!*

The Duala Resistance, 1910-1914

The group that posed one of the most challenging and troubling resistance to German
colonialism was, interestingly, the people who had signed a treaty of annexation in 1884. The
Duala resistance to German colonialism is of utmost importance in so far as it caps up the anti-
colonial atmosphere that reigned in Cameroon on the eve of the 1914 war. In fact, the German
historian Adolf Ruger, who has done the most extensive study of Germano-Duala relations, has
viewed the Duala resistance against the Germans as a truly nationalist resistance movement that
lay the foundation for even post-WWI resistance movements against colonialism in
Cameroon.!® It, therefore presents a classical example of one of my arguments in this study that
during WWI, Cameroonians would seize the opportunity to continue to resist colonial rule as
they had done over the years.

The trouble which the colonial administration had with the Duala takes us into an

understanding of the relationship between violence and the colonial agenda. In this, colonial
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violence can be viewed from the basis of the agenda of the colonial paramilitary state which
“derived its characteristics to a great extent from the fundamental assumption that the
protectorate was being run for the immediate and ultimate benefit of European capitalists and
settlers, and that the natives were entitled to consideration only in so far as they served this
purpose.”® It is therefore not surprising that the Germans were resolved to deal ruthlessly with
all Africans who stood on the way to achieving this goal. To realize its economic and separatist
agenda, the colonial government in 1910 drew up a plan meant to expropriate parts of the Duala
lands exclusively for white use. Even though the 1884 Germano-Douala treaty had given the
Duala the right to hold on to their lands, the colonial government profited from the ambivalence
of its dictated treaty terms to argue that the treaty had given them the right of management,
including land. Land was the last thing the colonized hoped to hold on to: “For a colonized
people, the most essential value, because it is the most meaningful, is first and foremost the land:
the land, which must provide bread and, naturally, dignity.”*’

Arguing, amongst many others that the expropriation contravened the terms of the 1884
treaty, the Duala resolved to resist. One of the Duala Kings — Dika Akwa, appeared at this time
to be leading the Duala in protesting against colonial practices and injustices against the
colonized. He was joined in 1910 by his son, Prince Mpondo Akwa, who had just returned from
Germany where for the past seven years he had been leading the fight in the Metropole against

the practices of the colonial government.!18

116 CNAB, Ba/1916/3, 1039, Reports on various matters relating to the Cameroons, 1916.

117 Franz Fanon, The Wretched of the Earth, trans. Coonstance Farrigton (New York: Grove Press, 1963), 9.
118 Emmanuel Ghomsi, “Resistance Africaine a L’imperialisme Europeen: Les Cas des Douala du Cameroun,”
Afrika Zamani, 4 (1975): 169.

88



When this expropriation plan was officially announced in late 1911, King Rudolph Duala
Manga Bell, then the new leader of the resistance movement, rallied his people and publicly
protested against the plan. The protest fell on the death ears of the colonial authorities. Given the
overwhelming influence of the German parliament, the Reichstag, in German colonial affairs,
King Bell then petitioned the Reichstag through his private secretary, Ngoso Din, who traveled
to Germany in February. Assisted by three German lawyers and two Social Democrats, Din
presented in February 1914 a Duala petition in the Reichstag.*'® The German Colonial governor,
Ebermaier, who was in Germany at the time of the Duala petition, was invited by the Reichstag
to respond to the petition. In the end, it seems that Reichstag recommended for the Governor to
return to Cameroon and resolve the matter to the satisfaction of both parties. Instead, when the
Governor got back, he decided to crush the Duala resistance in a brutal fashion.'?

At the point, the Duala resistance was beginning to snowball into a national one in which
King Bell aimed at rallying all the traditional rulers in Cameroon for a national anti-colonial
resistance. King Bell was resolved to solicit allied assistance for the overthrow of German
colonialism.*?! First, Bell contacted one Martin Paul Samba, leader of the Bulu in South
Cameroon who had attained the rank of German Army Captain but had fallen out with the
Germans and was in the process of mounting an anti-German colonial resistance. Bell and
Samba agreed to seek foreign assistance to overthrow the Germans. Bell was to obtain assistance

from the English and Samba from the French.'?? Bell then sent a messenger who was to enter
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Nigeria and obtain the support of the British colonial government there. The German colonial
authorities, however, intercepted the messenger.

Second, the Duala leader contacted Madola, leader of the Grand Batanga, south of
Douala.'?® To be clear, Bell succeeded in convincing others of the need for national resistance
against the Germans.'?* This was evident as some Chiefs and clan elders or headmen as well as
the Association of “Botiko ba Ngeke” began to organize others for a united front. During a Duala
assembly in April 1914, a secret letter was circulated detailing their plans, fighting spirit and
unity of action.!?® As observed by a German official, this unified resistance was already
spreading beyond Douala into neighboring places such as Bassa, Wouri, Abo and Pongo, the
Abo particularly supporting the Duala.'?® In continuation of realizing a national movement,
envoys were sent to other parts of Cameroon including Balong, Susa, Yabassi, Ngaoundere,
Dschang, Yaounde, Bali and Bamum, to rally every one against the German colonial authorities.
From the district of Yabassi, one influential Mfomu of Bodiman participated in a Duala
gathering in April 1914.12” Rudolf manga Bell even succeeded in a passionate speech to
convince the people of Muyuka, some 70 km North of Douala, to donate money in assisting in
fighting against the German colonial government.!?

The Duala tried to ignite a fear monger among potential supporters; that they should

rally against colonial rule otherwise, the colonialists were going to deal with them one by one.
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They sent other envoys to the grasslands. The German colonial authorities speculated that King
Bell had sent someone to contact the Fon of Bali, but they were unable to obtain proof.}? They
contacted Chief Tata of Bagam as well as the Sultan of Bamum.**° One Ndane was sent to the
King of Bamum, Sultan Njoya, to convince him to support King Bell and the Duala people in
their anti-colonial struggle. The King of Bamum was briefed by Ndane on the Duala plans,
which included plans to seek the support of England against Germany, so as to push out the
German colonizers and replace them with the English. Not only did the King of Bamum turn
down his colleague’s request for a national resistance against the Germans, he quickly betrayed
his colleague to the colonizers, and turned over Ndane’s message to the Germans via German
missionaries in Fumban.’*! Njoya’s betrayal led to the arrest of Rudolf Manga Bell, Ngoso Din,
Mfomu and others in May 1914.132 In any case, it can be said that for the very first time in the
history of the Cameroon colony, the Duala resistance attempted, and perhaps with a fair amount
of success, to organize a national anti-colonial movement in Cameroon where the country would
be delivered of the violence and misery of German colonialism.*® The outbreak of the 1914 war
and the invasion of Cameroon would provide just that opportune moment for Cameroonians to

show such wide hostilities and resistance to German rule.
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Upon the outbreak of the 1914 war, the colonial authorities, wanting to maintain political
peace by all means possible decided on a summary treatment of King Bell. He was accused of
high treason and complicity with the enemies — Britain and France, then together with Ngoso Din
and Martin Paul samba, summarily tried and found guilty on 7 August 1914, then quickly
executed the following day.’** Bell’s execution happened against appeals for clemency from the
foreign missionaries in Cameroon.*® Contrary to colonial calculations, this violent termination
of the life of a Duala King and other important Cameroonian leaders would make matters worse,
turning the Duala madly against the Germans in the course of the 1914 war, as would be seen in
subsequent chapters.

Meanwhile, Prince Akwa who had been arrested in 1911 in Douala and deported to the
Northern part of the country had continued to lead the fight against colonialism and was
convincing the Sultans of Mindif, Ngaoundere, Kousseri and other dignitaries in Garoua to
mount a national resistance movement against the colonizers. Accused of subversion, colonial

authorities shot him in August 1914.13¢

Reaction from Germany
German violence and atrocities in the colonies did alarm some individuals at home.
Members of the Socialist Party in particular frequently evoked colonial issues in the Reichstag in

which they unleashed attacks at colonial officials, alluding particularly to their brutalities against
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Africans.® But by far the most troubling were the attacks of Erzberger, who was elected deputy
into the Reichstag in 1903 under the Zentrum party. Erzberger was “aroused by ... the brutality of
incompetent colonial administrators...the extermination of native populations...” that he led an
unending crusade against the format of German colonialism in Africa, unleashing as many
assaults as possible against colonial administrators, in both his Reichstag speeches and his
pamphlets.13 But it must be stated that Erzberger was not against the abandonment of
colonialism. He only sought to make it better and perpetual. In any case, specifically on the issue
of German brutality, Erzberger opined that the German “colonial civil service was in many ways
a disgrace to Germany.” While recognizing the value of the work done by Socialist and Liberal
critics of colonial abuses, Erzberger undertook upon himself to research and assemble an
edifying collection of individual colonial scandals, including those of Puttkamer in Cameroon. %
Erzberger felt that there was a need for special training schools for colonial officials to
prepare themselves systematically for colonial services, including an end to brutality. He missed
the point. The issue was not one of the competent or incompetent colonial administrators. It was
one of pacification, dehumanization, racialization and killing for sport. Little wonder, this attack
on German colonial scandals by a Reichstag deputy and the quest for better treatment of Africans
sparked off bitter criticisms from the German audience because “many Germans sincerely

believed in the superiority of the white race over the black™ and suggested “the corollary that
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negroes were the natural brewers of wood and drawers of water,” and that social Darwinism of
the survival of the fittest “provided an intellectual pseudo-justification for many [German] brutal
policies [against Africans].” Thus when in 1908 Erzberger made a speech at the Reichstag that
the African should not merely be regarded as a supplier of labor but should be looked “upon as a
human being possessing an immortal soul and a divinely appointed destiny identical with our
own,” many Right Wing honorable Reichstag members were outraged at such a disrespectful
attempt of trying to compare them with Africans, and a journalist in the press gallery broke into
loud laughter, since there was a widely held view in the Reichstag that “[ African] negroes were a
higher type of monkey, devoid of real human attributes.”*° When Erzberger and his supporter,
Adolf Grober, were outraged at the journalist’s and others’ views of the African, the Reichstag
broke into a pandemonium until the presiding officer called for order. The offending journalist
declared himself insulted and demanded an apology. The parliamentary sessions remained mute
for several days until a compromise formula of half-apology was found. This incident alone
underscores the impossibility of even a few Germans trying to convince the majority of their

countrymen that violence against Africans was indeed an act of inhumanity.

On African Complicity

It may not have escaped the reader’s attention that not only were Africans the majority in
the colonial army, but they were very involved in the violence meted out against fellow Africans.
In some instances, Africans acted more in excesses against their own than the European
Germans. How then do we blame the violence so described largely on the colonialists, and not on

the Africans themselves? True, the German colonial army that terrorized the Cameroon colony
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comprised more Africans than Germans. In fact, and statistically speaking, as of 1905, the
Protective Force, which had been renamed “Imperial Protective Force” since 1895, comprised
only some 60 German officers, 70 NCOs but up to 1, 150 Africans.'** This was the force
responsible for much of the early colonial violence in Cameroon. Consequently, many
colonialists, as well as pro-colonialist historians have quickly shifted the blame for much of the
colonial violence on the Africans themselves. In doing so, they point to the general character of
Africans serving in the colonial army. According to one historian on German Cameroon,
“natives have an almost innate tendency to exploit their fellows and to use to that end whatever
authority and powers they have.” He then claims that “guns and uniforms gave [ African colonial]
soldiers all too frequent opportunity to abuse their authority and to commit acts of violence
against unarmed natives, especially women.”*#?

The above claims fail to consider the complicated context of the colonial army, for which
the African rank and file, although being the majority, were drilled by European officers. For an
analysis of the product of the colonial army specifically in colonial Cameroon, let me start with
the following observation of a British colonial official in 1913:

The German native soldier is recruited from the whole West African Coast. He is well paid, supplied with
an excellent Rifle and equipment and is well fed and housed. He ... is trained to a very high pitch to act
individually, on his own responsibility....He joins the Schiitztruppen for the pay and more especially for the
loot. The latter is an understood thing and he is encouraged to expect it. He is periodically told on parade
that he is a member of the greatest army in the world, that everything he does is done for the Emperor,
‘whose soldiers are as the sands of the sea, and far superior to the soldiers of all other nations.” He is told
that there is only one flag, the German flag - that all others are as dirt. He is told that he is invincible and
can do no wrong. This he firmly believes. His word is always taken before the word of any number of other
natives. | have often heard him making a report to his Officer, which I have known to be a tissue of
barefaced lies. The worse of it is he is always implicitly believed. The German idea is that a German soldier
is 'ex officio' above suspicion.

141 Stoecker, ‘The Conquest,”79.
142 Rudin, Germans in Cameroon, 197.

95



According to my experience ... the average German native soldier is an absolutely unscrupulous liar, thief
and murderer....1*

First of all, the charge that “the average German native soldier is an absolutely
unscrupulous liar, thief and murderer,” does not seem to suggest an inherently precolonial
African character attribute, but rather a combination of the old and the new. Secondly, while the
African colonial soldier was “trained to a very high pitch to act individually, on his own
responsibility,” he was equally assured by his European officers that as a member of “the
greatest army in the world,” everything he did was done ‘for the emperor.’

Historians have offered insights into the violence of the colonial army, and specifically
of the role of African soldiers in the colonial military services. Michelle Moyd, for example, in
her study of East African soldiers (askari) as Violent Intermediaries in the making of
Colonialism in German East Africa, establishes that the violent colonial army was a product of
both European and African military cultures. While drilling their African soldiers, German
officers were equally informed by the askari precolonial ideas and ways of war. The African
colonial soldier thus became both a blend of his pre-colonial military experiences and activities
and European military drilling. Specifically, Moyd points out, practices of African soldiers of
plundering villages and expropriating goods from civilians in war and peace predated German

arrival in East Africa.l**
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Moyd further points out that training their African soldiers and letting them be
responsible for certain types of violence, colonialists sought to exonerate their guilt in some
ways. Particularly regarding the punishment of flogging and execution of askari men punished
for non-military and military crimes, senior African soldiers were made to perform the
punishments, a thing that in theory allowed German personnel to “create the appearance of being
above the frail, or as neutral adjudicators in cases against their askari.” Given this exercise of
independent action in the field by junior military officers, notes Moyd, “the excessive violence of
conquest and consolidation of authority in German East Africa must partly be attributed to the
premium placed on officers’ and NGOs’ abilities to decisively plan and execute operations
without supervision or approval.”4°

There is no denying Moyd’s analysis. Still, understanding the situation within both the
physical and mental training that the Germans gave to their senior African soldiers still
implicates European colonialists in some ways in the violence of the colonial soldiers. As the
block quotation above attests, many of the African senior officers had been mentally groomed to
believe they occupied a special status in the colonial apparatus, and that their independent
actions had both the explicit and implicit approval of their German officers and officials. Many
of them while acting independently, without any such explicit approval, genuinely believed that
they were acting in the interest of the colonial authorities. Also, we must consider the problem of
obeying military and administrative orders. So while Europeans sought to exonerate themselves
by letting their African senior soldiers take charge of most of the violent acts like flogging, those
soldiers were still under obligation to obey their European officers and administrators, who must

therefore still take most of the blame for the violence. Scholarship on violence in general, and
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more especially racial and genocidal violence has argued strongly on the responsibility of
officials and officers who either give orders to their subordinates to undertake acts of killing or
let their subordinates take independent actions. Moyd observes ways in which German officers
and colonial officials took responsibility for actions of soldiers under their care, whereby soldiers
who disobeyed military orders, or violated military discipline, were likely to face harsh
punishments, ranging from “extra duty, confinement with or without chain-gang labor, flogging,
fines, dismissal from the Schutzruppe, or some combination thereof.”**® Of course, some of
those acts of military discipline did also include unsanctioned soldier’s injustices and violence
against colonial subjects. If therefore acts of soldiers’ indiscipline, injustices, and brutal violence
against the colonized as in Cameroon went unpunished or were allowed to occur again and again,
then the onus of responsibility must fall on the colonial authorities and officers.

Although the precolonial African soldier had often equally been a terror to the civilians,
protecting certain social interests, the African colonial soldier had undoubtedly undergone
significant transformations that played a role in how he went about violence on civilian Africans.
Specifically, the creation of a colonial army introduced civil-military relations that were either
absent or less obvious in precolonial Africa. Having been drilled by his European masters,
putting on a foreign and distinct army attire, made to occupy a special social status, and
separated from the civilian population, the African colonial soldier lived in a world easily in
hostility with the African civilian world. Colonialism, Claude Welch argues, "introduced
tensions between the army and the society, differing qualitatively from the intra-societal tensions

of military organization."**’ With colonialism, African political structures became more
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differentiated and specialized, and the standing African colonial armies that were raised to
buttress political power with coercive control became clearly separated from the very societies in
which they were implanted. Note that for the most part, pre-colonial African societies did not
have a standing army, combat men often drawn from all able male so that there were no sharp
lines of cleavage or delineation that separated a society from its military arm.1* On the other
hand, the colonial state assembled a standing army made up of Africans, giving rise to civil-
military relations, infused with tensions and often time terror. "The word 'relations' suggests the
existence of two entities, distinct in their functions, personnel, and perspectives, within a single
over-arching framework. The study of civil-military relations involves the analysis of how a
government directs the policy of its coercive branch, while none the less permitting it to have
certain areas of decision-making autonomy."4°

In creating an African colonial military, European powers selected what they thought to
be war-like classes in Africa, recruited soldiers from those classes either by direct force of action
or through the complicity of their Chiefs, then elevated both the complying Chiefs and the
soldiers to a highly privileged position as against the bulk of their own people, thereby enabling
the soldiers to assume a lordly and oppressive superiority over the rest of Africans. Having done
this, Europeans were able to secure the attachment and loyalty of this very small and
insignificant African minority, whose interests stood opposed to those of the larger population.

They were made to feel that somehow they were part of the European nations.** This was only a
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fantasy. But it fulfilled its purpose. This new hostile civil-military relationship was once painted
by Nigerian Emir at the time when he described the German African soldier as “privileged caste
of native soldiers, infected with the arrogant militarism of Germany,” and designed to make “the
life of the [African] people an unlovely existence.”*®* With the creation of a colonial army, the
African colonial world was acrimoniously divided into soldier and civilian. The image of the
colonial soldier was such that in East Africa, for example, local inhabitants who had committed
no crime and had even paid their taxes still fled into the bush at the mere sight and arrival of an
askari.'>? Confirming this separation of the African colonial soldier from his own people, and
representing their ‘terror’ image, a German Protestant missionary noted that the African colonial
soldiers themselves became despised and feared by their people, and were: "die argste
Landplage, die grossten Rauber, die frechste, unverschamteste schandlischste Sorte von
Menschen, die mir in meinem Leben begegnet sind."*>3

African soldiers’ complicity in the killing of other Africans was facility by the practice of
cultural and ethnic difference. To have the African colonial soldier effectively pose as terror and
be an intermediary in realizing the colonial agenda, the colonized adopted the practice of using
African trained soldiers of different cultural and ethnic extractions against civilians of other
extractions. Some historians writing on and about Africa have erroneously conceived of Africans
as one homogenous family as if to say that there exist no cultural and genealogical differences

amongst them. This cannot be a helpful tool for analyzing African history. If nothing else, the
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practice of using Africans of different origins on other Africans is a powerful challenge to
assumptions of homogeneity. This practice validates Andreski’s thesis that greater ferocity and
savagery was more likely to occur amongst groups that exhibited great cultural and ethnic
differences. One can only imagine that this truth was well known by the Europeans. In
Cameroon, the initial recruits of Africans to serve as German colonial soldiers came from
neighboring African countries like Dahomey, Togo and the Sudan.™®* Not sharing any cultural
affinities with other Cameroonians, the task of using these soldiers to terrorize the people was
much easier. When, for example, the Germans began to recruit Cameroonians, they commonly
used soldiers recruited from different regions against ethnicities that were different from them,
like using soldiers of Northern origins against the southern peoples and vice versa, or soldiers of
the Central region against Southern and Eastern peoples and vice versa, and soldiers from the
grasslands against the coastal peoples. When in 1891 Gravenreuth bought the first set of soldiers
that formed the colonial force in Cameroon, he made them sign a contract to accept to be used as
mercenaries in the Cameroons. They were made to understand that they would do whatever they
were instructed to do, including killing Africans in punitive expeditions. Their lives, they were
told, depended on the phrase ‘obey and do as instructed.’*>®

Even when Governor Puttkamer later enlarged the colonial army, the majority of them
were mercenary Africans, coerced into violence against Africans. For them, the Whiteman’s

order was more than law. Africans serving in the colonial army either killed or they were

154 Rudin, Germans in the Cameroons, 192-3.

155 Leist’s report on the 1894 rebellion by the Dahomean soldiers showed that they were simply supposed to take
instructions from their Germans masters and do as instructed. See, Deutsches Kolonialblatt (4-6 Februar 1894): 91-
93.
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killed.™® Not only were they coerced into accomplices of violence, but they also had firm murder
targets to meet. | noted earlier in this study how Dominik’s African soldiers cut off women’s ears
to meet their given target. Also, when a German deputy Roren described in 1906 violence on
Africans through flogging, he stated that African soldiers responsible for the flogging had to do a
perfect job. If not, they were themselves flogged.®>” A story is told of the German Station
Director of Yaounde, Lieutenant Schennemann who once got a rumor that his black wife was too
intimate with certain “natives.” Based solely on this rumor, Schennemann ordered a certain
Cameroonian sergeant named Duara, to root out and punish the three suspects in such a manner
that they should not have the power to repeat the offense. Cutting off their manhoods was one of
the ways by which they could be rendered powerless. The Sergeant, however, landed in the
wrong Village. Fearing that if he could not give proof of having obeyed his orders he would face
the music of violence himself, he arbitrarily seized the first three “negroes he met, threw them to
the ground, and, as lying as they were, had them mutilated in the fashion ordered by [his master]
Schennemann, and left to their fate.”*®® This story underscores the plight of African-German
soldiers who came short of meeting their assigned targets of violence as instructed.

Furthermore, the violence of African soldiers on other Africans could be traced to the
specific personalities of the European officers who trained the Africans. Colonial European
senior military officers who drilled Africans into elements of terror were persons of questionable
morals. The truth is that many if not most of them "had broken the code of military discipline in

Germany or otherwise made themselves unacceptable to their own circles but were still

156 For circumstances of African complicity in the violence, see Fanon, Wretched of the Earth; Memmi, The
Colonizer.

157 Her Majesty Government, “Treatment of Natives,” 11.

158 Reported in Her Majesty Government, “Treatment of the Natives,” 38.
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considered fit for service overseas."'*® That many of these European officers, as well as colonial
administrative officials, who after drilling their first recruits of black soldiers quickly engaged
them in wars against other Africans for less obvious reasons or justifications somehow fits this
personality context. One European expatriate who witnessed one of the early colonial violence in
Cameroon cried out that African soldiers killing other Africans had been "drilled by men
[German white officers] who never thought of humane treatment [of Africans].1®°

In sum, continuous resistance against colonial rule was such that up to 1911-12, the
Imperial office openly admitted that “considerable sections of the population had not accepted
German rule."'®! Up to 1907, a German - Dankler - confessed the precariousness of German
colonial grip on Cameroon when he stated that the majority of the people had only been
"nominally subjected" to German rule.*®> On the whole, the German period was characterized by
fear, uncertainty, and violence. Both the local people and their leaders lived in perpetual fear, not
knowing when death would come. As one Bamenda grassland leader was later to tell a British
District Officer in the 1920s, “we never knew in German time when we would be murdered in
our beds and our houses burnt...”*%® A Bangwa man did not know when he would be shot or
hanged by the Germans, and could not sleep safely in his bed during the days of the Germans.%*
It was under these circumstances that the Great War broke out in 1914, with the Allies invading

Cameroon. As such it was to be expected that the Germans would have a hard time galvanizing

159 Helmuth Stoecker, ‘The German Empire,” 204.

160 Knutson, Swedish Ventures, 163.

161 Helmut Stoecker, “Cameroon,” 170.

162 DSA 1907,107; Nkwi, German Presence, 13.

163 STAMPS, A/2, Fon of Kom to British District Officer.

164 STAMPS, Af 13, 20, H. Cadman, An assessment Report of the Bangwa Tribal Area in the Mamfe Division of the
Cameroons Province (copy); Original file No. CNAB, Af 13, E.P 6859, 19 December 1922.
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local support. Instead, the majority of the Cameroonians would use the war as an opportunity to
show their opposition to German rule by massively supporting the invading army.
Conclusion

The chapter has explored German colonial violence in Cameroon from 1884 up to the eve
of the Great War. The gendered nature of violence was analyzed, demonstrating that in many
instances, gender was targeted. While violence on women inflicted physical pain and death on
them, it was often meant to be violence on the entire society. The sexual violation and flogging
of women under the watchful eyes of their men, the special sexual targets on girls of royal
descent, were meant to emasculate the men and the royal authorities who were real and imagined
adversaries of the colonial apparatus. By physically inflicting pain and sexual assault on women,
often under the watchful eyes of men, the colonizers aimed at breaking the social bonds that kept
the society intact. The dismantling of societal bonds, bringing men and women to their knees,
rendering them inactive and completely pliable, were the intertwining logics of colonialism. On
its face value, however, colonial violence sought to racialize, demonize, subjugate and pacify
Africans into a pliable colonized. While this was often the case in Cameroon, later stages of
specific violent episodes assumed forms that outplayed the very essence of the violence. Such
included the moments of excessive hunting down and killing of men, women, and children in a
manner reminiscent of killing ‘animals.” This being the case, | suggest that more research into
the explicatory tools of colonial violence is required. Although visually all the violence served
specific purposes, including communicative, the notion and practice of extermination that
seemed to linger among the colonizers was counterproductive to the colonial agenda, and seem
more likely to defy the existing explanations for colonial violence. So too was the practice of

violence on ‘peaceful’ and non-rebellious groups, or attempts of extermination of groups long
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after the wars of resistance in which they were involved had ended. This colonial violence was
going to hurt the Germans very seriously in their quest to mobilize and recruit Cameroonians for

combat activities against the Allied invaders in 1914.
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Chapter 3

Soldiers of Honor: War Conscripts and Preparation for War

Introduction:
Humanity's wars have revealed multiple motivations behind soldier’s intent to fight. Still, many
soldiers commonly enlisted in wartime were simply forced. This applied, mostly, to soldiers who
refused to come to terms with why they should fight at all, especially in a war they thought
wasn't theirs. Military and colonial administrative records collected from the British, Nigerian
and Cameroonian archives, as well as wartime newspapers, have unveiled interesting twists
about how Africans came to be recruited and conscripted by European belligerents to conduct the
Cameroon campaign of the 1914 war. Based on those records, this chapter demonstrates how a
fusion of historical forces - tangible and intangible motivations - readied tens of thousands of
Africans for combat activities in that campaign, but that majority of the soldiers were anything
but willing soldiers. Amongst the chief intangible impulses that pushed these soldiers into the
war, is what has been earlier identified by historian John Iliffe as martial honor. European
belligerents used messages coded in the senses of honor to enlist these African soldiers so that in
the end they were, arguably, soldiers of honor.

Part of the task of this chapter has been facilitated by the evidence presented in chapter
two. Considering the hostile relationship between the German colonial administration and
majority of the Cameroonian populations before the outbreak of war, the general response of

Cameroonians to European mobilization and enlistment as would be demonstrated in this chapter
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was predictably and expectedly pro-Allied and anti-German. The scope of the chapter includes
only the first few months of fighting in Cameroon. No attempt is made to examine details of the
fighting — the subject of the next two chapters.

The chapter first introduces the start of the Cameroon campaign, situating how and why
the country came to be involved in the war. It does so by highlighting the significance of Africa
in general, and of Cameroon in particular, in the 'total war.' The chapter relates several issues.
First, although the Allies quickly declared war against German African colonies and prepared to
invade German Cameroon by September 1914, the invasion was to depend solely on the
goodwill and availability of Africans as combat men. Similarly, the Germans were to rely
exclusively on Cameroonian soldiers for the defense of the colony. In all, therefore, the
Cameroon campaign boiled down to Africans fighting Africans. Second, the chapter
demonstrates that the 'success' of European efforts to conscript Africans and Cameroonians for
the conduct of the campaign in Cameroon was due in large part to the propaganda messages on

slavery, tailored to tweak Africans' senses of honor.

The Great War Comes to Africa

On 28 June 1914, Archduke Francis Ferdinand, heir to the Austrian throne, was
assassinated by a Serbian nationalist. This assassination debacle quickly plunged the two Balkan
countries (Austria and Serbia) into a state of war, and through a complex alliance system with
opposing European powers backing either Austria or Serbia, all of Europe also quickly
degenerated into war. The historical circumstances leading to the 1914 war and the causes of the
war itself, as well as the details of the opposing nations, are irrelevant to this study, but suffice it
to say that Africa soon became entangled in the war due to the involvement of Britain, France,

and Germany which held colonies in the continent.
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Although European powers had agreed in Berlin three decades earlier to keep Africa and
particularly the Congo Central Basin area out of a future 'European war" it was not to be. Once
war broke out, Germany soon fell into the long awaited trap of the Allies. Arguing for military
convenience, the German Kaiser broke a Belgian neutrality agreed upon long before the war. He
hastily invaded Belgium, using it as a passage to invade France. The Germans in East Africa also
assaulted Belgian posts found within the Belgian Congo Africa neutrality axis. Capitalizing on
the German breach of Belgian neutrality, the Allies found a pretext to invade German African
colonies. Germany quickly protested diplomatically and vehemently to Allied decision to extend
the war to Africa, as if wanting to 'eat its cake and have it back.'

The importance of Africa was such that the European belligerents could not do without
involving the continent in the war. Long before the outbreak of war in Europe, Africa, especially
because of colonialism, was at the center of European everyday life and diplomacy for many
years. In the words of one British observer in 1919, Africa had been, equally with the Balkans
where the immediate spell for war occurred, "the powder magazine of the world." In several
occasions, war seemed imminent in Europe because of what the agents of European governments
were doing in Africa. The African continent remained decisive in European power relations and
in losing or winning a European war. Africa thus might have well caused the Allies to lose, for
once war broke out, European belligerents turned desperately to Africa for the supply of combat
men. Some historians have argued that European imperial interests in the African continent
constituted some of the major tensions that led to the Great War.? This suggests an under-looked

significance of the African continent in the war, in which some Europeans sought to use the war

1 J.D Taylor, "Some Effects of the War on Africa,” The Missionary Review of the World 42 (1919): 439.
2 See, for example, Brian Digre, Imperialism's New Clothes: The Repartition of Africa, 1914-1919 (New York: Peter
Lang Publishing, Inc., 1990).
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as an opportunity to increase their African colonial possessions. In fact, in the Times of Nigeria
newspaper issue of 7-18 March 1916, one British colonial administrator particularly opined that
the main cause of the war "lay in Africa and the conflict of colonising ambitions™ on the
continent. LIoyd George himself quickly noted the significance of Africa when he declared that
the war was an imperialist war, with one of the Allied aims being to secure German colonies in
Africa.® Also, the Allies regarded the conquest of German Africa to serve as “valuable assets for
barter at the end of the war” should it become necessary.*

Most important, however, the significance of the African continent in the war hinged on
the willingness of some of the European belligerents, notably France, to use African soldiers to
fight some of the battles of the war in Europe. Significantly, therefore, the Allies, even more than
the Germans, needed to involve the African continent in the war by all means possible. In
particular, France's hope of winning the war relied on its ability to mobilize African soldiers on a
scale yet unknown in the continent's history. Other than the general importance of Africa,

however, Cameroon itself presented a distinct significance in the Great War.

Cameroon’s Significance in the War

News of the outbreak of war was first received by the German population in Cameroon,
at IEast unofficially, on 1 August 1914, at which time the German nationals who were having a
concert began to celebrate.® In the words of one German woman in Cameroon at the time, they

transformed their concert into a jubilant demonstration, with speeches given, and enthusiastic

3 See, C. Seymour (ed.), The papers of Colonel House Vol. Il (London, 1926), 240.

4 Charles Lucas (Sir), “The late Campaigns in Africa,” in The Partition and Colonization of Africa (Oxford:
Clarendon press, 1922), 176.

5 "Kriegs-Erlebnisse in Kamerun," Detroiter Abendpost, 22 March 1915. | am grateful to Helena Ratte, for digging
out this article in the German language, and very generously tr