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Abstract 

The paper examined the evolution of African boundaries and the 

adoption of the concept of uti possedetis juris or boundary status 

quo, it was argued that the inviolable inherited boundaries is a 

negation of the desired goal of regional economic cooperation and 

integration and Pan African ideal of cultural contacts and political 

unity of the continent. In the West African sub-region, since 

boundary maintenance sharpens the boundaries, the need for 

economic cooperation and integration based on the European Model 

of European of the regions was highlighted. It was also indicated 

that there is much more similarities than differences between the 

African and European boundaries and the potentials for regional 

integration based on African regions or “Afrigios” exists. To ensure 

the acceleration of regional cooperation in the sub-region, the paper 

conclude that there is a need for a new orientation to convert the 

boundaries from their “barrier” function to that of “bridges” of 

opportunities for cooperation and integration. 
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Introduction 

Regional economic integration demands the effective devaluation of 

the barrier functions and effects of boundaries between participating states. 

The elimination of the borders as barriers and its promotion and bridges 

between one another constitutes the acid test of sincerity of purpose of the 

nation-states engaged in a regional integration project. Whereas, 

manifestations of inviolable national boundaries, including the exercise of 

restrictive controls, suggests absence of a sense of commitment and a lack 

of political will on the part of the participating states. However, the desire 

and necessity for regional economic integration in Africa has never been in 

doubt since the attainment political independence, but the efforts to date 

have remain an affair of governments rather than focusing on the people. 

While pro-integration decisions usually agreed by summits of Heads of 

States and Governments, have not been implemented by the individual 

national authorities, actual integration at the grassroots level of African 

peoples themselves as evident in the numerous and complex networks of 

socio-economic interactions and transactions across all the international 

boundaries, remain painfully ignored by state actors (Nguane 81). In the 

place of familiar but essentially obsolete state-centric and sovereignty-

concerned assumptions and frameworks and projections such as the ill-

fated 1980 OAU Lagos Plan of Action, new cornerstones are constantly 

being sought not only in the more compelling sovereignty-perforating 

realities of shared environmental concerns, and transborder natural and 

cultural resources, but also in the vibrant regional networks of informal 

business transactions. 

There was a reformulation of approach as was impelled by hard facts 

of a new world order characterised by inter-dependence and resulting from 

technological revolutions which, in the second half of the twentieth century, 

have produced such inherently sovereignty-disrespecting innovations as 

nuclear rocketry, mass industrial production of goods and services 

(Asiwaju 82). There are also multinational business operations, panasonic 

telecommunication and mass transportation systems and, above all, a 
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distinctly novel international environment characterised no more by a 

concern for a balance between super powers but by mega-regional 

economic integration formations, notably the European Community and 

the North American Free Trade Area (82). 

In the light of the above therefore, the quest for regional integration 

endeavours in Africa must be re-formulated on the realities of African 

historical past. In particular, the new effort must recognise the necessity for 

additional blocs which allow for a new development from a bottom-up 

rather than from top-down approach which has failed to yield expected 

resultss. The charting of a new path for regional co-operation and 

integration has to take full account of such extremely compelling but 

hitherto neglected grass-root realities of transborder relations and 

interactions, including the massive regional business transactions (Zartman 

163). Consequently, African borderlands (i.e. lands and local populations in 

proximity to a border) which have always resisted the barrier effects of 

boundaries of the colonial and post-colonial states, must be recognised both 

as the natural starting points for regional integration and as critical areas 

for its propagation and sustenance. Shared international boundaries must 

be reconceptualised and systematically promoted, no longer as factors of 

“risks” for conflicts and wars but as “opportunities” for international 

cooperation. Not only must concerted efforts be made to evolve 

mechanisms for peaceful resolutions of border conflicts, neighbouring 

African States must be engaged in conflict preventing and integration-

promoting transborder cooperation in planning and development. 

Unlike in Europe and North America, the peoples of Africa did not 

voluntarily determine the formation of nation-states and their boundaries 

on the continent. Rather, contrary to the African concept of kingdoms, 

empires and chiefdoms defined in terms of people and their cultures, 

irrespective of where they choose to live or migrate to, agents of external 

interests balkanised the continent, imposing inflexible and permanent 

boundaries. These divisions that seemed so natural to imperialist powers in 
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faraway Berlin in 1884 displayed a painful ignorance of Africa’s physical, 

cultural, economic, political, and linguistic realities (Ikome 5). 

While it is widely accepted that the boundaries of contemporary 

African states are artificially superimposed and largely arbitrary as a result 

of their colonial origins, there is no consensus on whether this has been a 

liability for African states (5). Two schools of thought have enthusiastically 

led the discourse on the implications of these boundaries for post-colonial 

African states and their relationship with one another. The first is that of the 

‘revisionists’, who argue that the arbitrary nature of African boundaries has 

been a major source of instability and an obstacle to development, and that 

they should therefore be urgently revised (Asiwaju Boundaries and African 

Integration… 235 ; Nguane 86). 

The second is that of the ‘anti-revisionists’, who argue for the 

maintenance of the status quo. Scholars in this category advance three main 

arguments in support of their view. First, they argue that borders 

worldwide are artificial, and that the case for African exceptionalism is 

therefore weak (Sina 502). Second, while acknowledging the arbitrary 

nature of African boundaries, they have suggested that this has either had 

few damaging consequences, presented opportunities for African 

populations (Ikome 5) and, in some cases, served as assets for state 

consolidation. Their third and most popular argument is that, while it is 

true that Africa has suffered from its bifurcated nature, the costs of any 

attempt to adjust its boundaries would far surpass the hypothetical benefits 

of doing so (The Economist 17). 

At independence, the ‘anti-revisionist’ thesis appeared more 

appealing to both the departing colonialists and the emergent African 

leadership. Therefore, despite being aware of the haphazard and arbitrary 

nature of the inherited boundaries, African leaders agreed to maintain them 

as handed down by the colonialists. It was against this backdrop that the 

principle of the inviolability of national boundaries emerged as an axiom of 

Africa’s international relations (Bonchuk 232).  
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Statement of the Problem 

African leaders were conscious of the problems posed by their 

independence with the artificial boundary lines they inherited. This 

perhaps, inform their affirmation and declaration of adherence to the 

principle of respect for the sovereignty and territorial integrity of each 

member state by article III paragraph II of the Organization of African Unity 

Charter in 1963. Similarly, the Assemble of Heads of State and Government 

at the Cairo submit in 1964 solemnly declared that “all member states 

pledge themselves to respect the boundaries existing on their achievement 

of national independence” (Bonchuk “Pan-Africanism…” 232). This was 

based on the consensus that any attempt to review Africa’s borders would 

amount to opening a ‘Pandora’s box’ that could unleash a spate of violence 

and possibly anarchy on the continent. The context in which African leaders 

adopted what then appeared to be a pragmatic policy of territorial status 

quo is well captured in the declaration by the Malian founding President 

Modibo Keite: 

We must take Africa as it is, and we must renounce any 

territorial claims if we do not wish to introduce what we 

might call black imperialism in Africa … African unity 

demands of each one of us complete respect for the legacy that 

we have received from the colonial system, that is to say: 

maintenance of the present frontiers of our respective 

states.… If we desire that our nations should be ethnic 

entities, speaking the same language and having the same 

psychology, then we shall find no single veritable nation in 

Africa (Ajala 247). 

However, Africa’s international boundaries lack homogeneity and 

functional polities and rather than contributing to peaceful cross-border 

relations, their colonially inherited configurations have turned out to be a 

major source of conflict. All border in West Africa typify the artificial and 

arbitrary nature of Africa’s colonially inherited boundaries. Their long, 
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imprecise, and poorly demarcated border has been the most prominent 

cause of the volatile relations between these neighbouring West African 

states (24). It is this conflictual profile of Africa’s inherited boundaries that 

informed A. Gryomko to conclude that “African boundaries have a father 

whose name is colonialism” (Barkindo 30).  In the same vein, the then 

Nigerian Prime Minister and Head of Government, Sir Abubakar Tafawa 

Balewa was strongly in favour of boundary inheritance when he argued:  

… some of these [boundaries] were created artificially by 

European powers which even went so far as to split some 

communities into three parts, each administered by a 

different colonial power… [we] discourage any attempt to 

influence such communities by force or through undue 

pressure to change, since such interference could only result 

in unrest and harm to the overall plan for the future of this 

great continent (Bukaranbe 85).  

Balewa further re-affirmed his stand at the May 1963 submit of independent 

African States indicating that the African continent has been broken into 

different groups by the colonial powers. Similarly, the Ethiopian Prime 

Minister, Aklilu Habte-Wold and the Madagascan President, Philibert 

Tsiranana’s positions reflected Balewa’s view and indicated that, “it is in 

the interest of all Africans now to respect the boundaries drawn on maps, 

whether they were good or bad by the former colonial powers,” and that 

“redrawing the boundaries would no longer be possible, or desirable to 

modify (Bukaranbe 86).  

The issue of African boundaries became a serious matter during the 

Accra All-African Peoples Conference when the nationalists at that 

conference denounced the artificial boundaries created by the imperialist, 

they acknowledge divided African ethnic groups and culture areas, they 

were divided on the solution to this problem. Indeed, the Pan-African 

concept of African unity in spite of the artificial boundaries was articulated 

by Kwame Nkrumah’s idea that continental unity would re-address the 
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issue of artificial boundaries (Bonchuk 232). However, Balewa and other 

conservatives perceived the issue in nationalistic terms and stood for 

boundary status quo. This concept runs contrary to the transnational 

paradigm thereby locating the boundaries within the confines to 

boundaries as barriers. 

 In other word, the uti poseditis juris concept as it relates to African 

boundaries is derived from Roman Law and applied in international law, 

is more fully expressed in uti possediatus  meaning “as you possess, so may 

you process” (Boggs 79). By adopting the above principle, African Heads of 

States and Governments reaffirmed the artificial boundaries or boundary 

status quo. It was the adoption of boundary status quo with its 

inconsistencies and ambiguities that froze African boundaries and 

provided them with a legal framework for boundary functioning and 

maintenance. These ambiguities and inconsistencies, Raimoldo Strasaido 

explains, 

Border divided and unite, bind the interior and link the 

interior; they are barriers and junctions, wall and doors, 

organs of defend and attack. Boundaries can be managed to 

maximize either of these functions. They can be maintained 

as bulwarks against neighbours or made into areas of 

peaceful exchange (337).  

Harvey Star and Benjamin Most further under scored the binary view of 

borders that shared borders are like a coin with one side issuing with “risk” 

and the other with “opportunities” in cross-border interaction (40). But it 

has also been argued that interaction between adjacent states is a 

continuum with conflicts at one end and cooperation at the other. In the 

scheme of William Zartman: 

Any African state can have problems if it wants. The 

newness of African states and frequent irrelevance of their 

geographical frames to their economic, social and political 

lives make the continent more potentially susceptible to 

territorial disputes than any other (150).  
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Within this framework too, Lord Curzon argued, that boundaries are like 

“razor edges on which hang suspended the modern issues of war of peace, 

life or death to nations” (12). Therefore, the policy options available to 

African states are very clear, and indicative of the fact that African states 

policy option tend to gravitate towards conflicts and wars, and this clearly 

blurs the boundaries as sockets for harmonious cross-border cooperation 

and integration. 

 

Analytical Framework 

Until recently, it was customary for scholars interested in the study 

of international boundaries to focus mainly on the state-centric perspective. 

The perspective emphasizes the protective instinct of man in relation to his 

territorial space. It advocates that human communities are pushed into 

territorial protectionism in order to maximally benefit from the resources 

derived from the relevant portions of a territory. This theory tallies with the 

nationalistic conception of boundaries which emphasizes the notion of 

sovereignty and the sanctity of national boundaries, and a boundary regime 

governed by this theory is likely to encourage the sustenance of territorial 

division or separation, and could serve as generators of conflicts and wars 

between states. Territorial exclusiveness is very much pronounced in 

international boundaries where the affected states have ethno-cultural, 

religious or ideological affiliation. In such regions, it is argued that: 

…the exclusive function of boundaries is emphasized to serve 

as control mechanisms, to keep intruders away and to keep 

one’s own people and resources in. It is in this sense, the state-

centric conception of a boundary generates a fortress 

mentality, especially in those regions where integrative seeds 

have not yet germinated (Imobighe “Theories and Functions 

of Boundaries” 19). 
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The border paradox and ambiguities can also be explained in the context of 

the reality that:  

…borders divide, unite and bind the interior. They are 

barriers and junctions, walls and doors, organs of defence and 

attack. Frontiers or boundaries can be managed to minimize 

either of such functions. They can be militarized as bulwalks 

against neighbours or made into areas of peaceful interchange 

(Strassoldo 393).  

 

However, this binary view of borders and boundaries has remained a 

central problematique in international relations, where “shared 

international boundaries are like a coin, with one side issuing with risks 

and the other with opportunities in international interactions” (Star and 

Most 73). 

In contra-distinction to the classical or state-centric perspective, 

there is a “new thinking” or the transnational or the grassroots perspective 

espoused by Anthony Asiwaju and popularized by Michael Bonchuk and 

others. The transnational stance is unconventional and understandably less 

known to existing literature and policy making tradition. Nevertheless, the 

transnational perspective has been more responsive in terms of policy 

relevance to the realities of transborder border co-operation, management 

of shared resources and regional economic integration. The paradigm 

emphasizes the concepts of ‘contact and link’ rather than ‘separation and 

division’ as the ultimate function of boundaries. More importantly, the 

transnational perspective seeks to reconcile the nation-state imperative of 

territorial exclusiveness with the present realities of the growing inter-

dependence among nation-states. The paradigm focuses on particular 

divided cultural coherent areas where boundary lines have been drawn 

across:  

…well-established routes of transport and communication 

including an active sense of community based on ethnicity 

pertaining to common descent, strong kinship ties, shared 
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socio-cultural, religious and political institutions, economic 

resources, common mores and practices, and sea bed among 

others. In these culture areas, people with definite cultural 

identities have been split by an imaginary line into two or 

more fractions of pre-existing culture areas and placed into 

new socio-economic and political systems, removed from the 

parent cultural stock (Bonchuk “International Boundaries of 

Nigeria and Peaceful Management …” 83).  

 

Arising from the above therefore, this study would utilize both 

perspectives. However, emphasis would be placed on the grassroots or 

transnational perspective, not because it has won adherents in Europe and 

North America where the impact of transboundary resource management, 

cross-border co-operation and development and regional economic 

integration is being felt, but, it is very instructive for the ECOWAS sub-

region.  

 Regional integration on the other hand is indeed acknowledge as a 

major way out of the deep and worsening political and economic crises 

confronting post-colonial African states. These perhaps, explain why 

countries have consistently pursued policies of regional cooperation. With 

regional co-operation and integration, there are the prospects of ensuring 

long term socio-economic growth and development. This would reduce if 

not eradicate border conflicts between many adjacent states through 

systematic promotion of transboundary regionalism, predicated on 

international cooperation (Bonchuk “Pan-Africanism…” 234). After 

independence, various institutions for regional economic cooperation and 

integration were created and re-created at the continental and sub-regional 

levels. In spite of the above, not much premium has been placed on the 

revision of these boundaries as “bridges” to be used for regional and sub-

regional areas for economic cooperation and integration. “Transboundary 

regionalism” is a reference to a novel category of internationalism forced 

on territorial adjacent sovereign states. These states are compelled to 
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interact for reasons not only for common interest in human and natural 

resources straddled by a shared international boundary but also concerns 

about the cross border environmental impacts of human activities and 

natural disasters (Asiwaju “Borders in a Globalising World…” 114). 

 In this respect regional integration has been boosted by the 

spectacular success story of the European Union including the effective 

conversion of boundaries between member states from historic roles as 

barriers into new functions as bridges. This has influenced the phenomenal 

growth and expansion of both theoretical and empirical studies in various 

fields particularly border studies and have collaborated to widen and 

deepen the understanding of regional co-operation and integration as 

revisionist perspective on borders as opposed to the maintenance boundary 

status quo. Transborder regionalism in Europe began as uncoordinated 

informal initiatives across several international boundaries in Western 

Europe. The organization of “European Regions” or “Euregios” evolved 

and became new coordinating power of European integration from their 

initial status as informal organizations. “Euregios” now operate 

everywhere in the region’s formal institutions recognized by international 

law. This strategy has been adopted by the Scandinavian countries and in 

Eastern Europe since the demolition of the Berlin Wall (Bonchuk 235). 

In North America, this paradigm shift from Europe of the nation 

state boundaries to Europe of the regions is being canvassed and adopted 

in transboundary integration and management of shared natural resources. 

Transboundary regionalism is aimed at achieving trans-border micro-

integration that would dovetail into European macro-integration. This has 

been promoted by the Council of Europe (founded in 1949) and has been 

boosted since the 1980s following the adoption of a regional approach to 

planning and development by the European union a systematic promotion 

of the concept of a new “Europe of the Regions”, in contradistinction to that 

of the old Europe of the nation state with attendant boundary problems. 

Consequently, since 1980 when the European single act was initiated 

to anticipate the primacy of regions as choice points for planning and 
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development in European community, “Euregios” and associated 

transborder cooperative initiatives had become permanent features of 

European life with special reference to member states of the Council of 

Europe and the European Communities. More so, transboundary regions 

adopted by the association of European Border Regions with 46 such 

regions and association and located all over Western and Northern Europe 

is concentrated on the Rhine (Bonchuk “Pan-Africanism…” 234). Since 

then, transborder regionalism has gained tremendous significance 

culminating in the singing of 1980 Act of the European Outline Convention 

on Transboundary Cooperation between Territorial Authorities and 

Communities. Indeed, the coming into effect of the European single act 

enthroned the privacy of regions as the planning unit in border areas to 

reflect the concept of borders as “bridges” rather than “barriers” (Bonchuk 

“European Transboundary Paradigm…” 46). 

  However, this “new thinking” is yet to be seriously considered and 

adopted by African leaders as they still hole tenaciously to the concept of 

national sovereignty, thereby erecting barriers and obstacles of regional 

economic cooperation integration. As it is in Europe, the prospect for 

transborder regionalism in African exists and are irresistibly driven by 

some interlocking variables. These include the divided but related ethnic 

groups along and astride the international boundaries border economy and 

trade, availability of natural resources in some of the borders and the 

environment, and the sea bed, including the widely recognized necessity to 

build African regionalism and sub-regional integration on the realities of 

African history. 

 

African Boundaries and Regional Cooperation and Integration 

 Whatever our sensitivity about comparisons which make Europe the 

reference model point for Africa, it is fair to underscore the place of national 

boundaries in Africa as essentially a replica of those on the continent of 

Europe. In Europe as in Africa, with particular reference to the West African 

sub-region, national boundaries represent areas of distinct official 
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languages, national histories and cultures as well as differing economic 

systems and territorial administrative organizations. This is not surprising 

since borders, which spawned the borderlands of Africa as already 

indicated, were creations of European imperialist and for long time, 

managed by them on the model of the borders of their respective 

metropolitan countries. In the postulation of A. I. Asiwaju, the borders of 

modern Africa are so much European superimposition that all the legal 

instruments for dealing with them have remained exactly the same, 

‘Agreements, Treaties, Protocols and Notes’ which the particular European 

power established between and among themselves at the time of the 

drawing and the maintenance of the colonial boundaries (Boundaries and 

African Integration… 261). 

 The rules of independent African states which at least in territorial 

structural terms, are for the most part not more than successors to the 

former European colonial enterprise, have to this extent maintained the 

status quo ante. Not only were the legal instruments inherited; the 

institutions, personnel and other mode for dealing with the subject of 

boundaries have remained basically the same European antecedents. Little 

wonders then that cross-border relations in Africa have continued to 

feature the same kind of mutual jealousy, conflict and tension; and have 

continued to be managed within the framework of the same kind of 

diplomacy and laws that govern such relations in Europe of the classical 

nation-state (Asiwaju Boundaries and African Integration…262). Structurally, 

the borders of Africa pose as much obstacles to international cooperation 

and integration efforts since independence.  

 However, African and Africanist border scholars have argued that 

though the borders of modern African states are artificial and were drawn 

with little or no regard for pre-existing patterns of relationship; they split 

up unified culture areas and natural zones or distinct ecosystems. From the 

view point of comparison, it is a familiar remark all such matters that 

concerns the borders of nation-states whether in Africa or in Europe are of 

universal particularisms (Asiwaju Western Yorubaland…213). The 
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phenomenon of artificially partitioned culture areas is as much a feature of 

borders and borderlands in Africa as they have been in Europe and the 

wider world of European-type nation-states (Asiwaju “The Global 

Perspective…” 234). In Europe, the problem of partitioned culture areas has 

resulted from the creation of the individual nation-states and the eventual 

conflicts and clashes among them. For instance, France was one of the most 

ethnically pluralistic West European States, but despite several years of 

application of the nation-state ideology, the ethnic structure of the state is 

not essentially different from the structure of the more recent nation-states 

that have grown out of colonies in Africa. While the other West European 

states are less ethnically divided, they all share in the problem especially as 

it relates to the question of mutilated frontier communities. Thus, the 

German, French and Italian nationalities in Switzerland are culturally and 

historically related to kinsfolk in adjacent communities across the 

boundaries with neighbouring states (McPhee 400-401). 

 Similarly, the boundaries of the defunct German Democratic 

Republic and the Federal Republic of Germany were drawn specifically to 

prevent the future resurgence of the united German state which had so 

troubled the peace of Europe and, by implication, of the world dominated 

by Europe. However, the boundaries have also functioned to split the 

people as an ethnic unit. The German culture area was further fragmented 

by the demarcation of the boundaries of Austria, Netherlands and Italy 

(Platt 664). In Britain, the problem of the Celtic fringes still leaves a major 

question mark on the national integration efforts of the English and the 

anglicized British. More so, the pre-Union boundary between the English 

and Scottish kingdoms is still regarded as a border by the generality of the 

Scots (Gulvin 134). Thus, the phenomenon of shared populations and 

related natural resources in any analysis of transborder economic 

cooperation was widespread in Europe as illustrated above. These 

European instances are replicated by the similar parallel instances in Africa. 

 The feature of a border region such Professor Anthony Asiwaju 

makes it to respond well to its typical and functional definition as “an area 
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of national and cultural interface, a region of social and economic 

interpenetration in which the functions and influences of the state on the 

one side of a given boundary normally fade gently into the sphere of its 

neighbour” (Boundaries and African Integration… 263). This has to be in view 

of the facts of shared human and material resources and associated 

activities spanning the border. But in spite of the policy vision of the 

situation in Europe up to the 1960s was more or less as it is today with most 

West African states where borders and borderlands have continued to be 

viewed largely in conflict terms. 

 The notion of sovereignty and the rather exclusive use of diplomacy 

and international law as sole instruments for dealing with international 

relations, including those affecting common borders, have continued to be 

emphasized at the expense of positive efforts at transborder cooperation. 

Political concerns, particularly those relating to state security, are viewed 

as far more important than issues of economic cooperation and overall 

social welfare (Asiwaju 264). Nevertheless, in Africa, as in Europe of the 

pre-World War era, most states were faced with threats of instability; and 

this fact has come to exercise a commanding influence on the more or less 

permanent state of tension along most of the borders.  

    

Prospect for Regional Economic Integration 

 It has become customary to lament that the African continent was 

badly partitioned and her boundaries are artificial and often arbitrarily 

drawn with little or no regard for pre-existing social and economic patterns 

and network on the ground. The boundaries have split unified culture areas 

and “mindlessly fragmented coherent natural planning regions and 

ecosystems. A great deal of Africa’s contemporary economic problems have 

stemmed from the fact of territorial division into such a large number of 

competitive rather than complementary national economies and, that much 

of the continents current political problems have originated from the 

arbitrary nature of the colonial boundaries which results in “artificially 
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juxtaposing incompatible antagonistic groups” (Asiwaju Western 

Yorubaland… 130).   

Comparative border studies have revealed that these assertions 

about Africa have been sustained by findings of focused comparisons with 

Europe. Comparative assessments based on detailed case studies have 

demonstrated a replication of the quintessence of European experience in 

African. In European and Africa, neighbouring border regions represent 

areas of opposing official languages, national cultures and histories as well 

as different economic systems, disharmonious legal regimes and parallel 

administrative traditions and superimposed upon invariably distinct local 

indigenous cultures straddled by the inter-sovereignty boundaries (Sahline 

43). Thus, close similarities have been found in respect of the divided 

peoples and culture areas in Europe, North America and in Africa.  

Analysis of border studies along and astride the international 

boundaries of West African countries with their proximate neighbours 

reflect this view. For example, in Western Yoruba land, the Ketu were split 

between Nigeria and Benin Republic by the Anglo-French boundary 

(Asiwaju Western Yorubaland… 215), the Hausa were also split by the Anglo-

French boundary, in the eastern borderlands with Cameroon, the Akwaya, 

Boki, Ejagham were split by the Anglo-German boundary of 1913, leaving 

a section in Nigeria and Cameroon (Barkindo 32; Bonchuk “Pan-Africanism 

…” 235). Similarly, the political geometry redefined the Anglo-French 

frontier in Sokoto so as to facilitate the movement of caravans with Niger 

as well as the adjustment of the Anglo-Liberian border partly restored the 

unity of Lauwa chiefdom – a rare example who was able to influence a 

boundary change (Hargreaves 25). These groups either in Europe or Africa, 

are but a few of the numerous vivisected ethnic groups or “transborder 

people” found across virtually all state borders in the two continents.  

There has also been similar experience with artificially partitioned 

natural regions-seas, lakes, rivers, mountains, valleys, forests, deserts, etc, 

and coherent ethnic groups and cultures. The later sub-category of the 

effects has proved to be extremely productive of ethnic nationalities or 
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minorities and the associated question of irredentism including the more 

frightening practice of “ethnic cleansing” (Bonchuk 235). Both in Europe 

and Africa state boundaries are notorious for their roles as irritants and 

sources of conflicts within and more (especially between nation-states). 

A cursory of the regions of the world reveal that Africa is, by far, the 

poorest, least developed continent in the world. This appalling economic 

situation has convinced Africans scholars to conclude that regionalism and 

integration is the most appropriate strategy to achieve self-sustained 

development. Thus, and African Common Market based on progressive 

Coordination and integration was suggested by the 1979 Monrovia submit. 

Similarly, the 1980 O.A.U. Lagos Plan of Action (LPA) and the Final Act of 

Lagos (FAL) proposed the establishment of an African Common Market, as 

a first step towards creation of an African Economic Community (AEC) by 

the year 2000 (Adedeji xxx).  

The African Priority Programme for Economic Recovery 1986 -1990 

(APPERT) adopted on 20th July 1985 by the 21st OAU Assembly of Heads 

of States and Governments acknowledged that “economic integration 

through regional and continental cooperation is today a top priority which 

will enable the economies of the African countries to be viable within a 

system of international relations characterized by inequality in the balance 

of power (Adedeji xxx). Similarly, the United Nations Porgramme of Action 

for Africa’s Recovery and Development (UN-PAHERD), the United 

Nations General Assembly Special Session on Africa, June 1986 reiterated 

the conviction that economic integration and technical cooperation should 

constitute a key element in the economic recovery of African states (United 

Nations 1986).  

Also in the 1990s, sectoral integration was to be strengthened, 

through sub-regional organizations, such as the Economic Community of 

West African States (ECOWAS), Preferential Trade Area of Eastern and 

Southern Africa, (PTA in Lusaka), (Bonchuk “Pan-African…” 235), the 

Union of Arab Maghreb (Marakesh, 17 Feb. 1989), the Southern African 

Development Coordination Conference (Lesotho, 1989). Like in Europe of 
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the post war era there are similar pressures in relation to Africa’s local 

history, geography and politics for transborder co-operation and wider 

regional integration. This is predicated on the availability of vibrant regions 

awaiting appropriate attention to stimulate and transform them into 

African regional organizations envisioned in the African economic. Treaty 

initiated in 1991, on the model of the European Treaty of 1957 (Bonchuk 

“International Boundaries and Divided Peoples…” 97). The prospects for 

transborder integration in West Africa are driven by certain interlocking 

forces: the commanding presence of sequestrated partitioned ethnic groups 

and culture areas. This effacing impact of Africa’s “transborder peoples” is 

produced by the operation across the border of the strong networks of 

cultural, socio-economic and even political interactions between 

borderlanders (Bonchuk “International Boundaries and Peaceful 

Management…” 81).  

Related to the above is the factor of transborder trade or parallel 

markets along the astride the borders. This factor has been recognized by 

researchers and international development and donor agencies. The 

magnitude of unofficial forms of inter-African trade or cross border trade 

flow and the regional character of its operations have led experts of the 

West African studies to appreciate and suggest the need for re-orientation 

of current approach to regional integration in favour of a new strategy of 

“Market Driven Integration” (Wilks and Asiwaju 33). Instead of pursing 

regional economic integration form the concepts of traditional international 

organizations, it should be rooted in the alternative realities of transnational 

interactions so strongly manifested in cross border trade. The above factor 

is emphasized due to presence and importance of river transportation such 

the Mano, Niger and the Senegal rivers (Wilks and Asiwaju 36). 

Apart from a wide array of transborder ecosystem entities and 

natural habits, they are also natural choice regions for transborder 

cooperation in planning, development. Join project in energy, water 

resources, strategic minerals, fishing and fisheries development, can reduce 

the conflictual profile of the borders. For example, the offshore hydro-
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carbon deposits in the Gulf of Guinea which have provoked a border 

dispute and aggressive litigation between Nigeria-Cameroon and Mali-

Burkina Faso border conflicts can be obliterated if economic integration is 

pursued. The increasing number of advocacies about a re-orientation if 

regional integration projects on the more solid foundation of local African 

cultures, informed by known affinities of history and traditions of the 

people lends credence for the quest for closer regional integration project.  

It is instructive to indicate that Europe of the nation-state 

nationalism has converted to Europe of the regions. The notion of the 

nation-state is perceived to be an obsolete model of organization of 

territorial administration. In Africa, there is an increasing centralization 

which run counter to the process of Pan Africanist concept of unity and 

regional integration. For economic integration to achieve the expected 

results, the nation-state in Africa must be redirected to achieve a future of 

the region or “Afrigios” (Bonchuk 236). In Europe, border communities 

have been factored in development planning project and have become the 

cornerstones for the realization of community Europe, African border 

communities are still being held in asylum” by their nation states. The 

future of Africa development must gravitate towards institutionalization of 

transborder cooperation integration. Thus, sub-regional bodies such as 

ECOWAS, SADCC, AMU, etc. should be upgraded to be rooted in 

functional practice of transborder cooperation and integration.  

In order to sustain the modest achievement and ensure their 

acceleration and spread there should be a re-orientation of the mind set of 

African leaders to imbibe the concept of boundaries as “bridges” rather 

than “barriers.” The principles of uti possesdetis juris must be persuaded to 

yield ground in favour of the new thinking, as economic integration cannot 

take place with boundaries as barriers Africa. African researchers must shift 

emphasis from the traditional statist, and therefore, predominantly 

conflictual perspective and re-focus on projects that explore more for peace, 

cooperation and regional integration potentials of African boundaries.  
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Conclusion 

 The paper examined the evolution of African boundaries and the 

adoption of the concept of uti possedetis juris or boundary status quo, it was 

argued that the inviolability of inherited boundaries is a negation of the 

desired goal of economic cooperation and integration and Pan African ideal 

of closer political contacts and eventual political unity of the continent at 

large and particularly, in West African sub-region, since boundary 

maintenance sharpens the boundaries. The need for economic cooperation 

and integration based on the European Model of European of the regions 

was highlighted. It was also indicated that there is much more similarities 

than differences between the African and European boundaries and the 

potentials for regional integration based on African regions or “Afrigios” 

exists.  

To ensure the acceleration of regional cooperation in the sub-region, 

there is a need for a new orientation in the concept of boundary as a 

“barrier” to that of “bridges.” This new thinking is in consonance with the 

Pan-African ideal for closer political and economic relations between the 

divided but related ethnic groups along and astride the borders who yearn 

for closer contacts in spite of the presence of international boundaries and 

also for the improvement of their economic conditions. Development of the 

borderlands as special regions for the benefit of the border impacted groups 

who yearn for closer interaction is a sine qua non, especially as war is 

becoming an anachronism in the twenty-first century.  

The successes so far recorded appear to be in the right direction. 

Indeed, by their decision to embark on the socio-economic integration of 

their states, the governments of West Africa must operate within a certain 

historical awareness. The vitiation of the region and the associated growth 

of the nation-states in which governments now operate were part of 

historical developments. Reintegration is as much within the human 

capability as the trends for disintegration has been. The leaders have also 

faced up to historical reality by recognizing the regional integration they 

plan must take some years to mature. 
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