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Preface

This documentary collection seeks to provide its readers with the salient features of modern German extra-European colonization. It explores, through documents, how the Germans gained, explored, pacified, ruled, exploited and finally lost their colonies in the First World War. This survey draws upon documents from around the world which are normally not accessible to readers since they are in archives as far distant as Africa and Oceania. The volume’s function is to illuminate and illustrate important aspects of German imperialism as these changed through time, and to determine how the subject populations both acted and reacted to the conditions imposed by colonial rule, often in order to strengthen their own influence. We also show how the Germans ran the day-to-day affairs of government, what their vision for Africans and Pacific Islanders was, and what values, if any, they sought to inculcate in the colonized. If the documents reveal the uniqueness of the German effort, they also demonstrate that in like circumstances Germans acted much like their French and British imperial counterparts when faced with similar difficulties.

In organizing this collection for publication the editors have pursued an overall topical grouping of documents in preference to a geographical organization based upon the individual African and Pacific colonies. However, within the thematic division there is a geographical division of the colonies because, although the Germans tried to administer their empire as a unity, they often tailored rule to conditions on the periphery. Thus, the documents always start with West Africa (Togo, Cameroon), then Southwest Africa, East Africa, the Pacific (New Guinea, Micronesia, Samoa) and end with the naval leasehold in China (Kiaochow). Preferring to see the colonized as a totality with common attributes, who thus might be dealt with uniformly, the great distance from the German capital and haphazard communication meant that German administrators on the spot had considerable freedom which they utilized to adjust to regional peculiarities. Special conditions in each colony often made it necessary for officials to adapt to local practice, a pragmatic imperial orientation which aided in the preservation of indigenous identity.

We owe debts of gratitude to the many people who have provided the ideas, motivation, and intellectual support for this project: former Professor Harry R. Rudin of Yale University pioneered investigations in the field of German imperialism; former Senior Fellow Lewis H. Gann of the Hoover Institution on War, Revolution and Peace who urged us on; former Senior Fellow at Hoover, Peter Duignan, who always supported this project in so many ways. Professor Emeritus Raymond Betts of the Humanities Institute of the University of Kentucky always stood ready to advise us in our efforts. In terms of fiscal support, The University of the South has proved unstinting in its efforts as has the Appalachian Studies Association of Berea, Kentucky. In Germany the Alexander von Humboldt Foundation through its research grants permitting study in Germany and through its TRANSCOOP program, which sends young German researchers to the United States, has been a very generous supporter of this project. In fact, without the aid from the Alexander von Humboldt foundation this project could not have been undertaken. We also wish to thank the many archives which granted us access to documents in their holdings: from Berlin and Koblenz and various mission archives in Germany to London, Accra, Lome, Apia, Canberra and Wellington. Finally, we gratefully thank the staff of the Chair in Modern History of the University of Bayreuth, particularly Messers. Marco Hedler, Matthew Metcalfe, and Marcus Mühlnikel, for their help in proofreading the manuscript, and above all Frau Gabi Krampf for her heroic text-editing. Without their cooperation, these tasks could not have been completed.

The editors feel that it is particularly fitting that this documentary collection be completed during the 125th centenary of German overseas colonialism, as a tribute not only to those who served abroad, but also to those who bore the burdens of imperial rule.

Sewanee and Bayreuth, November 2009
Arthur J. Knoll and Hermann J. Hiery


Introduction

Germany was one of Europe’s unique colonial powers. She was the last of the great powers to enter the colonial scramble in 1884 and the first to leave empire in 1918 (legally in 1920/21). As a result the mother country had little opportunity to derive much material benefit from the colonies. The expected rewards for Germany from plantations in East Africa or minerals from Southwest Africa never really materialized (except for the profits made by a select few investors) and, as a result, Germany’s trade with her colonies remained small. It amounted to only 0.5 percent of her total foreign trade in 1913.1 German investors and merchants seemed much more interested in the securities of American and Canadian railroads, in the government bonds of Latin American countries, in railroads in the Ottoman Empire, or even in the colonies of the other European powers, than they were in their own colonial possessions.

In terms of trade, Germany exported five times as much to Belgium in 1912 as it did to all of her colonies.2 An economic rationale for empire was therefore difficult to adduce and Reichstag members from the Left and Catholic Center, who were certainly well informed, objected to the taxation of Germans for the supposed benefits of empire.

Since the costs of establishing infrastructure were great, and the risks for imperial investors correspondingly risky, German finance capital was also not attracted to empire. Contrary to Lenin’s belief that the German great banks were major proponents of imperialism because of the need to unload surplus finance capital profitably abroad, these banks never showed much enthusiasm for the overseas empire which Emperor Wilhelm II reckoned as an integral part of his New Course. This abstinence of capital proved embarrassing for Colonial Secretary Dernburg (1906-10), himself a banker, who had to appeal to the patriotism of his wealthy friends to get them to invest in empire. When German investors did turn to Africa, they put more money in South Africa and in Egypt than they did in their own colonies.3 The result was that, at least initially, the African trade remained the province of Hanseatic merchants of relatively modest means. In the Pacific the situation was somewhat different. Here great distances required large enterprises with greater concentrations of capital than in Africa. Consequently, the German New Guinea Company dominated the foreign trade of Melanesia while the Jaluit Company was most important in the Marshall Islands.

The pioneers of the African trade, the Hanseatic merchants of Bremen and Hamburg, made profits on the liquor, guns, hardware, cloth, and cutlery that they traded in Africa. Their profits, however, were limited not only by the stiff competition among their own competing small firms, but also by the rivalry of African middlemen, be they Duala traders in the Cameroons or Swahili competitors in German East Africa. In Southwest Africa the Bremen pioneer, F.A.E. Lüderitz, at first refused to sell out for “an egg and a piece of bread and butter” as he put it.4 Facing dwindling capital reserves which were totally inappropriate for the enormous task of trading with and developing Southwest Africa, he was forced to sell out to a hastily-cobbled together consortium called the German Colonial Company for Southwest Africa which purchased his land and mineral rights.

If the German African empire had been measured against the criterion of economic utility, the Reich should have traded or sold it before empire’s demise in the First World War. But only a few Germans advocated such action. The Socialist, August Bebel, for instance wanted Germany to sell her colonies to England.5 Socialists from the Right like Richard Calwer and Max Schippel, and even the moderate Otto Bauer of Austria, saw imperialism as a means of enhancing Germany’s wealth, thus speeding capitalism to its appointed demise and preparing the ground for the advent of socialism. For middle-class Germans, justification on the grounds of economic utility seemed academic where prestige and the protection of one’s own subjects were concerned. It would be wrong to suggest, however that a groundswell of popular opinion existed for the acquisition of overseas territories. Many Germans were as apathetic about empire as many Frenchmen were.

Speculators in empire could also argue that the colonies were an investment which would mature in the future. France spent millions of francs on the conquest of sudanic Africa. When faced with the military adventurers’ fait accompli, the Quay d’Orsay could not tell the public that the African sandboxes were worth very little in terms of either minerals or markets. Paris developed the economic argument that France would one day benefit from its large sudanic market. This frantic quest to seize desert real estate pointed up the preventive nature of imperialism; in a continent being partitioned each country had to seize its share before closure occurred. The result was the “run for the hinterland” to extend the coastal areas claimed by Europeans. This delighted the neomercantilists for whom economic power served a political end; imperialism extended the range of economic activity under national sovereignty and thereby assured that a country would not be excluded from the new trading areas being opened up in Africa or in the Pacific by its competitors.

After Germany acquired colonies, she did not seek to bind them to the mother country either culturally or economically. Neither did she try to assimilate Africans or Pacific Islanders into the mainstream of German culture which was considered too unique to the mother country and thus essentially unattainable by the indigenous populations. Overseas areas were called protectorates (Schutzgebiete) and they were treated much like foreign countries – without economic preference. Legally, the colonies were never part of Germany. The German constitution described the territories and states in detail which belonged to the German Empire, but unlike Alsace-Lorraine, the German colonies were never included in the Reich. Their imports could be dutied as if they came from abroad, and German exports to the colonies were also taxed at port of entry. Africans and Pacific Islanders could not normally aspire to the benefits of citizenship, but neither were they required to serve in the military. No authoritative body of opinion existed which viewed education as a corrective to environmental differences to transform the diverse inhabitants of empire into Germans. In terms of dealing with colonial subjects, the idea of a protectorate seemed to entail a certain respect for local institutions and the control that could be exercised through them as well as the flexibility that they provided to meet differing local situations.6 Further, the government’s minimal responsibility to its imperial possessions accorded well with Bismarck’s wish to saddle colonial entrepreneurs with the costs of development and rule.

Although the Germans did not plan to be innovators in or reformers of traditional society, they did in fact effect social change. On the island of Ponape in German Micronesia district officer Hermann Kersting transformed feudal land tenure into private property in the latter part of 1911. In all colonies mission education, intended to inculcate respect for the status quo and the ennobling aspects of labor, often produced the opposite results. Thus, in Togo those educated by the missions protested in a manifesto in German the harsher attributes of German rule on the occasion of Colonial Secretary Solf’s visit to Lome in 1912. When the Duala of the Cameroons were expelled from their property in 1914, they not only petitioned the German government about the inequity of this forced relocation but they also hired the German lawyer, Dr. Halpert, to represent their interests in the matter. Other graduates of mission education, particularly women, used their education to criticize the patriarchal male-oriented structures of traditional society. Since the Germans were busily engaged in the selling of cash crops on the international market, enterprising local inhabitants tried to do the same, particularly with cotton in Togo and coffee in East Africa. Their German competitors sought to preclude these efforts of incipient capitalists so that the new African men often materialized after the period of German rule.

Not so however with Henry Nanpei, the “new Man” on the island of Ponape, who became the wealthiest subject on the island by utilizing European business practices to his consummate advantage. Colonial subjects often exceeded the expectations of their masters in proving to be able competitors in the economic sphere. Thus, the Duala of the Cameroons tried to brook no interference with their position as middlemen in the trade between coast and interior. They also proved to be avid buyers of land in places where real estates values were rising, such as in the capital. The shadow side of economic modernity was evident too. Thus, plantations exploited laborers and paid them in kind when possible.

Although Germany’s colonial empire never furnished the profits that colonial enthusiasts hoped for, and the debates on the annual colonial budget provided the opportunity for much acrimony in the Reichstag, the Germans thoroughly exploited what resources that they had. Rubber and ivory came from the Cameroons and cotton and palm products from Togo; Southwest Africa furnished diamonds and copper; East Africa sent sisal and coffee to Germany and the Pacific islands became the source of phosphates and copra. Overall direction of exploitation was provided by the Colonial Economic Committee, Kolonial-Wirtschaftliches Komitee (KWK), of the German Colonial Society, founded in 1896. This agency, strongly representative of Saxon textile interests, sought chiefly to find new sources of raw materials for Germany and to promote plantation agriculture of cash crops thereby releasing the mother country from dependence upon other suppliers like England or the United States. But the Committee also pressed for the construction of roads and railroads, consistent scientific experimentation in agriculture, and increased finance for colonial infrastructure projects. After 1902 it directed all plans for development in Africa. It accomplished many of its development tasks because it maintained good contacts with the Colonial Society, the Reichstag, and the influential economic groups in Germany. As an agency which gave private business much direction of colonial endeavor, it had no equivalent in the British or French imperial organizations. The Committee’s rational mode of exploitation contrasted with the wasteful and unproductive work of the concession companies.

In exploiting their possessions, the Germans were always very frank in explaining what they were doing. They rarely used cliches such as the “white man’s burden”, the “civilizing mission”, or the benefits of a Pax Germanica for Africa and the Pacific. As Harry R. Rudin has said in his Germans in the Cameroons: “One fact can be positively affirmed: I have been spared the complacency of talk about ‘the white man’s burden,’ thanks to a not unpleasant realism in the German attitude toward colonies. This absence of sentimentality and of specious rationalizing has not given me much occasion to indulge in the irony and sarcasm which many writers on imperialism feel compelled to adopt.”7 Of course Germany’s short colonial tenure precluded the development of a Rudyard Kipling; if the empire had endured longer a poet laureate of imperialism might have come forth to extol the transformation of Africans and Pacific Islanders into people of culture (Kulturvölker). The rhetoric of German imperialism tended to be sober and materialistic. When the colonial press or colonial lobbies explained or defended empire, their spokesmen preferred to stress the need for markets and raw materials. It was the economic calculus of imperialism without a lofty mission. As a result Germany developed few colonial theoreticians such as the French had who could rationalize in philosophical terms what empire meant to the mother country.8

This does not mean, however, that individual colonial officials were totally devoid of mission. Indeed many of them felt that their finest legacy to Africans or Pacific Islanders would be to inculcate them with the very virtues which had made Prussia into Germany and Germany into a ranking world power: industriousness, respect for technology, cleanliness, order, discipline, and planning. This effort is revealed graphically in the colonial cities created by the Germans such as Dar es Salaam in East Africa, Lome in Togo or Madang in New Guinea. They featured a grid pattern of streets emanating from a central square which replaced the circuitous and narrow lanes of the original inhabitants (in the case of Madang there had been only swamp before). This imposition of order and direction upon a previously disordered and chaotic environment was the graphic example of the colonial design to inculcate subjects with the very attributes which had made Germany successful. It is not surprising that the work ethic ranked highly among German officials since a little less than two-thirds of them came from bourgeois backgrounds while only about a third were nobles, and these not from the highest ranks of nobility.9

Germany’s early loss of her colonies hampers a just comparison with the records of the other imperial powers. She lost her empire as it began to produce some economic dividends and to manifest a certain settled quality. We would have a better perspective of German rule if it had been possible to juxtapose the time of mature colonization in the German overseas empire with comparable periods in the British and French empires.10 Our best measures of German governance are the period of occupation and pacification from 1884 to 1907 followed by the shorter period of rational colonization from 1907 to 1914. If these periods were paired with those of their European counterparts, one would find that British and French experiences in pacification, development, and colonization were markedly similar to those of the Germans’.

This is a book on German colonial history. But it is not another monograph on German colonialism. While their research in German colonial history brought the editors together, even though their respective focus was originally on different regions, both were convinced that an edition of sources on German colonialism was an urgent task that needed to be completed. The idea came from Arthur Knoll who, after many years of studying German colonialism in Africa, in particular Togo, had become convinced that it was necessary to present a selection of the major documents on German colonialism to a wider audience. He had started on this edition when he met Hermann Hiery at a conference in Berlin on German colonial history. Hiery had just come from the archives in Potsdam, then still East Germany. He had worked there but his experience was marred by the fact that access to German colonial records which were then kept in Potsdam was severely restricted. The number of researchers, particularly those from the West, was kept to a minimum and many academic requests for using the archives were flatly denied without giving any reason (Arthur Knoll having been among them earlier).

Another experience was probably even more marked but had nothing to do with arbitrary decisions or capricious refusals by the German variety of communism. Hiery noted that one of his fellow-visitors in the archives rushed through thick and heavy files on German colonialism with an amazing speed only to stop abruptly at a certain page to take some notes. The reason for this behavior was the German script. Unable to make out German handwriting and to decrypt the German script, the fellow-researcher concentrated instead on those pages that were typed-written. Of those there were only few in between, and of course none before the advent of the type-writer in the German colonies (i.e. before the turn from the 19th to the 20th century). Also one was left wondering what attention was paid to those important marginal notations on the original documents that were added by someone higher in rank than the original writer of the document, many by public officials in the German Colonial Office, but still in the German script?

One can only guess how many researchers in the past have had their difficulties in reading the German script. Confronted with strange characters in a foreign language, to some it might have looked like the handwriting of the devil himself. Both editors are convinced that German colonial records, just because they are so difficult to access and, as a result of the First World War, are spread throughout archives all over the world, are still a largely untapped source for historians. Rather than making surprisingly sweeping and general judgments and developing breath-taking theories in monographs on the German colonial state, which only too often seem to be based on relatively poor source data, it is our aim to provide the reader with a compendium of documents which illustrate German colonialism, in a variety of aspects and in different regions. We start chronologically, with the period before German colonialism officially began, and present documents which show that the idea of German colonialism went hand-in-hand with the creation of the modern German nation state and was thus well established by the time Bismarck departed from his originally cautious approach in 1884. Then we continue with the formal acquisition of colonies. Here we have included a number of colonial treaties which were used as basis for later annexation and colonization. Following and reflecting Bismarck’s original perception of colonialism, the paramount importance of charter companies in the early days and their subsequent failure to administer the colonies, is demonstrated in the documents. Colonial military and police head the list on our tour of documents which are connected by topic, rather than by chronology. One should notice that, next to the charter companies, the establishment and use of colonial military and a police force were the most crucial institutions to pave the way for creating a “Pax Germanica” in the colonies. As the documents clearly show, the reliance on indigenous policemen was a key element for German colonialism as much as it had been for the British and the French, to name but two of the more important European colonizers.

Some of the topics that are presented in our twenty chapters of German colonial documents are standard in any documentary collection on colonialism. Thus, the section on governance is almost an obligatory one, as are those chapters on law, labor, economy or infrastructure. We have tried to demonstrate different perspectives in our selection of documents. There was the view of the colonizer, but there were other perspectives to be recorded. More importantly, we have seen to it that the colonized also speak in the documents, to rediscover their voices and to make them heard also in this collection of documents on German colonialism. While we all know what difficulties are and can be present in this context, we trust that the number of indigenous sources uncovered and documented here, can add significantly to what we already have known about aspects of German colonial history. However, presenting an indigenous opinion is not necessarily tantamount to discovering the real historical “truth” – whatever that may be or may not have been. In the past, there was probably too much scepticism when it came to filter indigenous views out of “colonial” documents. Colonial documents can reveal much more than purely “colonial” attitudes. For instance, the bulk of German colonial court records has never been systematically examined or even used to analyze conflicting German and indigenous views. But these colonial court records certainly contain indigenous views. On the other hand, it has to be said that even “authentic” indigenous sources carry the view of certain people and do not necessarily represent the view of their ethnic group as a whole. Also, it has to be stressed that the majority of documents by indigenous peoples is by men and that it is their view that has survived. Whether this was also the view of indigenous women remains open. While racist attitudes might have supplanted stereotypical gender biases among European men and women in their view of indigenous peoples, it is at least questionable whether the same holds true for indigenous people as well. An indigenous male view on indigenous women is still foremost the view of a man. It will not be difficult to find evidence of this in our collection. But then again why should we exclude such a view in this collection? Above all, we have tried to let many and different voices speak. They might or might not show how in some fields and despite different regional and different ethnic backgrounds, German colonial policy attempted to follow similar paths. But what has come to us is certainly not uniform; sometimes it is openly contradictory. German colonialism and the experience with it, in particular, surely were not as uniform as some people portrayed it in the past. And developments in history are not as logic or even consistent as a number of historians would make us to believe.

“Women in Empire” is a chapter that definitely has been influenced by more recent studies in the field of colonial history. So is our section on “ecology”, a topic that has been relatively new to scholars of German colonialism. It would be more than welcome if our documentary collection could lead research to new and different paths. It was with purpose that we have extended our documents to include topics that might be of interest not only to historians. The documents included might be of interest to specialists from anthropology, geography, geology, or biology – to name but a few subjects. We think it is of particular importance to also make available German colonial records to academics other than historians. It was with an interdisciplinary approach in mind that this collection was brought together.

The historiography of German colonialism has progressed remarkably since the Austrian historian Heinrich Friedjung characterized the age of imperialism as the period when the state’s impulse to power became global.11 Scholars and readers have been fascinated by this phenomenon which dominated the years 1880 to 1914. Observers’ attention has often been riveted upon things like the rapidity of the conquest of Africa, the resulting colonial wars, the projection of imperial issues into European politics, and the new relationships forged between the conquered and the conqueror. Imperialism has also provided the theme for endless discussion about motives for empire, methods of rule, and results of exploitation and development. As the Canadian historian A.P. Thornton has perceptively stated, this debate will long be with us: “There will be no end to the books on imperialism, no last work issued concerning it, since there is no limit to the emotions it can arouse.”12 The above-mentioned Harry Rudin was among the first who academically studied German colonialism. Rudin, a Yale professor, was the first American to use original sources from the former German colonial office in Berlin to fashion a monograph which dispassionately weighed the accomplishments of the Germans against their shortcomings. His conclusion, that German rule compared favorably with that practiced by other major European powers, led to the author’s investigation by the State Department as part of the anti-German hysteria of the Second World War. Rudin’s work stood the test of time; subsequent historians of the German period in the Cameroons added to the fund of the material which he provided, and interpreted events differently, but his groundbreaking work endures.

Among the first brand of historians who focussed their research on the German activities in their colonies, were, like Rudin, many Americans. One could do no better than to begin with Mary E. Townsend’s pioneering and quite impartial study The Rise and Fall of Germany’s Colonial Empire published in 1930. Townsend garnered much material from newspapers and parliamentary debates. This introduction should be supplemented by Woodruff D. Smith’s balanced and well-researched volume entitled The German Colonial Empire (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1978). This is a comprehensive survey which is well grounded in the politics and diplomacy of the times.

The tragic emigration of many German Jews after 1933 brought a number of highly qualified historians to the United States who were well versed with German documents and the German script. They provided a number of classic studies on the subject. This trend of sober and detailed American colonial historiography continued after the Second World War at least until the 1970s. More recent publications on the subject that come from America are interesting, but occasionally lack the originality and thoroughness of the earlier American studies. Lewis H. Gann, former Senior Fellow of the Hoover Institution in Stanford, California, and himself one of the “great old men” that occupied almost their whole academic career with studying German colonialism, has aptly stated that much ink has been spilled upon the German overseas empire.

During the battle for Berlin in 1945 Russian troops took the colonial office archives to the Soviet Union with them. They were returned to the state of East Germany in the 1950s and catalogued in the Zentralarchiv in Potsdam. Albeit, the way was not yet really open for historians to begin a new critical phase of German colonial history. The Russian return of the documents served the socialist cause exceptionally well during the Cold War. East German historians faithfully followed the Leninist line that German imperialism was an exploitative economic phenomenon which advantaged only a few sectors in Germany such as the finance capitalists who invested in the great mining and concession companies. Possession of the documents also provided the opportunity to mount an attack on western historians and western societies. Not surprisingly, the volumes emanating from such “research” also succumbed to labeling West Germany the imperialist successor state of the former Wilhelmine Germany.

The collapse of the Berlin Wall and the reunification of Germany brought about the transferral of the German colonial records into the Bundesarchiv. These records are now housed in Berlin-Lichterfelde and are available to all interested researchers. One should not hide the pitiable fact though, that in the tumultuous times of the period after the fall of the wall and final reunification, some documents escaped state holdings. Occasionally one comes across them at peddlers markets or in auctions. Still, the new access to old documents resulted in almost a flood of new publications on various aspects of German colonial history. Moreover, researching German colonial history became a fashionable trend among young German historians.13 Unfortunately, editing colonial documents did not seem to keep up with this development. For a long time, the most important publication of sources on German colonialism was a collection of documents edited by Ernst Gerhard Jacob entitled Deutsche Kolonialpolitik in Dokumenten. Unfortunately for the researcher in German imperialism, the volume was not only a collection of documents from the former German Colonial Office, but it relied heavily on essays about the former German colonial empire, often by those who had served it. Nevertheless, the collection did bring together points of view which would otherwise not have been printed since the authors wrote after the demise of empire and specifically for this work.

More recently, Horst Gründer who has contributed significantly to our knowledge of German overseas imperialism and initiated many ground-breaking works of research, has published a compendium of documents about the colonies, . . . da und dort ein junges Deutschland gründen. Rassismus, Kolonien und kolonialer Gedanke vom 16. bis zum 20. Jahrhundert (Munich: dtv, 1999), the documentary companion to a previous survey, Geschichte der deutschen Kolonien (first published in 1985, currently in its 5th edition, 2004), a drawing upon the results of extensive research, and indispensable to the student of German imperialism. In his compendium of colonial sources, Gründer presents 135 documents. The focus is on the significance of colonialism for German foreign policy. Two of seven chapters are dedicated to German colonial revisionism after World War One. A more specialized collection of German colonial documents relating to mission and educational policy in German colonial Africa has been edited by Christel Adick and Wolfgang Mehnert, Deutsche Missionsund Kolonialpädagogik in Dolumenten, Eine kommentierte Quellensammlung aus den Afrikabeständen deutschsprachiger Archive 1884-1914 (Frankfurt/M.: IKO, 2001,485 pp). Adick and Mehnert present altogether 157 documents from German Africa which focus on education and missionary policies.

So far there has been no attempt to present German colonial documents for a wider audience that cannot speak or read German. The orientation of Bismarck and Wilhelm II and the activity of colonial circles in Germany have been well recorded in numerous studies. What we lack is solid documentation about activity on the local or micro level of imperialism.

This collection of documents seeks to highlight the way in which rule actually worked, how decisions were made, what concessions were necessary to enlist the loyalties of local people, who worked with or against the Germans, and how different peoples, colonizers as well as the colonized, perceived each other. We have numerous studies about imperialism which concentrate upon policy and the fashioning of imperial decisions in the home governments. This collection seeks to highlight events on the micro level – what imperialism meant to the man or woman on the ground. The documents indicate that African and Pacific rivalries did not cease with the arrival of the imperialist. Indeed, the Germans were factored into local power situations as simply another competing element which might either prove harmful or turned to one’s advantage.

What we present here has been brought together from various archives all over the world. Much of it is taken directly from the archives and many documents will be new even to German readers who are familiar with the subject. If not indicated otherwise, all translations are our own. We have decided to leave the original spelling of names unchanged to show the changes that occurred over time. In the chapter on “science” we have included documents that illustrate how German authorities and academics tried to come to grips with indigenous names and places. Hence, we have not standardized “Acqua” into “Akwa” and, for instance, Dar es Salaam, appears in different spellings.

Colonial enthusiasts in Germany like Hübbe-Schleiden and Friedrich Fabri attempted to generate support for the imperial endeavor through their tracts. But the Colonial movement in Germany obtained neither the momentum nor urgency that it did in France, for instance, for basically two reasons: first, Bismarck was never a colonial enthusiast and second Germany had not suffered a catastrophic defeat as France did in the Franco-Prussian War and thus did not need compensation and prestige abroad as a remedy for failure in Europe. Thus, there was a certain reluctance from the beginning to describe Germany’s overseas venture as a colonial one. Officially the home government referred to its empire abroad as a collection of protectorates (Schutzgebiete) and the term protectorate became the usual one in official correspondence. This English use of the term protectorate for the German Schutzgebiet is only partially correct. Firstly, Bismarck visualized not colonies in the traditional sense, but rather company rule by merchants who would both make money and govern. Therefore, he avoided the use of the term colony in official correspondence. Furthermore, and probably more important to the German chancellor, the vaguer term Schutzgebiet seemed to be much more open to his foreign policy. A colony that was not a “real” colony in words could have been much more of a trading pawn in any European territorial dispute or conflict, without Germany losing much prestige in giving up the “protectorate”. This however, should not obscure the political and legal fact that Germany’s Schutzgebiete were all ordinary colonies but in name. The past use of translating Schutzgebiet into “protectorate” conceals these facts. Because of this, the authors have generally translated Schutzgebiet as colony.
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1

Colonial Agitation and Prehistory

Agitation for German colonies started before a German nation state was founded. There can be no doubt, however, that the unification of Germany, that really began in 1867 with the creation of the North German Confederation, worked as a strong impetus for colonial enthusiasts. The legal foundation for their claims was Article IV of the North German Constitution in which “colonization” was mentioned as a matter reserved for the federal government. This article was adopted in the imperial constitution of April 16, 1871 (article IV, paragraph 1). Certainly, if Bismarck had been, in principle, against the acquisition of colonies, there would have been no need to mention colonies in the German constitution at all. As it was, the legal provision in the constitution meant that the acquisition of colonies was in the German chancellor’s mind, at least as an eventuality, if not a probability, from 1867 onwards.

The importance of Alsace-Lorraine, however, overshadowed any colonial dreams that a minority of German politicians already harbored in 1870. Significantly, it was the Conservatives who defeated a motion to start with a colonial enterprise late in 1870. Assuredly, their action did reflect Bismarck’s own position at the time. In 1870 or 1871, any colonial acquisition by the newly-founded Germany would have endangered the German nation state to a much higher degree than the annexation of Alsace-Lorraine. The enmity of France was one thing. To risk the opposition of Great Britain would have been tantamount to risking Germany becoming a still-born child.

A decisive step toward an active German colonial policy was the development in Fiji. As on many other Pacific islands, German traders and businessmen played an important role in Fiji’s society at the end of the 1860s. Originally, Bismarck favored a more active colonial policy by the British, believing the German settlers in Fiji would also profit from it. Hence, a petition to the Prussian king – not yet the German Emperor – to annex Fiji was declined by Bismarck in March 1870,1 thus paving the way for eventual British colonization in October 1874. The publicly-declared German self-restraint in regard to colonies made sense to the foreign policy of a nation that still had much to lose and little to gain by an aggressive overseas policy. The famous dictation of Kissingen in mid-June 1877 with Bismarck’s dictum that “Germany was saturated” thus not only reflected Germany’s cautious and conservative foreign policy within the borders of Europe, but it also included a kind of voluntary waiver of a colonial policy overseas. The chancellor’s opinion, that a colonial policy was inopportune, found its expression in many statements, personal declarations and anecdotes.

Changing this view was a gradual process. As we have shown, Bismarck was never an adversary of German colonial policy in principle; rather, as with his more general policies, colonial policy was first and foremost a matter of opportunism and opportunities. With the advent of a new emperor – the probability of succession rising by the day after the attempted assassinations of Wilhelm 1 in 1878 – it became more opportune to relax the hitherto firm stance of rejecting any colonial policy. Friedrich III might or might not have been politically a liberal; there can be no doubt that he was much more nationalistic than his father and an ardent supporter of German colonies.2 But dominant factors were not only changing at home, in Germany. British colonial policy, or at least its perception by the German government, had changed dramatically since 1874. What followed after the British acquisition of Fiji in particular was regarded as a very narrow-minded nationalistic English approach toward colonization. Almost all land titles that Germans had acquired were declared void, leaving many German traders bankrupt. A decade-long negotiation between official British and German sides brought no real progress. Instead, it looked as if the British were only playing time to the disadvantage of German settlers and traders. These took refuge to German courts, blaming the German government and its inactivity for their losses. By 1880, when the largest German trading company in the Pacific, Godeffroy & Son, had collapsed, Bismarck had changed his mind. Now he favored a state-controlled German firm in the Pacific. When this fell through in the German Reichstag, the chancellor secretly asked Adolph Hansemann, one of Germany’s leading bankers, to prepare a memorandum on German colonial policy in the Pacific.

Hansemann found most support among the men of commerce in Northwest Germany. Indeed, the early proponents of German overseas expansion were the Hanseatic city states of North Germany, particularly Hamburg. Its merchants maintained that as members of a European great power, it was inconceivable that they would have to rely upon the good offices of other Europeans for the protection of their trade. Bismarck’s original reluctance to play the role of overseas imperial chancellor had altered into a cautious procolonial stance by April 1884. In the abandonment of his previous colonial lassitude, Bismarck apparently simply changed his mind about the necessity and opportuneness of a colonial enterprise for Germany. And when opportunities arose already the very same year, Bismarck acted swiftly and exploited the occasion.

German colonial ideology, or what there was of it, was basically economic oriented. It had no real missionary impulse, no desire to remake the world in terms of the German historical experience. Rather, most apologies for German imperialism turned upon markets, raw materials for the mother country, and on other economic benefits that empire might confer upon Europe’s foremost industrial power. There is much pragmatism in the German colonial rationale. Scarcely ever did one ever hear anything about a “white man’s burden” or the need to transform “lesser breeds without the law.” Not surprisingly, no German Rudyard Kipling ever sang the praises of empire the way the English poet laureate of empire did. One heard more about inculcating the desire to work in colonial subjects – not necessarily for their moral betterment – but rather to enhance their ability in strengthening Germany’s extra-European economic base. The Germans called such work Kulturarbeit, by which they meant that Africans and Pacific Islanders who worked in agriculture or acquired a taste for German goods not only benefitted the Reich but also elevated their own level of “culture”.

One of the first German explorers of East Africa was the Hanoverian Baron Karl Claus von der Decken (1833-1865). His first journey was to the interior of Algeria in 1858. In 1860 he went to Zanzibar and to Lake Nyassa (Malawi). Together with his English companion, the geologist Richard Thornton, he was apparently the first European to attempt to climb Mt. Kilimanjaro in 1861. What height he finally achieved is still controversial; von der Decken did, however, experience a fall of snow. A year later he renewed the attempt with another German, Otto Kersten, and climbed up to about 4,200 m. Decken and Kersten were the first to sight Mt. Meru. Later Decken mounted an expedition to the sources of the river Juba in Kenya. While exploring this river, he was killed in what is today Somalia in 1865. In one of his last letters to his mother, which is quoted below, he argued for a German colony in East Africa in what is today southern Somalia; until 1925, as a province of Jubaland, it was part of British Kenya.

1. Baron Karl von der Decken Argues for a German Colonization of the Jubaland, Southern Somalia, 1865

River Djuba, Jumvo Town3, 0°, 14′ 30″ southern latitude, August 14, 1865

This region is a splendid one, the land is very fertile . . .; the water of the river, though a bit reddish in color, is quite potable. There are cattle in great numbers and their costs are modest. The Somali has to be paid five to six Maria-Theresia-Thalers for one big ox. . . . In my opinion there would be no better place for a European colony. The land would be for free and the neighboring peoples would not have to be feared if confronted firmly.

I am fully convinced that in a short time a colony established here would flourish greatly, and after two to three years would be self-supporting. Its prospect would be particularly bright after the completion of the Suez Canal.

It is a great shame that we Germans allow such opportunities of acquiring colonies for us as well to let slip by, especially at a time when there is growing interest for a navy.

Otto Kersten, von der Decken’s companion who published his letter, went on to claim an East African colony for Austria, with the assumption that Austria would still act for Germany at large:

Following the opening of the Suez Canal, Austria must get a firm footing at that end where its Maria-Theresia-Thalers are already the national currency, and the sooner the more advantageous it will be. . . . A small fort close to Gananeh, Berdera [today Southwest Somalia] . . . occupied with a garrison of Dalmatians or Croatians, inured to strain, would inspire the Somali population with awe, and be sufficient to protect trade and shipping. If the products from the riverside and the interior could be disposed of fast and easily by a regular steamer service, these territories would soon see an undreamt-of boom. In any case such a settlement would promise more of an advantage than the mission station at Gondokoro4 which could be reached only after travelling for months, and that Austria tried to keep for so long. . . .

Following this, the necessity of better maps detailing the east coast of Africa would soon become evident, and its survey would become a task worthy of a German navy in foundation. Up until now we have only used the nautical maps of other nations. It wouldn’t be unreasonable if we were the ones doing something for the general good, even so if it was originally to our advantage.

With this I would like to strongly recommend these projects to my fatherland and to the governments [of the German Federation]. They promise great advantages to the individual and to the nation, and will also give high credit to German science. Moreover, our honor has been pledged over there. We must avenge our brothers who were murdered there and fulfil their mission. Only our revenge will be more noble and more affirmative, but also less bloody than what other nations are in the habit of doing.

The following text, apparently unknown to most historians, makes clear that the development of a Prussian-German colonial policy has to be dated back right to the time immediately after the creation of the North German Federation. The paper quoted here, the “Norddeutsche Allgemeine Zeitung” was a newspaper that was known to portray the views of the Prussian government. It was particularly close to Bismarck, and we can rightly assume that the text which is quoted in its major parts in this collection, either emanates from people very near to Bismarck, or even from Bismarck himself. It shows that the founder of modern Germany was not categorically against the acquisition of colonies. Rather he sought convenient timing and convenient circumstances.

2. The North German Federation and the Colonial Question, 1867

When the founder of the German customs union, Friedrich List, . . . appeared with his grand national, economic and political reforms about fifty years ago . . . the following were among his six cardinal demands:

1. a German customs union,

2. a German railway network and German overseas steamships lines,

3. a navy,

4. a general consular service,

5. the foundation of German colonies and

6. the concentration of German overseas emigration by upholding the German language and supremacy,

all this under Prussian leadership.

Two thirds of this program have already been carried out to the well-being and benefit of Germany. . . . We do have a navy and, as a consequence of most recent glorious developments, a general Prussian consular service as well. But just before the Danish War of 1864 many good and honest patriots were shaking their heads worrying about the Prussian naval designs while nowadays . . . a navy has already become a natural national postulate among all parties, which is even recognized by foreign countries, John Bull being at the top. Tempora mutantur, et nos mutamur in illis.5 In the same way . . . thinking will be about Prussian-German colonialism in a not-too-distant future.

Who would dispute that only a while ago solving the colonial question for Germany did present difficulties that seemed almost impossible to overcome? Therefore, . . . we don’t want to believe that some personages who so far attacked every proposal for an independent colonization on behalf of Prussia with a violent ruthlessness were actually emigration agents, being in some colonial government’s pay, openly or secretly. . . . What is indispensable for every colonial enterprise, such as a population surplus that tends to emigration, certain liquid funds that are available for stock corporations, limited partnerships or similar enterprises, a busy industry with products that are suitable to export, finally an expanded transport system at home (trains and steamers) plus an enormous overseas shipping trade, which ranks directly behind England and the United States, has been with us for quite some time already. What was almost completely missing, though, were the technical requirements. It is only a sign of political short-sightedness and evidence for not knowing the circumstances, when pothouse politicians from North and South Germany, who hardly ever have felt the plank of a naval ship under their feet, accuse Prussia bitterly that it would not increase its navy fast enough, that it would not attempt to build a navy of at least second rank with a couple of armor-plated vessels, that it would not declare war on Brazil that had betrayed the German emigrants so disgracefully, that it would not promptly concentrate the millions of German emigrants in South America and let come forward from there brevi manu a New Germany – like Minerva out of Jupiter’s head, booted and spurred. For all that, these brawlers completely failed to notice . . . that with their tirades about “German navy” and with their “grandiose” collections for a navy – which did not even suffice to pay the costs for a single corvette – they only turned to ridicule Germany abroad. Nobody thought of the fact that Prussia, the qualified leader and real spokesperson for Germany, which undertook imperative but almost colossal efforts to reorganize the army – splendidly successful –, could not at the same time shoulder the task of millions and millions for the creation of a navy of second rank . . .

Then one is going to understand Lothar Bucher’s6 words who, while lost in contemplation at a New Zealander’s club at the colonial section of the world exposition in London [1851], came to observe: “In 1851 and 1855, the English colonies in North America and the southern hemisphere have produced and still produce in me a strangely-mixed feeling of pleasure and annoyance, of satisfaction and impatience. This feeling will still prickle me when I find myself exiled again in the back of the German tiled stove and can see no further than to the next ditch. When I enter into such a section [of the world exposition] then memories of spring and autumn jump on me, as with someone who grew up in a small rural town. Thus, far the impression is a pleasant one. Immediately, however, the idea is with me that Germany has no colonies and one would like to catch one of these New Holland clubs and apply it emphatically in various directions. Each able beehive is swarming and the emigrants do not get lost in other beehives but they will found a new one. The English have so many colonies that it is almost an art to count all of them. . . . Even before 1859 the Italians were dreaming of and working for a powerful New Italy on the La Plata; and what is more, small Switzerland made it possible that her emigrants were kept together in closed settlements that might turn into states. And Germany? If one day we are done with the sanctity of the principle of nationality that bans us from ruling over other races, I suppose Gauchos included, and that tells us to let our fellow-countrymen get ruled by other races, I suppose Gauchos included, and if one day we are done with nothing but free trade and its crude ideas about the state, and then, when cousin Fritz looks around beyond the seas, then it will be said: the world has been given away and not even heaven is still open. Where the hell was that club?“

The creation of the North German Federation and the debate about the consequences of including “colonization” as a matter of federal reservation in Article Four of the North German constitution gave rise to a number of pamphlets and books that argued for a Prussian-led German colonization of various islands in the Indian and Pacific Ocean. Here the author, Ernst Friedel (1837-1918), at the time a junior barrister at the city court of Berlin, proposes the colonization of Taiwan (Formosa).

3. Proposal for the Foundation of a Prussian-German Colony in Formosa, April 1867

The lethargic tranquillity has been chased away from our fatherland by some unflagging spur. It has aroused that noble ambition, that harrowing jealousy with which alone the power and greatness of a nation can survive. These sentiments, carriers of a true national pride which foreign countries prefer to deny to us, will – in face of the shameful and challenging fact that even small Holland, once a maritime province of Germany, owns immense and precious overseas colonies – not rest before our new, splendid and powerful Prussian-German fatherland has received in colonial affairs its due share, as it did with her navy and in maritime trade. God grant it! . . .

The moment to raise the Prussian colonial flag . . . beyond the blue waves has arrived, now, when our fatherland stands among the great powers more respected, feared and powerful than ever before. Now’s the time to execute the will of the Grand Elector in the Indian and Great Ocean, the hotbed of world trade, and to found settlements . . . which this time . . . will develop into a flourishing colonial empire, into a German India. . . .

People who don’t have a precise knowledge of the local conditions frequently are of the opinion that the island of Formosa belongs to China. This is totally wrong. By the same right one could say: North America belongs to the United States and Northern Africa to France. Only a part of this island is under Chinese supremacy and that not as an integral part of the Chinese Empire, but merely as a dependency of it, as a colony . . . the whole southern coast, almost all of the east coast and a substantial part of the south-western coast is either totally uninhabited and abandoned territory, or inhabited by barbarian pirates and wreckers who have insulted the Prussian flag, plundered German ships and murdered their crew. Accordingly, Prussia has the perfect right to occupy and annex this whole area.

The author then goes on to describe the procedure how to best annex the above-mentioned parts of Taiwan while still observing diplomatic courteousness. Interestingly enough, his proposals to demand satisfaction from the Chinese government for insulting the Royal Prussian flag are very much similar to the later German approach in regard to Kiaochow. Friedel then continues his colonial dream-world with listing other geographical areas which he hopes might become German colonies one day:

Formosa is situated half-way in between India and Japan, in the real heart of world trade. The latter will strongly become influenced by a Prussian settlement there while at the same time the next armed conflicts in China, which presumedly will not be long in coming, will offer the opportunity to annex the Chinese part of the island [of Taiwan] and the harbor of Amoy, the complimentary part of the island on the mainland. Besides [by this development] one might acquire and add new colonies (the Nicobars, individual Sunda islands, certain parts of Borneo and New Guinea, the Midjacosima [Miyajima] and Ponghu islands [Penghu, the Pescadores], the Caroline islands, etc.).

The Nicobar Islands are a group of about twenty islands situated in the Bay of Bengal, northwest of the island of Sumatra, with a total land area ofjust under 2,000 square kilometers. Despite their tropical climate with feared fevers the islands aroused the interest of European colonizers. The Danes established themselves in 1756, calling the islands “Frederick Islands” and founding “New Denmark” as their capital on the island of Car Nicobar. This enterprise, as well as other subsequent Danish attempts were all given up due to the unhealthy climate. A mission by the Moravian Brethren on the island of Nancowry brought a short-lived Austrian colonial government from 1778-1785. Emperor Joseph II ordered the occupation of the islands and the Imperial Austrian frigate “Joseph and Maria Theresia” landed colonial officials on June 6, 1778 to establish a colony. On July 12, 1778, under the thunder of the frigate’s forty-eight cannons, the imperial flag was hoisted and a solemn proclamation read that declared the Nicobar Islands to be a colony “of His Majesty the Holy Roman Emperor of the German Nation” with its headquarters on the island of Camorta. A herd of European cattle and other domesticated livestock was introduced into the islands’ fauna. Danish protests resulted in Vienna giving up the colony. Austrian interest in the islands survived, though, and the Nicobars were as a matter of course included as a point of destination for the Austrian frigate “Novara” on her tour around the world in 1858. Just after the foundation of the North German Federation Franz Maurer from Berlin, who had publicly argued for a German colonization program since 1865, and whose appeal is given below, argued vehemently for a North German colonization of the Nicobar Islands. Two years later the British occupied the islands and used them as a penal colony for criminals deported from India.

4. Outline for the Foundation of a German Colony and Naval Station on the Nicobar Islands, April 1867

Schleswig-Holstein is ours . . . but as much as it is quite certain that the liberation of Schleswig-Holstein represented the first occasion for the resurrection of Germany that has come to pass, there can be no doubt that a strong German naval force under a joined flag plus overseas colonies by Prussia, that have to be open for all Germans, will constitute a unifying bond for the Germans that should not be underestimated. If Prussia had owned colonies ten years ago, these colonies would have favored the Prussian cause in Germany. In this case not only material interests but much more noble motives would have been an argument – colonies would have provided us “moral” conquests! . . .

As for the Nicobar Islands . . . I thought that these islands would be best suited for occupation [by us] in face of what was then [before 1864] our lack of international respect, because I believed that not a single great power would have raised an – at the time, immediately paralysing – protest against this acquisition, knowing that these forty square miles in the Bengal Bay were useless to the whole world and even dangerous to its owner. The Danes, not really new to maritime and colonial affairs, had burnt their fingers on them quite often, and a similar thing had to be expected from Prussia, “which would learn once and for all a beneficial lesson from this and keep away from further advances into colonial ways.” With the fanaticism of my youth I nevertheless hoped that German colonists would still thrive on the Nicobar Islands, and Prussia, being on a colonial course, would have been forced to continue this way. . . .

Now . . . Prussia or Northern Germany – which means the same – has become a power of the first rank, indeed, in union with Southern Germany, the most formidable power of Europe. Now we can choose from overseas territories that are still without owners what we want, not what we are permitted to take. Now the Nicobar Islands possess another significance to us, unknown before: they would constitute the safe retreat and and pivotal point of our maritime forces in Asian waters, the center, from which German colonial ambitions could expand like rays to all sides, to East Africa, Indochina, East Asia, the Sunda islands, and Australia. . . .

Nothing ventured, nothing gained! The author calls out this ancient proverb . . . to his compatriots . . . We Germans cannot escape the predicament that there is not much vacant land to be found in other parts of the world and if we don’t want to take what is still around, only because it is not quite satisfactory to our demands, well, then our emigration will still strengthen foreign nations and weaken us. . . .

The [Prussian Warship] “Vineta” is currently in East Asian waters; this imposing man-of-war would be the best means to execute an order emanating from Berlin, to declare the islands Prussian property. . . . [Otherwise] a Prussian consul in Shanghai or at another place, or a royal official sent forward directly from here [Berlin] . . . receives an order to purchase a privately-owned steamer in Asia, no matter under what flag it was flying, and travels on it under Prussian flag to the Nicobar Islands, and there, influencing the chiefs by presents to hoist the Prussian flag, and make them accept deeds to become provisionally installed officials.

. . . The Nicobar Islands would have to get a German population at any price, without an Asian or African proletariat. This is only possible if the soil of the islands will not be utilized by the usual big plantations but by smallholder property. The individual estates should only be ten, twenty or at the most thirty German acres in size. For the farmers cultivating trees – almost effortless – should become the principal source of income. Additionally, they should raise aromatic fruits that seek shade and where the juice of these fruits could be turned into essence or extract on the spot, etc. As a population for the harbor areas artisans like watch-makers, wood-carvers, carpenters, lathe-turners, instrument-makers, opticians and mechanics, locksmiths, milliners, garmentmakers, toy-makers, etc. certainly would find a good living, just because there always exists a vast quantity of precious or at least expensive things in Asian harbors and also on European ships that are in need of repair which normally can be done only in Europe . . . and if the above-mentioned professions can develop a certain taste and originality in producing new commodities, and are able to satisfy the craving for new and different things, then they will always find an open and worth while market in all harbors in Asia, particularly in the Chinese ones.

The [colonial] government would have as its first objective to turn the Nicobar Islands into a place for repairing and building ships. Thus, it would make the islands not only a base for a possible further expansion of its colonial empire to West Africa, the Sunda Islands, and East Asia, but also a chief attraction for ships of all nations . . .

As far as the position of the [colonial] government toward the natives is concerned, the spirit of German humanity would certainly prevail. The Nicobar Islanders are the legitimate but incompetent owners of the land. They have to be protected to all intents and purposes. Their physical and spiritual well-being has to be cared for sufficiently. Those coconut palms that are currently standing are their property and have to remain it. In case it is deemed necessary to cut some of them down to set up piers, the owners would have to be compensated accordingly. The people have to get teachers. As such the Herrnhut missionaries would seem best suited . . . Solely the government would be allowed to conclude treaties with the natives. Similarly, the trade with these people – at least as far as coconuts are concerned – should be prohibited. Likewise, the delivery of liquor or useless things to them should be banned. . . .

If ever the pretty dream of a Prussian colonization of the Nicobar Islands came true, then truly we can expect that the Catholics as well would demand their part in mission work – and this should not be withheld from them . . . But this also should be quite clear, that the state would have the right in its colony to keep the two [Christian] denominations apart in their mission to the pagans by directing one to this island, the other to another island for the fields of their activity. . . .

Among the ranks of Prussian officialdom and military there is no shortage of men who would volunteer to take up the fight against a dangerous climate far away from our dear home, separate from their loved ones and risking their own lives and health, even without a guarantee of glory, but for the honor of our flag and our fatherland – if only they are called. After all, may such a call come out in the country before long!

While the war against France was coming toward a successful end, there was a debate in the Reichstag of the North German Confederation whether the new Germany should acquire a naval station or possibly even a colony from France. On November 30, 1870, a petition asked specifically for Saigon in French Indochina, what was called at the time Cochinchina. The petition was supported by major shipping-companies and shipowners from Bremen. It came at a time when the German Reich had not yet been founded and a German navy was non-existent. After serious doubts and objections had been raised, the parliament passed to the order of the day without even having a vote on the motion.

5. Saigon a German Colony?

a. Ernst Friedrich Addickes, Ship Owner in Bremen, Member of the Reichstag (National Liberal Party), presents and defends the Petition for the Establishment of a German Naval Station in Saigon, November 30, 1870

Gentlemen, as long as private property at sea during times of war won’t be perceived as private property on land, so long will Germany also be committed to providing protection for those engaging in trade at sea. With Germany’s predominant position . . . it is also scarcely tolerable that the seafarers in the foreign places . . . have to depend on foreign powers for their protection. . . .

One could also point to other advantages which are also indicated in the petition. One would also be able to point out that the acquisition of Saigon or perhaps the acquisition of Cochinchina could become a great source of wealth for Germany. . . . Germany is committed to assure that France’s boundaries will possibly be so drawn during the conclusion of peace with France that it will be very difficult for the French to start a war with Germany. But I believe that Germany also needs to make the effort to see that measures will be undertaken to protect the German trade at sea, a demand which is justified. . . . Our brothers in all foreign countries, yes, in the new and old world, celebrated together with great enthusiasm the victories that our army achieved . . . they have done this with the certain conviction that Germany will also assume such a position of future power on the ocean of which she is justly worthy.

b. Hermann Henrich Meier, merchant and owner of the Norddeutscher Lloyd in Bremen, Member of the Reichstag, questions the reasons for a German colonial policy, but in a strange twist of argument he eventually supports the acquisition of Saigon

Gentlemen! . . . You will not find the name of my firm under the names of the petitioners. I didn’t sign it because in my view, if we were to give in to such a petition, then it would mean a foregone conclusion in regard to colonial policy and in regard to a naval station. These points in question have to be very carefully examined, though I, for my part, am of the opinion that colonial policy is an antiquated view (shouts: very true!). . . .

If we could get it [Saigon] without a sacrifice, we would be able to alter the treaty that France concluded with the empire of Annam in that we return the territory [that was taken by France] to her [Annam] and keep solely Saigon. Then, I think, it could and indeed would turn out to be very useful to us over the years.

c. Baron von Hoverbeck, Member of the Reichstag for the Conservative Party, moves that the parliament should pass to the order of the day with the following arguments:

I believe that the French own quite a few other cute little things besides Saigon, which one might find useful; but I am of the opinion that it is out of place to rack one’s brain about this in the Reichstag at all. That’s the reason why I move to pass to the order of the day, because I think that this petition is not timely.

6. The Reichstag Rejects any Colonial Engagement, 1880

In 1880 Chancellor Bismarck wanted to go one step further and create a state-controlled German firm in the Pacific. The government presented its case in the so-called “Samoa Bill”. However, once again the majority of the Reichstag members were against any German attempt that could be interpreted as moving in the direction of becoming a colonial power. Instrumental for achieving an anti-colonial majority was Ludwig Bamberger, a leftist liberal who was a personal opponent of Bismarck.

Ludwig Bamberger argues the Case for an anti-colonial German Policy, April 22, 1880

One seeks to let oneself be led astray through attractive representations that one loves to see in newspapers and in addresses. One only has to talk about how fertile the ground there is, how quickly the trees grow, in order to figure out that each one, who goes there, must become a millionaire in a few years. We understand the temptation these stories present, and when one shows us examples today, which certainly are not applicable to our current situation, thus one should recall that the almost three-hundred year history of European colonial policy is replete with blood, rubble, and casualties, and finally for the individual enterprises would reveal much more harm than good . . .

It is also presented to us that we could engage in a productive trade with the inhabitants of those territories if only the proper culture of these lands were to be brought into production. Now, gentlemen, the inhabitants of other island groups who could be brought in in order to cultivate the land, enjoy up until now such primitive circumstances that, what we could bring them in reciprocal value would be reduced to practically nothing. The import trade to these islands for the needs of the indigenous population, not for the Europeans who exile themselves there, consists of guns, powder, spirits, beer, and some textiles . . . Gentlemen, what particular flowering of German trade, what advantages would thereby accrue to the export trade – these issues I also have to leave to the supporters of the government’s bill.

7. The Significance of Fiji in German Colonial Policy

One decisive step toward an active German colonial policy was the development in Fiji. It became British on October 10, 1874. As a consequence, German trading influence suffered greatly and the land titles that Germans had acquired were declared void. There ensued a bitter legal and political struggle, which went over a whole decade and left many a German trader bankrupt. It seems that Reich Chancellor Bismarck was influenced greatly by the English treatment of German traders in the Pacific and gradually came to change his original negative attitude toward an individual German colonial policy. This development is clearly pointed out in a – nowadays – very rare German White Book on the beginnings of German colonial policy which sums up the change in the official German attitude toward colonial policy.

British Actions in Fiji were crucial in shaping a German colonial Policy. The German White Book on German Colonial Policy explains this (1885)

According to all indications, the rather tardy-appearing origin of the desire to place German settlements in distant parts of the world under immediate imperial protection lay in the treatment of the German settlers in Fiji Islands after the English took possession. The settlers were there prior to the English annexation. At the time [of the British annexation] the standpoint of the German government was totally that of the current opponents of any colonial policy for Germany: it [the government] thought that there was an identity of maritime interests between Germany and England, and rejected the concerns of the German consul in Sydney in regard to the effects of Fiji’s annexation for the German landowners with a reliance on the hope that the landowners would fare better under civilized English governance than under forms of civil anarchy. A ten-year negotiation process, however, which was necessary just to establish a German-English Commission, while in the interval German interests in Fiji suffered considerable damage, has unquestionably contributed intrinsically to make manifest that it’s still the best thing where German interests are involved, to place them under the protection of the German Empire in places where no civil authority exists.

8. Memorandum of Adolf von Hansemann about German Colonial Policy, September 9, 1880

When a state possesses its own colonies, then the products supplied by the mother country or those derived from world trade are credited to the active portion of the state’s economic balance sheet, whereas those products derived from foreign colonies must be entered into the passive portion of this balance. And when the emigrants of a state turn to one’s own colonies, the most valuable national energy remains preserved for the state whereas they would otherwise be deleted from the economic balance sheet and written off as a profit on the account of another state. Moreover, a state with colonies requires its own productive enterprises, its trade, and its shipping lines so that these provide a significant advantage in the economic relations with the colonies, and naturally a meaningful step ahead in the competition with the other states. From these bases the work of colonization incessantly continues in all corners of the world; one state colonizes its hinterland areas, the other state overseas territories . . .

The freedom in the South Seas for the founding of colonies, which is still open territory and is so extensive, is such that each nation that is a participant in production as well as trade and shipping in the South Seas will find ample room according to the validity of its claim. Germany’s justification lies in the numerous and extensive German settlements and Hanseatic trading establishments scattered about many island groups, in the considerable share its trading flag has in the shipping in the South Seas, in the high esteem which its sea power enjoys in the Pacific Ocean, and in the harbors which the German sea power has secured. The next task lies therein to strengthen essentially this claim, and in case this succeeds, the German Empire will probably not fail to obtain an area in the South Seas with very little investment which, thanks to German industriousness, will be in a position to supply a large part of the motherland’s needs in colonial products and, moreover, to participate with its productiveness in world trade.

9. Bismarck’s Speech of June 23, 1884 in the Budget Commission of the Reichstag. Here Summarized by the Norddeutsche Allgemeine Zeitung

Bismarck was certainly no ardent supporter of the colonization movement. His field of vision always centered on the continent. While attempting to protect German interests overseas more forcefully since 1880, Bismarck remained adamant however that the German flag only followed the traders. Further, whatever risks were incurred abroad in the name of trade were to be borne by those who profited from these enterprises.

He has given his opinion on this before and still maintains the point of view today that it isn’t right for Germany to occupy strips of land where we don’t have any interests represented in order to artifically create a German immigration, to let such a land be administered by German officials, and to establish garrisons there. For this kind of colonial system we lack the schooled officials. These types are too expensive to train and they would tax our navy too heavily. . . . It’s a different situation to place those free settlements of Reich’s citizens under imperial protection who have, shall we say, grown out of the German nation, and settled in areas not under the recognized sovereignty of another nation. He held it for an imperial duty to protect not only the factories but also the acquired terrories of those overseas settlements founded in this manner.

10. Bismarck’s Final Reichstag Speech about Colonies, January 26, 1889

I have pointed out to you with what hesitation I approached the colonial issue. After I was convinced that the majority of my countrymen – I believe it was the majority at least and, in any case, I may conclude this from the approval existent here in the Reichstag – wherein the majority supported the attempt at colonial policy without any guarantee of its success. Thus, I didn’t feel authorized anymore to maintain my previous doubts – I remember it very well – which were guided by the idea that our flag should never be used to claim sovereign territory, but at the most coaling stations. That was my viewpoint in previous years. In short, I was against the founding of German colonies. I adjusted to the situation. And if I in my position am able to bend before the pressure of the majority of my countrymen and the majority of the Reichstag, so, I believe, Herr Bamberger could do it also. I don’t feel empowered to throw stones in the path of the great Reich’s locomotive once she has chosen her track and that, I believe, is what the gentlemen are doing who, supported by a small majority, are still creating difficulties for imperial policy in this matter. . . .

I have explained the reasons which induced me to give in to the movement in favor of colonial aspirations and 1 have emphasized my flexibility in regard to the public in this matter. But four years ago the public already capitulated to this current to the extent that, as far as I can see, it can no longer go back. Also I don’t think that the public would find it feasible to do so.

Official Germany began paying attention to the potential value of colonies in April 1883. At that time the German Foreign Ministry inquired of the cities of Lübeck, Bremen, and Hamburg if the Hanseatics had any complaints to be addressed or wishes to be fulfilled about trade and shipping along the West Africa coast. The occasion for this inquiry was the respective demarcation of territories between England and France north of Sierra Leone. Since the two countries were about to alter the status quo (1883), the Foreign Ministry thought the occasion opportune to survey its most important African traders.

Lübeck failed to respond. Bremen replied that political conditions under British occupation in Lagos were entirely satisfactory. Only on the coasts of what later became Togo and Dahomey problems existed. Here chiefs, according to Bremen traders, burdened trade with duties so high that the export of goods practically ceased. The Senate of Bremen continued:

11. Senate of Bremen to the Foreign Ministry, July 9, 1883

One is of the opinion that the French traders have incited the Negroes against their German competitors. These are of the mind that the appearance of a German warship on this coast would elicit more respect for our nation. This might also be the opportune moment to enter into a sort of treaty relationship with the natives in order to deflect any future dislocation of our trade.

Hamburg’s Chamber of Commerce, not surprisingly, replied with a long position paper. Its traders represented firms like C. Woermann and Jantzen & Thormalen who were some of the most active Germans in West Africa. This paper is not only an informative revelation of the commercial mind; it also depicts trade and power relationships on the West African coast from Liberia to Cameroon. In it one saw that Hamburg derived considerable profit from textiles, gunpowder, glass beads, alcohol, salt, and iron wares that the city-state sent to Africa. It also benefitted from its carrying trade of French and English wares destined for West Africa. In non-colonial areas only large European firms operated. Where colonies existed, trade was very competitive among a variety of firms of all sizes. Even local Africans had their own firms and secured wares from Europe, thanks to the advent of the steam ship. They also marketed their products abroad.

Hamburg appreciated the security afforded by European occupation of West African coastal areas. It pointed out, however, that this security tended to be fleeting and it depended upon the good will of Germany’s trading rivals. It was time for Germany to protect its own subjects and to do the things that the French and English had already done: conclude treaties of protection with Africans; send warships to African waters to obtain respect for one’s traders.

12. Memorandum of the Hamburg Chamber of Commerce about German Interests in West Africa, July 6, 1883

All of the native Negro tribes are ruled by a chief (Chief, King, or whatever else they call themselves) who has unlimited power to forbid his subjects or this or that merchant to do any trade. Thus, the foreign merchant, before he can even start to trade, has to conclude a contract with a chief in which the latter promises protection and security for the merchant’s possessions and usually also security for his personnel. In return the chief is assured presents. If a chief wants some extra gifts, and if he thinks that he can get away with it, he will forbid a tribe to trade with a specific firm or to bring products to it. Every Negro chief knows however that if the English are treated this way that they are in a position, in a very short time, to get a warship on the spot in order to compel observance of treaty provisions. On their part the Germans don’t have a comparable energetic protection. The chiefs don’t know anything about the power and the will of Germany to protect its people. As a result, chiefs permit themselves the grossest arbitrary behavior and blackmail against Germans. . . . But it’s not alone the readily-available protection of their warships which assures the English and French merchants a favored position above that of the Germans. Their position is strengthened and enhanced through the existence of numerous treaties these countries have concluded with native chiefs. . . .

One should recognize it, and German trade on Africa’s west coast certainly has derived the most benefit from it, that many of these treaties which England has concluded apply not only to England’s subjects, but have general validity for all Europeans. . . . Also German firms established in Cameroon recognized with great thanks the willingness with which the English consul and English warships supported their interests in their difficulties with the Cameroon chiefs, both now and in the past, just as they did for the English subjects. It is no longer incumbent upon the German Empire for its subjects in foreign countries to be dependent upon the good will and the inclinations of foreign powers. These are supports which are transitory. In order for German traders to maintain themselves before other European nations and also before the natives, it is necessary that they can get their support from the continually reliable and effective protection of their own country. In most regions the first and most important means of protection is the conclusion of treaties between the Reich and the powerful Negro chiefs. . . .

The firms that we asked felt that protection for German interests on Africa’s West Coast would not be realizable if the Reich didn’t decide to obtain a naval station in that region. They believe that this wish should be made manifest now because they are unanimous in suggesting the best place, namely the Spanish island of Fernando Po. . . .

As a follow-up to these previously related wishes, namely the acquisition of Fernando Po as a German naval station, the representatives of the West African firms in this often-mentioned conference enthusiastically support the acquisition of a coastal strip of the continent to found a German trading colony. They recommend as particularly appropriate the coast directly opposite Fernando Po. They support this wish with the following explanation: the energetic advance of the French and Portuguese on Africa’s West Coast shows that if Germany doesn’t want to be denied colonies forever, now is the last moment, so to speak, to acquire some. . . .

With its thickly settled population of potential consumers, Central Africa’s interior represents a particularly favorable market for European industrial products. This is especially so since not only all of the local products but also remuneration for work are paid not in money nor in bills of exchange but always in foreign goods. To open up this market for the export-needy German industry would be of great value. The difficulty lies as much in the independent Negro tribes who live on the coast as it does in the foreign colonies. Cameroon Negroes, for instance, don’t let any whites beyond the river’s mouth into the interior. If in solitary cases it is allowed, then a chief always accompanies the party in order to prevent any traffic with the neighboring people. Similar conditions exist in the so-called Oil Rivers, Old Calabar, New Calabar, Bonny, etc. The coastal Negroes have in many cases adopted European needs and they have acquired a taste for expensive clothing and good household furnishings (furniture, mirrors, lamps, clocks, etc.). As a result there exists on the coast an advantageous business in the consumption of these and many other luxury items. In regard to the Negro in the interior, the so-called “Bush Negro,” they only receive the inferior wares. In order to expand the consumer market for European industrial products, it is necessary for the Europeans to have a direct connection with the Negro in the interior. This can only be achieved, however, when the coast is in the possession of a European power. Who controls the coastline will have the lion’s share of the trade. . . .

Further, plantation agriculture is impossible where the planter is both powerless and without legal recourse before the arbitrary behavior and greed of uncivilized chiefs and where he must fear that the fruits of many years of work and of significant capital investment, both of which are necessary to bring virgin soil into cultivation, will occasionally be destroyed through an ambush of the natives. Thus, plantation agriculture can only be started up there where the rule of a civilized nation provides the necessary protection. Experience also teaches that plantation agriculture is not only advantageous for the entrepreneur, but it’s the best means to raise the living standard of the country and its inhabitants. . . .

The Chamber of Commerce concluded with a wish list which it hoped that the Government wouldful fill:

1. Appointment of a German consul to the Gold Coast.

2. Conclusion of treaties with England, eventually also with France, so that the Germans in the colonies of these countries will be guaranteed the same rights as their nationals in every relation, but particularly in regard to the acquisition of private property. (This is particularly true for Sierra Leone).

3. Influence France to end the disadvantaging of German trade through its prohibition of the import of guns into the colony of Gabon and, at the same time, to permit the import of large quantities of guns to be traded through Brazzaville.

4. Seek the implementation of the treaty of commerce by the Liberian government; seek the eventual revision of the treaty so that Germans in Liberia will receive the same treatment as nationals from other states.

5. Protection of German interests in districts inhabited by independent Negro tribes through the conclusion of treaties with chiefs and through the stationing of warships for this purpose.

6. Neutralization of the mouth of the Congo and of the neighboring coastal stretches.

7. Establishment of a naval station (Fernando Po).

8. Acquisition of a coastal stretch in West Africa to found the trading colony Biafra Bay.

13. Count von Hatzfeldt to the Prussian Representative in Hamburg, December 22, 1883

[Response of the Prussian Foreign Ministry to the requests of Bremen and Hamburg:]

Conditional upon the inclusion in the imperial budget for 1885-86 of a stipend for the position of career consul, the intention is to establish a commissariat for the representation of German interests on the west coast of Africa. In addition the continued stationing of warships on this coast is being considered. In the meantime H.M.S. Sophie is being charged with the protection of German interests there. This ship will shortly visit the harbors of Grand and Little Popo, among others. The attempt will be made to protect German trade against prejudicial treatment within the possessions of the colonial states and where possible to expand existing treaty rights. . . . The conclusion of treaties with independent Negro states, as suggested by the trade groups, will be one of the tasks of the imperial commissioner or that of the later-to-be-sent general consul.

14. Jantzen & Thormälen’s Recommendations for Treaties with Chiefs in Cameroon, February 5, 1884

The firm pointed out that on the coast from Cameroon to Gabon in the 1860s the English dominated the trade. With the arrival of the German firm of C. Woermann, and later Jantzen & Thormalen, about one-half of the products for sale were of German origin.

In Cameroon where the German trade has taken on a considerable increase in volume, King Bell and King Aqua are the premier chiefs and Lock Preso and Dido follow them in importance. It would be of the utmost consequence and of incalculable advantage if we could get these chiefs to free navigation on the upper reaches of the Cameroon river.

In regard to the political relations in Cameroon, there has been a long-standing rivalry between King Bell and King Aqua which has often led to bloody wars that lamed the trade without either side being able to gain supremacy over the other. The Bell family, conscious of having been born free, looks down upon the Aqua family as of unequal birth because it originated in slavery. Aqua’s response was to wage war successfully against Bell and his allies Dido and Preso.

15. A Pro-Colonial Speech in the Allgemeine Deutsche Kongreß, September 1886

There are many people for whom the fatherland means only need, effort, and work; consequently they have no consciousness of love for country. To the proletariat for whom Germany offers only a future without possessions, to the man who by the hardest work can scarcely earn his daily bread, to these I say: emigrate, try to be a landowner in a virgin, new territory, where you can remain German . . . .

Economically the proletariat that emigrates to Brazil is worth three to four times as much to his country of origin because he consumes there [Brazil] three or four times more than here. This is a point of view which should never be forgotten. The emigrants to North America are totally lost to the fatherland because there they consume English, American, and French goods. Today he’ll become a competitor of the fatherland because North American farm and industrial products compete today with German products in German markets. The situation is totally different in South Brazil. Here German goods are consumed and our Brazilian industry will probably not compete with the German for years to come. . . .

Germany won on the battlefields and has become large and mighty. Unfortunately German capital hasn’t achieved a comparable position in the world market. Germany has another battle left to fight, namely against the English pound, so that Germany’s power position will become fully developed. The mark must dominate in the world the way that the pound does today. In order for this to happen, German capital has to emerge out of its shy abstinence. In Rio Grande do Sul [Brazil], where all the trade is in German hands, all the foreign capital is English. There the state and the stock companies use the pound. But this is where German capital must go. It’s up to the imperial government, through the organization of state-supported banks, to set up subsidiary establishments. Now that Germany has become a sea power, and after she has given the world the inexpensive mail service, the most important task is to fight the world monopoly of the pound. . . .

There is another issue, however, and that is the social one: social problems of the worst kind which threaten Europe’s peace and progress. These are rooted in the poverty of the working class. There is only one solution; it is the rational distribution of the human race over the earth. Only in this way can we root out the social evil for in this way will the production correspond easily to the needs of consumption. It doesn’t make any difference to me if the people who come to the Rio Grande do Sul are social democrats or not. There where they get their own landed property, there where their work calls them daily into the forest – they will be rid of social democratic follies. We’ve had enough dissatisfied people come over, and with us they have all become exemplary German workers. From this point of view it would seem to be imperative that official circles should put no stone in the path of emigration to South Brazil. Emigration represents a departure of elements which here [Germany] could easily become dangerous while out there in strange lands there is no way that they will be able to realize their international dreams.

16. Gerhard Rohlfs to Prince Hohenlohe-Langenburg, Chairman of the German Colonial Society: The Mediterranean in the Eyes of a German Explorer; September 25, 1890

I am convinced that if the Mediterranean no longer has the importance for Europe that it had in the Middle Ages, if someone currently aspires to secure us a colony in that area, the only place that appears to me to be appropriate is Cyrenaica. We definitely have to have a colony on the Mediterranean, if only because of the increased ship traffic there. Cyrenaica, would however, I think, arouse the jealousy of the foreign powers least – with the exception of Italy.

17. Carl Peters Elaborates on the Motives which Drove Him to East Africa

One of the most active and vocal supporters of empire, the German adventurer Carl Peters, had visions of a large German colony in East Africa stretching from the Sudan southward to Zanzibar. His vision and his activities to realize his vision irritated Bismarck who did not want to acquire African territory, particularly if it meant the alienation of the British. Peters was not to be stopped however; he organized an expedition whose treaty-making activity provided the bases for the future German colony of East Africa. In 1885 he received imperial authorization for the charter company which was to exploit and to rule the new territory. In this retrospective written in 1898 Peters explains the sources of his motivation.

My own justification, the proof that I handle the Africans in the right way, will be provided later on. I’ll just quietly wait to see which point of view future developments validate. In any case, I didn’t go to Africa in order to make the indigenous population happy. I didn’t have any inner or outer motivation to do this. Similarly I haven’t found that the Africans have a particular need to go to Europe in order to make us happy. Rather I have pursued colonial policy in order to serve my fellow citizens and the power of the German empire. But I always thought, too, that herewith the interests of the Negro world would also be benefited, and increasingly so the more decisively one brings them [Negroes] into the new economic order. In this process the use of force may be unavoidable. My conviction is that in every colonial policy it all comes down to the economic advantages that the colonizer derives therefrom. Such advantages will only occur when the opening up and the development of new lands is undertaken according to the principles of a healthy understanding of human nature. As far as I know the world’s history, feelings of guilt and utopian ideas don’t lead to any great successes.

Notes

1 Ethel Drus, “The Colonial Office and the Annexation of Fiji”, Transactions of the Royal Historical Society 32 (1950), pp. 87-110, here p. 94.

2 Cf. Hermann Hiery, “Der Kaiser, das Reich und der Kolonialismus. Anmerkungen zur Entstehung des deutschen Imperialismus im 19. Jahrhundert”, in: Franz Bosbach and Hermann Hiery (eds.), Imperium / Empire / Reich. An Anglo-German Comparison of a Concept of Rule (München: K. G. Saur, 1999), pp. 155-166.

3 Today: Jumba. Different spellings used in the past are Giumbo, Jumbo, Jumboo and Jumbō.

4 Gondokoro is a strategically and economically important city in (today) the South of Sudan (formerly, the most northern part of British Uganda) on the Upper Nile. It was here that Ignaz Knoblecher alias Abuna Süleiman/Soliman (1819-1858) founded an Austrian station early in 1853. This was given up in 1859.

5 Times are changing and we change with them.

6 One of the closest collaborators of Bismarck. On him cf. Christoph Studt, Lothar Bucher (1817-1892). Ein politisches Leben zwischen Revolution und Staatsdienst (Göttingen: Vandenhoeck & Rupprecht, 1992), 390 pp.
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Acquisition of Colonies

The actual acquisition of colonies came after agreements with the British and, in West Africa, also with the French government. Contrary to other colonial powers, Germany did not have to wage a single war against its European rivals to gain its colonies. Bismarck might have upset some European powers with his diplomatic skills, his persistence and the swiftness in which the advantages gained were transformed into fait accomplis on the spot, but he knew very well the limits which he would not cross. And initially there was also no real indigenous resistance. In most cases, German authority was based upon treaties that were concluded with indigenous chiefs – a method Great Britain had successfully inaugurated in New Zealand with the treaty of Waitangi in 1840 and one which all other powers had adopted thereafter. As always in these and similar cases, it is open to debate how much the local dignitaries understood about local practice and, in particular, if they had the authority to deal with land, claims, and issues of this sort in the manner that they did. But to simply claim that the indigenous population had no idea of what was going on, does underestimate its conceptual abilities and might in some cases be a more modern form of regarding non-Europeans as uncivilized people. Document no. 43 is very illustrative in that regard in that it shows how European symbols of authority, such as coats of arms, were clearly perceived as a threat by some indigenous people.

Certainly German influence was vague and shadowy in the beginning. Annexation usually meant the hoisting of the German flag by the crew of a corvette, and a few saluting gun shots. No anthem was played simply because imperial Germany had no national anthem. Then the Germans disappeared as suddenly as that had arrived. The establishment of a German colonial bureaucracy on the spot was slow and the number of officials small. Germans were also concentrated in a few selective places only. It also took quite some time to organize a local police force. Maps that portrayed immense and large territories as German possessions were hence more products of fantasy, showing-off and greed, rather than a reflection of colonial reality. On the other hand, it has to be said that the colonial borders were still in flux even if we consider only the European perceptions. After the initial annexations more land was given up to other colonial powers by Germany than was additionally gained, at least as long as Bismarck had the final say. Much of what later became British Uganda was in the beginning in German hands; or rather there existed German claims based on treaties with local dignitaries. In the Pacific early German claims, for instance in the Gilbert Islands or in Huahine in the Leeward Islands group of the Society Islands, were not really pursued or even officially given up. Niue and Tonga remained on paper neutral within the Anglo-German sphere of influence, but in fact the British influence there grew stronger year-after-year. But even after Bismarck’s departure from office in 1890, the policy still followed Bismarck’s old maxim: German colonies were above all regarded to be possible bargaining objects for the much more important European landscape.

The real departure from Bismarck’s original conception set in shortly before the turn of the century. The lease of Kiaochow was the result of a most aggressive German policy that just stopped short of waging a war. It had been no coincidence that Bismarck had kept his colonial fingers off Asia (and America). Now the original motive behind Bismarck’s decision to acquire colonies for Germany had either been forgotten or was purposely ignored. Almost the whole German fleet rushed to the Philippines during the Spanish-American War, quite obviously to wait for the Philippine apple to fall right into the German lap. A war against the United States, however, was out of the question. Therefore, what remained was really only the leftover. Nobody really wanted the Carolines. They were too costly for Spain which was only too keen to give them up. The Spanish newspaper “Correo”, which was thought to express the views of the government, described them as “a burden”.1 The “Manchester Guardian” summarized what the other colonial powers thought: that the “islands, of course, are economically worthless. The only question is whether any of them is worth anything as a site for a coal-wharf or for anything but a flagstaff.”2 Even the German Navy was against their acquisition. The Secretary for the Navy, von Tirpitz, expressed the expert opinion of the Naval High Command: “Characteristically, the North Americans do not want them [the islands]. The islands offer just run-down maritime bases that have lost their purpose to prevent pirates from waylaying Spanish ships en route from Mexico to the Philippines.”3

The claim in some of the less-informed history books, that the German navy wanted the Carolines as naval bases for their warships from Kiaochow en route to the Pacific islands, is nonsense, as Gerd Hardach already pointed out.4 As it stood, it was the Kaiser who pushed ahead with the purchase of the Carolines and the Marianas.5 Perhaps there was more to this endeavor than just the personal whim of an erratic emperor.

For centuries, the rulers of the Holy German Empire had the slogan allzeit Mehrer des Reiches (forever augmenting the empire) in their title. With the creation of the new national Germany the traditional title was recreated in the declaration in which Wilhelm, King of Prussia, accepted the imperial designation in Versailles on January 17, 1871: “God may grant Us and Our successors to the imperial crown the ability to forever augment the German Empire, not by conquests in war, but in goods and gifts of peace in the area of national welfare, freedom and civilization.” While this new Bismarckian interpretation of the ancient title had moved purposely away from territorial gains as implicit in the original meaning of “forever augmenting the empire”, into a new direction focused on peace and social policy as the ambition of the emperor, Wilhelm’s grandson probably was thinking in old categories as well, seeing that his grandfather had indeed enlarged the empire territorially.

Be that as it may, there can be no doubt that German foreign policy immediately before and after the turn of the century was not any more “saturated” as Bismarck had put it. A part of the “place in the sun”, the famous proverb with which the Secretary for Foreign Affairs, Bülow, had justified the acquisition of Kiaochow (legally as a leasehold only and since January 1, 1906 part of the Chinese customs area) in December 1897, were the purchase of the Carolines and Marianas in 1899, the gaining of the western part of much sought-after Samoa in 1900 (but with the concurrent loss of most of the German Solomon Islands and some areas in Western Africa, plus the definite waiver of Tonga and Niue) and, ultimately, the addition of former French territories to Cameroon as “New Cameroon” shortly before the outbreak of World War I. Furthermore, Wilhelm’s acquisitions were celebrated with much more pomp than Bismarck’s had been.

18. F.A.E. Lüderitz to the Imperial Foreign Office, April 8, 1884

Germany began its overseas colonial career in Southwest Africa, now Namibia, where a Bremen merchant, F(ranz) A(dolf) E(duard) Lüderitz (1834-1886) had established a trading enterprise at Angra Pequena. Lüderitz’s enterprise lay between Portuguese Angola in the north and British Capetown in the south. Although the British did not claim this area, they sought to prevent others from establishing claims there. Bismarck refused to accept this exclusionary tactic.

Lüderitz sought to open Southwest Africa to German trade and, particularly, settlement. He wanted to create a German-Boer settlement stretching from the Atlantic to the Indian Ocean. His effort bore partial fruit in April 1883 when one of his representatives landed in Angra Pequena. Although there were few European competitors nearby, Lüderitz was not without his troubles.

As I have already observed in my obedient petition of March 21 of this year [1884], I am continually tormented in every shape and manner by the English and the Cape residents as long as there is no official proclamation that I and my African possessions stand under German protection.

May 1 request your exalted office once again in great obedience to protect my duly-acquired rights?

It would be of great value for my enterprise and for the reputation of Deutschtum if my representative in Angra Pequena, Mr. Heinrich Vogelsang, would be named German consul for Large Namaland and for Damaraland (where I would like to expand my possessions).

Bismarck responded with the following cable to the German consul in Capetown and a subsequent message to the German Embassy in London. Since the British did not answer Bismarck’s question if they laid claim to any area north of the Orange river, the Chancellor placed Angra Pequena under German protection.

19. Bismarck to the German Consul in Capetown, April 24, 1884

According to Mr. Lüderitz the colonial officials seem to doubt that his possessions north of the Orange river have a claim to German protection. Make it officially known that he and his settlements stand under the protection of the empire.

20. Bismarck to the German Embassy in London, April 24, 1884

According to a report of the commandant of the gunboat Nautilus and as a result of the latest news from Capetown, officials there doubt that the land acquisitions and the business of Mr. Lüderitz north of the Orange river may lay claim to imperial protection. Therefore, I have informed the imperial consul in Capetown by telelgraph to leave no official doubt that this is indeed the case. I ask Your Excellency to inform Lord Granville about this [action].

21. The Foreign Office Explains Bismarck’s Action

We received the answer that north of the Orange river, with the one exception of Walfisch Bay, that England exercises no jurisdiction and is also not in the position, in the area in question, to guarantee anyone protection. Nevertheless, he, the Chancellor, in order to be absolutely sure, inquired of the English government in December of 1883 if England exercised any rights of possession on this coastal strip or if she laid any claim to it. If claim were laid, what was its legal basis and what English institutions existed in order to offer protection there? For a long time there was no answer to this question.

22. Bismarck’s Appointment of General Consul Gustav Nachtigal to Place Certain Coastal Areas under German Protection, May 19, 1884

Bismarck explained that, in order to protect German subjects from expulsion from the West African coast through foreign occupation, the German emperor had decided to place various parts of this area under German protection. But Bismarck went on to caution the following:

. . . the installation of an administrative apparatus, which would require the sending of a large number of German officials, the establishment of a standing garrison with German troops, and the acceptance of the obligation of the Reich to protect those German settlers with their factories and establishments in the event of a war with the big sea powers is not intended. For our purposes the conclusion of treaties of friendship, trade, and protection are sufficient; through these the necessary means to protect German subjects will be acquired.

Bismarck then went on to outline which coastal areas would be put under German protection to forestall their preemption by other powers: Angra Pequena (Southwest Africa) and the coast between the Niger delta and Gabon, particularly opposite the island of Fernando Po. Bismarck continued to explain the stipulations attached to the conclusion of treaties.

The imperial sovereignty should only be proclaimed after 1) its contractual acceptance by the indigenous chiefs or 2) on the basis of previous acquisitions by citizens of the Reich. . . . In the process of concluding treaties and publishing them, proceed in the sense of the attached petition of Mr. Woermann wherein it is specifically articulated that we will respect and maintain those treaties of trade and contracts concluded by other nations or their subjects with the natives and we will particularly uphold treaties concerning freedom of trade in the areas mentioned above. . . .

In addition to these coastal areas, you should tie up at Little Popo. From the communications of Captain Stubenrauch you have been informed about previous occurrences at this coastal point.6 In the assumption that in the meantime the chiefs have not committed any more acts of violence against German firms, the hostages previously taken by H.M.S. Sophie are to be freed.

According to the newest communications of the German firms situated there, immediately after the departure of the Sophie, the English governor of the Gold Coast Colony continued his efforts to annex this part of the coast for England. On March 5 of this year the King of Little Popo and Grigi and a whole group of chiefs thanked His Majesty the Emperor for the peace that obtained after the visit of the German warship and petitioned for His protection in order to forestall a feared annexation by England. This petition is appended.7

23. Report of Captain Stubenrauch of February 22, 1884

When H.M.S. Sophie arrived in Little Popo [Togo] on January 30, 1884, the representatives of the German firms there told the commandant that the situation was moving toward a crisis and that their position in this place was threatened.

Stubenrauch then went on to explain the political conditions which caused the German firms in Togo concern. In February 1882 the German firms in Little Popo concluded a contract with Chief Quadjovi which guaranteed him the receipt of export duties on palm products shipped by German companies and an annual income. This agreement existed until November 1883. Then other chiefs sought to gain equal benefits according to Stubenrauch. The captain then presided over a conference on February 1, 1884 which reiterated the terms of the agreement of February 1882. Stubenrauch continued:

H.M.S. Sophie then departed on the following day for Grand Popo. Immediately after arriving in this port, a representative of the German firm of Wölber & Brohm, who had made the trip from Little Popo to Grand Popo on horseback, came on board to ask the commandant to return to Little Popo as quickly as possible to the aid of the Germans there. They feared the worst for their lives and property. The Negroes, and apparently those of the Lawson party,8 had prevented the personnel of the German firms by force of arms from using the skiffs to unload the steamer Carl Woermann. The Negroes also said that the German Emperor lacked the power to protect the German interests and that his warships would not dare to intervene militarily.

Rushing back to Little Popo, the Commandant sent a landing party of about 100 men to take three chiefs with their advisors as prisoners and bring them on board. This order was immediately executed.

Subsequently, Stubenrauch determined to his satisfaction that the guilty parties were a man by the name of Lawson, another called Gomez, and the advisor to Lawson called Wilson. These three were kept as bail for the King of Grigi.

24. Request by the Kings and Chiefs of Togo for a Treaty of Protection

I. We the undersigned kings and chiefs of Little Popo and Grigi thank His Majesty for his assistance in maintaining peace in this country.

II. There wouldn’t be any danger or unrest here if the English government would refrain from becoming involved in our affairs. England desires our land, but we have no intention of turning it over to her.

III. We beg Your Majesty to protect us and to prevent the annexation.

IV. We implore aid from Your Majesty in that we have completely placed ourselves under your protection.

V. We humbly ask for quick action.

King Aiaushi Agbanor of Little Popo and Grigi
Caboceer Quadjovi
Chief Pedro Quadjo
Eleven other signatures

25. Nachtigal Concludes a Treaty of Protection with Togo’s Chiefs

I have concluded a treaty of protection with the King of Togo and his chiefs. Their territory extends eastward from the English settlements to Little Popo. The main villages are Lome and Bagida. Heinrich Randad9 has been appointed as provisional consul. The English official stationed in Keta has been informed.

26. Adolph Woermann Encourages his Subordinate to Prepare the Way for Colonial Acquisitions

Carl Woermann was one of the most prominent of the Hamburg traders. He had the largest shipping line to West Africa. His son Adolph (1847-1911) extended the trade and ultimately became the head of the largest private steamship line in the world. In the following passage he urges one of his emissaries to secure treaties in preparation for the declaration of protection over Cameroon.

I have to tell you something today that I ask you, in the interest of the matter, to treat as extremely confidential.

The various efforts which aimed at getting the German government to acquire overseas possessions have finally borne fruit. Among other things, the German government is very partial to establishing itself in Cameroon now that the German navy has a coaling station on Fernando Po, although the island itself remains in Spanish possession.

I myself was called to Prince Bismarck to discuss the best means to achieve this aim [colonies]. Also the instructions for the imperial commissioner were laid down. First of all the main thing is that you and Voss of Jantzen & Thormalen will agree and work completely hand-in-hand. Jantzen & Thormalen know about the whole affair and they will give Voss the same instructions that I gave you. It will be a question then of you and Voss together obtaining from the four chieftains in Cameroon, King Bell, King Aqua, Lock Preso, and Dido, sovereignty over all of their territories which they will transfer to His Majesty, the emperor of Germany. A German warship will then arrive, occupy the country in the name of His Majesty the Emperor, and raise the German flag at all of the points.

The question is this: Will King Bell, King Aqua and the others feel disposed to relinquish their territories and, above all, under what conditions? . . .

It will be your job to represent to the chiefs the advantages accruing from the protection of the Emperor of Germany. It has to be made definitely clear that the rights of all third parties will be respected. Further, it must also be emphasized that the English can continue with their trade just as before. Thus, King Bell and King Aqua, and the other two chieftains, may collect their duties in the same way as they did before.

If you represent the matter to these chieftains in the right way, together with Jantzen & Thormalen, I have no doubt that you will be successful. We are firmly convinced that a small sacrifice in terms of presents, which Jantzen & Thormalen will help pay for, will be more than compensated for through a later expansion of business.

The main problem, as I see it, is to complete all preparations before the English get wind of the matter and preempt us. The Möwe [gunboat] carrying Dr. Nachtigal will arrive, I think, in the first days of July. Then things have to be done blow-by-blow so that Cameroon must become German before the English even have an inkling of what is going on. . . .

In the same way you should go ahead in Bimbia. Here, I assume, the document of transfer will be easier to obtain there than in Cameroon. Make sure, however, that not only the land itself but also the sovereign rights get transferred to the firm of C. Woermann and/or Jantzen & Thormalen, either or both acting for His Majesty the Emperor of Germany. Mr. Schulze will receive the assignment to do likewise along the whole coast from Malimba to Cape St. John. After having said all of this, I hope that in company with Captain Voss you will prove yourself to be a skillful negotiator, particularly so that the English will not preempt us. Our current sacrifice in terms of presents and the like will be returned ten fold later on when the whole area will be opened more and more to trade. It would be a shame if Prince Bismarck’s current willingness and inclination to proceed were not exploited to the full.

At the same time with the transfer of the sovereign rights, you may certainly go ahead and alienate extensive land areas, as private property, particularly those which lend themselves to the creation of plantations. Without a doubt, in the event that the land does become German, a number of efforts will proceed in the direction of creating extensive plantations. Then it is always good if that land is already in private possession so that we can sell it again later on. Naturally you must try to buy as cheaply as possible. On can get land practically for nothing. . . .

Once more, let me recapitulate my instructions: work together with Voss; put some money into this effort whose costs will be shared jointly; be discreet but don’t let the English get ahead of you; send me news as soon as possible. Hopefully I’ll have a favorable report from you soon.

27. Nachtigal Places the German Flag over Various Areas in the Bay of Biafra

I have hoisted the imperial flag in those areas lying between Bimbia and Little Batanga on the Bay of Biafra. The chiefs of Large Batanga, lying further to the south, had already concluded a treaty with France . . . Went to Gabon to talk with the French governor about these events.

28. Bismarck Has His Doubts about Nachtigal’s Acquisitions

According to the telegram that I just received, Nachtigal’s actions south of Batanga seem to collide with French claims here. If this is the case, we will not maintain them. Please communicate this to Mr. Ferry.10

29. Events Preceding the Togo Annexation

Nachtigal described in considerable detail for Bismarck the events which led to the annexation of Togo. The commissioner reported that he anchored at Little Popo on July 2. Representatives from the German factories reported that since the visit of the Sophie in January and February 1884 trading conditions had improved. Nevertheless, the Lawson party continued its agitation and unrest designed, Nachtigal thought, to cause an English intervention in and annexation of Togo. In the following week a new King of Grigi would be crowned. This event would be a test of strength between the English Lawson party and the German Grigi party.

In accompaniment with Dr. Buchner I went ashore in the evening in order that on the following day we could have an early morning palaver . . . In the course of the evening we heard from a number of German gentlemen, among whom was Mr. Reiman of Vietor Sons [Bremen factory], about how the neighboring English tried to increase their colonial possessions; how Sir Samuel Rowe11, . . . after Captain Stubenrauch’s intervention, went to Little Popo and publicly spent sums of money on women and girls; how paid black agents, mostly Negroes from Sierra Leone, were sent to the independent small Negro territory [Togo] to sow discord and unrest in order to damage the European trade and thereby provide the opportunity for a forceful intervention; how particularly just recently the English District Commissioner Firminger12 of Keta excited the whole area of Togoland, sandwiched between Little Popo and the Gold Coast Colony, through his threats. This man recently showed up there with English colonial soldiers [Hausa] . . . in order to complain to the chiefs about the so-called smuggle in essentially free wares such as tobacco, gunpowder, rum and gin which were ending up in the Gold Coast Colony.13 He also offered chiefs money if they would accept an English protectorate. When the chiefs appealed to their independence from the King of Togo . . . Firminger explained to them that he would give them thirty days time to either drive the foreign merchants out of their country or to accept an English protectorate. If they didn’t voluntarily do one or the other, after the expiration of the time period, he would take the country by force and incorporate it into the Gold Coast Colony. . . .

In the following night letters came in from Lome and Bagida which described the threatened position of the German factories. The King of Togo and his elders sent a circular to the coastal people to the effect that the foreign merchants should give up their businesses and leave the country, and that they should be compelled to do this by force if necessary, in order to eliminate any excuse for an English intervention. . . .

As we lay at anchor off Bagida, the following people arrived: Heinrich Randad, main agent of Wölber & Brohm, H. Amerding, agent of the same firm in Bagida, E. Kentzler, agent of the same firm in Lome, H. Brandt, agent of Vietor and Sons in Lome, and E. Hille, agent of the same firm in Bagida – all of whom confirmed completely what was stated above about their critical situation. . . . Since I was in bed with fever, Dr. Buchner accompanied these gentlemen on land, conferred with them and the natives, and returned at noon with a written appeal for support from representatives of the King of Togo. Forthwith Dr. Buchner and I went ashore, found the authorized persons still in a palaver, and received from them verbal assurance that only out of fear of the threats from the English commandant of Keta that they felt themselves compelled to consider driving the German factories from their possessions. They said that with my assistance they would be much happier if trade could continue without the result of an English occupation.

Because of these urgent conditions and as a result of a request by the authorized people for the protection of the German empire, I thought it was advisable in order to secure the considerable German trade in Lome and Bagida to conclude a treaty with representatives of the King of Togo and the chiefs of the two coastal districts. This treaty put Togo under the protection of His Majesty the Emperor. Although Your Highness in the exalted instructions of May 19 did not consider securing any portions of foreign territory in this part of the West African coast, my action is predicated upon two pressing reasons besides the compelling one of protecting and maintaining German citizens and their factories. First of all, in the Togo area, there are only relatively unimportant non-German trading interests represented; in Bagida there are only two Sierra Leone Negroes established other than the firms of Wölber & Brohm and Vietor and Sons. In Lome, other than the above-mentioned German firms – and one may add C. Goedelt here – there are only Negro firms (four Sierra Leone people) with the exception of the English house of F. & A. Swanzy which only maintains a colored agent here. Secondly, this small area of Togo, in relation to the trade routes to the deepest interior, may be called very promising. There is already a route from Lome to Salaga on the upper Volta to the well-known terminus for many caravans called Gonja where people from Timbuktu, from the Hausa cities, and even from Bornu travel to buy kola nuts. As a result of the exorbitant import duties levied in the Gold Coast Colony on non-English articles, and which amount to 100 per cent of the sale price for tobacco and gin, 200 per cent for gunpowder, and 25 per cent for rum, an adjacent free trade area would have a brilliant future since the English possession on the Gold Coast, as far as I can tell, legally penetrates only ten sea miles into the interior. . . .

30. The British Assert Themselves: Provisional Agreement with Togo Chiefs, June 23, 1884

Provisional Agreement between Reginald Edward Firminger, First Class Inspector of the Gold Coast Constabulary, Justice of the Peace and District Commissioner of Quittah, representative of Her Britannic Majesty’s Government on the one part, and ABDODGA TABEH ALAHGRO, ASHIGBENO GAH-JOKOR, and TSATSHA, Fetish chiefs and priests of Togo on the other part.

We the below-mentioned chiefs and priests agree to cede to Her Britannic Majesty’s Government, the seaboard of our country of Beh, extending from the frontier of Porto Seguro on the east to the British flagstaff on the west, under the following conditions – that is to say:

If at the expiration of one month from this date we are unable to induce, by fair and just means, the merchants and traders at Beh Beach or Lomeh and Bagaidah to leave our country.

[Witnesses’ signs and signatures.] . . .

Porto Seguro, June 23, 1884

31. The British Colonial Office Evaluates its Presence in Togo, August 4, 1884

As to the annexation of Beh Beach, the subsequent telegram of 10th July relieves us of the necessity of discussing it. We objected to the Portuguese levying toll on the interior trade through the Congo, but I suppose we have a divine right to levy toll on all trade with those parts of the interior which are reached through the Gold Coast or the neighboring seaboard. The Germans naturally fail to see that we have any right to levy toll and obstruct trade with places which we do not either protect or govern, and if the French or Portuguese were in our position I have no doubt we should not much object to the annexation of Beh Beach. Before we annex more territory, and obstruct or kill trade with customs duties, we ought to do something more for the trade we already tax so heavily, by opening up roads and improving the landing places. It is difficult to say what service we at present render even the inhabitants of the protectorates in return for the taxes we levy. . . .

32. Concern over Customs Receipts, in the Gold Coast Colony, June 30, 1884

I find that the Customs Revenue from Quittah has been steadily declining for the three previous quarters and there can, I think, be but little doubt that the cause is the smuggling carried on from Beh Beach (Lome). In a recent report, Mr. Firminger says that ‘the trade of Beh Beach and Bageidah is daily increasing, and although the consumption of tobacco and gunpowder in my district must be very considerable, yet but little of the former, and not a keg of the latter has been sold here for the last four months, and the Customs Revenue of Quittah for May has fallen to £ 112.19.1d.’

I have already addressed your Lordship in my despatch no. 255 of the 29th April 1884, upon the expediency of acquiring teritorial rights over Beh Beach, and I am anxiously awaiting your Lordship’s reply.

33. Max Buchner Comments upon Reginald Firminger, District Commissioner in the Gold Coast Colony

We’ve heard a great deal about his shrewdness [Reginald Firminger]. First he told the Togo people, the rulers of the Lome area, to expel the import businesses . . . because of the smuggling. Otherwise he [Firminger] would come with his Hausa soldiers and annex the area by force. Thereafter he went to the factories to kindly warn them that the tricky Togolese had bad intentions against them, but that he would be very happy to protect them if they asked him to. . . .

But we don’t want to be angry with Mr. Firminger. On the contrary, he deserves our thanks. Without him, it would have been difficult to come into possession of Togo.

34. Nachtigal Explains the Events Leading up to the Previous Treaty

Your Highness, allow me to submit the following report about my activity in Biafra Bay. After we left the wharf at Whydah on July 8, we headed for Biafra Bay and arrived at the mouth of the Cameroon river on July 11. Here we found two steamers of the Woermann Line . . . to our great joy we had on board the imperial consul, Mr. Emil Schulze, and the agents of C. Woermann Co. in Cameroon, Mr. E. Schmidt and Mr. Woermann, a younger brother of Adolf Woermann. From them we learned that the preparations for an eventual German occupation in the sense of the Woermann instructions looked very promising. The following afternoon we had hardly arrived at the contiguous residences of Kings Bell and Aqua when the agents of C. Woermann and Jantzen and Thormahlen came on board to report that Chief Dido and his sub-chiefs had concluded a treaty with them on the previous day. The day was taken up with negotiations with Kings Bell and Aqua. . . . Finally these resulted in the conclusion of a treaty with Kings Bell, Aqua, and their people in which they collectively abdicated their sovereign rights to the firms of C. Woermann and Jantzen & Thormahlen.

In the treaties concluded with the chiefs of Cameroon, the following reservations were expressly stipulated:

1. Rights of third parties are guaranteed.

2. Previous treaties of trade and friendship retain their validity.

3. Land and property in towns and communities remain in the possession of previous owners.

4. The chiefs are allowed to collect their duties as previously.

5. In this early period the customs and usages of the natives shall be respected.

In this way the sovereignty of His Majesty the Emperor over the whole Cameroon territory may be considered as having been secured. In the evening of July 12 a great joy prevailed among the Germans there assembled. . . . As a result of these events, the English firms have become involved also – there are five of them. Thus, I sent around a memo to the pertinent agents to reassure them about their trading interests. Similarly I visited the Baptist Mission to reassure them of the undisturbed continuation of their activity.

Because of the multiplicity of the commercial interests and political conditions in Cameroon, it was absolutely essential in some way to adjust the differences between the strangers and the natives. For some time now the Court of Equity, under the chairmanship of the English consul, functioned in this regard. I sent a second memo to the agents of the English trading companies who, with representatives of C. Woermann and Jantzen & Thormalen, and the native chiefs comprised the Court of Equity, in which I asked for their cooperation in a court of arbitration until the imperial government further disposed of the matter. . . . In general, I found among the English established in Cameroon a very appreciative cooperation.

On Sunday, in the afternoon of July 19, the English gunboat Flirt sailed up the Cameroon river. Consul Hewett, who was on board, invited Kings Bell and Aqua to the ship, which only the former accepted. Mr. Hewett reproached Bell for having disposed over his land without having waited for the answer of the government of Great Britain. Hewett also said that he had presents from the Queen on board for him and asked Bell if he might still be in the position to conclude a treaty with him. King Bell continued his refusal on the basis that he had already waited in vain long enough for an answer from the English government. Finally he (Bell) grasped the sure opportunity to bring to his country the blessings of a strong power under a powerful sovereign and the civilization of a highly developed nation.

In the following afternoon Consul Hewett visited me on board the Möwe with the commandant of the Flirt. . . . Mr. Hewett protested orally but in a friendly way about the placing of Cameroon under the sovereignty of His Majesty the Emperor since the chiefs were bound to Great Britain by a previous promise. He protested specifically against my attempt to cancel the Court of Equity because it had its inception in a state treaty. . . . I was willing to cooperate in the matter of the Court of Equity since it was in everyone’s interest to . . . maintain the present mode of operation. . . .

The firms of C. Woermann and Jantzen & Thormalen have purchased through contract the three . . . Bimbia villages . . . and through a special treaty the sovereign rights.

35. Bismarck Ascertains the Wishes of the West African Traders

By invitation of the Imperial Chancellor, the owners of the firms of C. Woermann and Jantzen & Thormalen in Hamburg, messrs. Adolf Woermann, E. Bohlen, W. Jantzen, and I. Thormalen, were invited to a conference in Friedrichsruh in regard to matters concerning their establishments in the Biafra territory.

At the conference the Imperial Chancellor broached the idea of a union of the German firms residing on the West African coast. The Reich could assume for these areas only the responsibilities for the departments of war, foreign affairs, and justice; the departments of interior and trade, on the other hand, remained the responsibility of the participating merchants. To keep up the connection with the imperial government, a Syndicate would be created in Hamburg. All the wishes and requests of the individual firms for the decision of the Reich would be mediated through the Syndicate. At the request of the Foreign Office . . . the Syndicate will be called upon to assess the new arrangements and regulations of the officials. It would be expedient to establish in Berlin a standing representation of the Syndicate. The assembled gentlemen agreed to the creation of this body . . . they also thought that they would be able to come to an agreement with the Togo firms, Wölber & Brohm (Hamburg), C. Goedelt (Hamburg), and F.M. Vietor Sons (Bremen), about this matter.

Further points discussed at the conference were:

1. In regard to the organization of the government and the administration in Biafra territory, that sovereignty must be exercised in the name of His Majesty the Emperor. As representative of the imperial administration there should be an appointed official with the title of governor which is one that the natives know; the seat of governance should be in Cameroon. . . .

2. To support the governor vis-a-vis the administration, in the rule of the country, and in the administration of justice, a council should be created out of representatives from firms established in Cameroon. In addition, it seems desirable to elect to this body two English merchants, a missionary, and one or two native chiefs, who would be committee member(s) with an advisory vote. . . .

3. The frequent visit of warships to those coastal districts under German protection would be very desirable.

4. The governor of Biafra needs a coastal steamer and a smaller craft which can navigate the rivers. . . .

5. It would be very desirable also if the German protectorate over the Biafra territory would be publicly proclaimed as soon as possible.

Bismarck officially informed the embassies of the world powers on October 13, 1884 that Germany had placed three areas on Africa’s West Coast under German protection: Togo, Cameroon, Southwest Africa.

The Germans, like other colonial entrepreneurs in Africa and in the Pacific, proceeded opportunistically with their conclusion of treaties. They sought out areas where no other European powers had established claims and where local authorities seemed to want the benefits of trade with Europeans. Merchants usually procured the initial treaties or were instrumental in persuading official representatives like Dr. Gustav Nachtigal to conclude them.

Africans and Pacific Islanders seemed in most cases to understand the content of the agreements which they had authorized. In many cases the Germans were viewed simply as new competitors in a power game whose weaponry and/or wealth might be turned to one’s own advantage in contests with traditional rivals.

36. Nachtigal’s Treaty with King Mlapa of Togo

July 15, 188414

The General Consul of the German Empire, Dr. Gustav Nachtigal, in the name of His Majesty, the Emperor of Germany, and Mlapa, King of Togo, represented by Plaku, Carrier of the King’s Staff, who also represents his heirs and chiefs, have concluded the following agreement:

Section 1: King Mlapa of Togo, prompted by the wish to protect the legitimate trade of Togo, which is chiefly in the hands of German merchants, and by the desire to guarantee German merchants complete security of life and property, asks the protection of His Majesty, the German Emperor. King Mlapa requests German protection to maintain the independence of his West Africa territories which stretch from the eastern boundary of Porto Seguro to the western boundary of Lome or Bey Beach. His Majesty grants this protection under the condition that the rights of all third parties will be preserved.

Section 2: King Mlapa will yield no portion of his land with its sovereign rights to any foreign power or person, nor will he conclude treaties with foreign powers without the prior approval of the German Emperor.

Section 3: King Mlapa guarantees all German subjects and allies who live in his country protection and free trade. He promises never to grant other nations more favors, concessions, or protection than have been given to his German friends. King Mlapa will levy no other tariffs or duties, besides his present customary ones, without the prior approval of His Majesty. The established duties are:

1. one shilling for every ton of palm kernels

2. one shilling for every barrel of palm oil

These duties are to be paid to chiefs in respective areas.

Section 4: His Majesty will respect all previous trade treaties concluded between King Mlapa and other parties; the Emperor will in no way burden the existing free trade in Mlapa’s land.

Section 5: His Majesty will not interfere in the method of levying a tariff followed by King Mlapa.

Section 6: The signators reserve to themselves the right to make future agreements about matters and questions of common interest which are not included in this treaty.

Section 7: This treaty is effective immediately upon ratification by the German government.

[image: image]

37. The British Colonial Office Evaluates Nachtigal’s Treaty

Sir,

With reference to the letter from this Department of the 30th June, I am directed by the Earl of Derby to transmit to you, to be laid before Earl Granville, copies of despatches from the Governor of the Gold Coast, respecting the action of Dr. Nachtigal at Beh Beach. . . .

In the first place, there is some doubt as to whether Dr. Nachtigal’s proceedings amount to the establishment of a territorial and political protectorate or merely a personal protectorate, within certain limits, of threatened German interests; and, in the next place, the terms of the agreement made by Mr. Firminger are not such as would have been suggested by Her Majesty’s Government, and are such as can scarcely now be approved in the absence of further explanations. The agreement with the Beh natives was not one for the cession out and out of their territory to Her Majesty, but one for its cession in the event of the natives failing, within one month, to induce the merchants and traders at Beh Beach or Lomeh and Bageidah, to quit the country. No mention was made of compensation, nor was the time allowed apparently sufficient to admit of the merchants getting rid of their stocks, or even transferring them to some other seat of commerce. . . .

I am etc.

R. H. Meade

38. Hamburg Traders Take Matters into Their Own Hands by Concluding a Treaty with Chiefs on the Cameroon Coast

We, the undersigned independent Kings and Chiefs of the Country called “Cameroons” situated on the Cameroons-River, between the River Bimbia on the North Side, the River Qua-Qua on the South Side and up to 4 degrees 10’ North lat., have in a meeting held today in the German Factory on King Aqua’s Beach, voluntarily concluded as follows:

We give this day our rights of Sovereignty, the Legislation and Management of this our Country entirely up to Mr. Eduard Schmidt acting for the firm C. Woermann, and Mr. Johannes Voss acting for Mssrs. Jantzen & Thormalen, both in Hamburg, and for many years trading in this River.

We have conveyed our rights of sovereignty, the legislation and management of this our Country to the firms mentioned above under the following conditions:

1. Third-party rights remain inviolate.

2. All friendship and commercial treaties previously concluded with other foreign governments shall remain in force.

3. Land cultivated by us now, and the places the towns are built on, shall be the property of the present owners and their successors.

4. The Coumie [tax paid by factories] shall be paid annually as it has been paid to the Kings and Chiefs previously.

5. During the first period of establishment of an administration here, our country’s customs shall be respected.

Cameroons, July 12, 1884.

Twenty-five signatures including the following:

Ed. Schmidt

Joh. Voss

Ed. Woermann (witness)

O. Busch (witness)

King Aqua

David Meetom

King Bell

John Angua

Coffee Angua

Jim Joss

Matt Joss

39. Treaty of Protection and Friendship between the German Empire and the Rulers of Bethany, Southwest Africa, October 28, 1884

The treaty legalized the acquisition previously made by the German merchant in Southwest Africa, F.A.E. Lüderitz.

His Majesty the German Emperor, King of Prussia etc., William I in the name of the German Empire on the one hand, and the independent ruler of Bethany in Large Namaqualand, Captain Joseph Fredericks, for himself and his legal heirs on the other hand, and led by the wish to perpetuate and to strengthen their friendly relations and their mutual interests have decided to conclude a treaty of protection and friendship. To this end the German General Consul Dr. G. Nachtigal has been empowered by His Majesty the German Emperor in the appropriate way to come to an agreement with Captain Joseph Fredericks and his council members in regard to the following articles:

Article I

Captain Joseph Fredericks asks His Majesty the German Emperor to place under his protection the territory that he rules.

His Majesty the German Emperor approves this treaty and assures the Captain of imperial protection.

As the external symbol of this protective relationship, the German flag will be raised.

Article II

Captain Joseph Fredericks obligates himself not to surrender his country or any part thereof to any other nation or its subjects without the approval of His Majesty the German Emperor nor to conclude treaties with other governments without this approval.

Article III

His Majesty the German Emperor will respect those treaties of trade and contracts previously concluded and existent under right between other nations or their subjects and the rulers of Bethany. The Emperor will also not infringe upon the captain’s collection of income nor in his exercise of justice over his subjects.

Article IV

Through the purchase contracts of May 1 and August 25, 1883 the Captain has transferred title and relinquished all existent rights in the territory lying between the southerly 26th parallel and the Orange river and reaching twenty miles inland, to the German citizen of Bremen, F.A.E. Lüderitz.

Article V

His Majesty the German Emperor recognized this land transfer, places this territory under the protection of the German Empire, and assumes sovereignty over the same.

[image: image]

40. Treaty of Protection with the Bondelswarts (Southwest African Protectorate)

This treaty represented a considerable coup for the new Imperial Commissioner, Heinrich Ernst Göring, (father of Hermann Göring of the Third Reich), who had very little military power to demonstrate to those signing that the German Empire was a powerful institution. Göring, appointed in 1885, represented the imperial authority which replaced the former and ailing German Colonial Society for Southwest Africa. The Germans had inserted themselves in the midst of local power rivalries in Southwest Africa and the Bondelswarts sought to turn their presence to their own advantage. It was scarcely German might that overwhelmed local authorities, but rather the potential attractiveness of the newcomer as an ally in traditional power rivalries in Southwest Africa that cemented the bargain below. The question remains as in all contracts concluded between Europeans and Africans: how well informed were those who signed about the degree of their concessions? The captains who gave the Germans ultimate jurisdiction over their lands were not uninformed novices. They had been dealing with the Boers and the English in South Africa. Some, like William Christian, could read Afrikaans. Thus, one would probably not conclude that the captains were totally deluded by the Germans.

Negotiated in Warmbad in the territory of the Bondelswarts (Gross-Namaqualand) August 21, 1890

The following appeared today before the undersigned Imperial Commissioner, Dr. Heinrich Ernst Goering

1. William Christian, independent Captain of Namaqua tribe of the Bondelswarts and Superior Captain of the Tseibchen tribe of the red nation resident in Swartmodder (Keetmanshoop).

2. Tomotheus Sucuwe, Lesser Captain of the Bondelswarts

3. Jan April, Substitute Lesser Captain

4. The Magistrates: Abraham Kaffer, David Mattheus, Eduard Sucuwe, James Jager, Abraham Scheyer, and Andreas Scheyer

5. Matthaeus Plaatje, Captain of Keetmanshoop

6. The Magistrates from Keetmanshoop, Gert Plaatje, Abraham Petrus Plaatje, Jonathan Tseib.

Captain William Christian gave the following explanation:

1. With the agreement of the Council of Keetmanshoop, I place my country, the Bondelswart people, as well as the Tseibchen people under the protection of His Majesty the German Emperor, for myself and for my legal successor.

2. The territory of the Bondelswarts is bounded in the West by the large Fish River up to the mouth of the Lion River, in the South by the Orange or Lion River up to the large waterfalls on the other side of the Molopo Feet, in the North by the Lion River and in the East by a line running from the place Haarige Rakebeen over Kheis in the Back River and from there in a southeasterly direction to the large waterfalls.

The Keetmanshooper territory is bordered in the South by the Lion River, in the West by the Fish River to the mouth of the Neihous River, in the North to the line running from the last point to Daberas, in the East by a line running from there to the Lion River.

3. In my territory I grant the right and the freedom to travel, to live and to pursue trade to citizens of the Reich and others under their protection and to promise solemly the security of life and property of the same – as far as these are in my power to accomplish.

4. I agree that in cases of disputes of a civil or criminal nature between white people among each other and also with the natives, the officials appointed by His Majesty the Emperor will exercise the relevant jurisdiction.

On the other hand, I reserve jurisdiction in all other cases. From the white people I expect them to respect the laws, customs, and usages of my country. I will continue to collect the dues customarily paid to me, or through agreement with the German government those dues which will be perpetuated for my benefit.

5. I pledge not to sell any ground or land without the agreement of the German government, not to rent or alienate it in any way, nor to grant any mining concessions or other privileges. I hope however that the treaties concluded by me previously which need to be renewed, as long as they do not contradict existent law, will be recognized by the German government.

6. It will be my objective to contribute as much as possible to the restoration and maintainance of the peace in the German protectorate. For the occasion that conflict should arise between me and the other captains over borders etc, this situation will be brought to the attention of the representative of the German government in the protectorate for the purpose of a peaceful settlement of the same.

7. I recognize those laws and ordinances already promulgated in the German protectorate as legally binding for my territory, and I pledge that insofar as these are applicable to the natives, to watch out that these will be obeyed. I declare myself ready to comply with all of the existent requisitions of the German authorities if it is in my power to do so.

In the presence of the gathered witnesses, the resident missionary of the Rhenish Mission Society, Wandres, as well as the Chief of Police, v. Goldammer, the above document was read out loud and translated and signed in Dutch and in Namaqua. Captain William Christian requested a final copy of the proceedings translated into Dutch which was passed out to him and to Mr. Wandres for safe-keeping in their possession.

Show of hands by the following:




	Jonathan Tseib

	(sgd.) Thimotheus Sucuwe




	Gert Plaatje

	David Matthaeus (show of hand)




	Abraham Plaatje

	(sgd.) Abraham Kaffer




	(sgd.) James Jager

	Jan April (show of hand)




	Show of hands:

	(sgd.) Eduard Sucuwe




	Petrus Christian

	(sgd.) Abraham Scheyer




	Andreas Scheyer

	(sgd.) v. Goldhammer




	(sgd.) Carl Wandres, Rhenish Missionary







It is hereby certified that the transaction occurred as recorded above.

The German Imperial Commissioner

Dr. Goering

On the basis of the above treaty, the signer raised the German flag today, August 21, 1890 at Warmbad. Through proclamation with a threefold salute to His Majesty the German Emperor and King of Prussia William II he placed the territory of the Bondelswarts, that much of which is included in the German sphere of interest, as well as the territory of Keetmanshoop, under the protection of the German Empire.

Transcribed as noted above.

The Imperial Commissioner

Dr. H. E. Göring

41. The Treaty of Tabora, August 1, 1890, and German Flagraising in Tabora, German East Africa, August 4, 1890

This treaty was concluded by Eduard Schnitzer, better known as Emin Pascha, after he had entered the city on July 29, 1890. Tabora was a major Arab residence in East Africa and thus an important political and economic center. Emin Pascha wanted to secure the city for the Germans; it had been ruled by a Sultan. In addition he intended to secure the so-called Unyanyembe-land, the capital of which was Tabora, for Germany. After his arrival, Emin delivered an ultimatum to the Sultan, demanding all ivory that supposedly had been stolen from the German trading firm Meyer of Hamburg, the hand-over of the two cannons including one mitrailleuse in the possession of the Sultan, and the promise that his country would come under German rule. If the Sultan would not acquiesce, Emin Pascha threatened an immediate attack upon his capital. Among the major clauses of the treaty was the German assurance that Islam should not be hindered in any way and that Muslim law (including polygamy and divorce) would continue to be observed (§ 4). It is a testimony to Emin Pascha’s ability that, with a relatively small military force, he was able to gain Arab recognition for a considerable swath of East African territory (Unyanyembe). In addition one may wonder if Pascha really thought that Germany would enforce the provision of Section 7, the end of the slave trade.

When the German flag was raised three days later all Arab and European residents (the English missionary Shaw and his wife as well as all the French Catholic missionaries) were present. It seems interesting that a German flag raising ceremony as late as 1890 did not necessarily involve playing an official hymn. It has to be noted that the German Kaiserreich had no official national anthem. Apart from the fact that Emin quite obviously had no access to a military band in the middle of Eastern Africa, even the cruisers and gun-boats of the Emperor’s navy, where a military band was certainly available, did not as a matter-of-course play a hymn when raising the flag. Where a hymn was played, it most certainly involved playing “Heil Dir im Siegerkranz”, the German version of the British national anthem that carried its tune. Because of the identical melody, it might have confused a non-European people who would hear no difference between the Germans and the British. The “Deutschlandlied”, on the other hand, was considered to be too much of a democratic legacy and most certainly was never played in the early times of German colonization. Things changed after the turn of the century when the Kaiserreich with its modern Kaiser on top appeared more and more democratic.

a. Emin’s Report

Today there is a big meeting of the Arabs to assess my suggestions. Ali bin Sultan, the great Christian-hater, as my personal friend, sends valuable presents . . . At 4 p.m. in the afternoon the Arabs respond: my proposals are accepted. Germany’s existence is recognized. As a result of my suggestion, tomorrow a governor will be chosen, and then the treaties will be put in writing and the flag raised. . . . Then a delegation from the Sultan arrived with many presents of rancid butter, flour . . . some sheep, etc. My conditions are: surrender of the ivory from the Meyer Company; delivery of two cannons and ammunition and . . . recognition of Germany’s sovereignty and ceding of the country to Germany.

b. The Treaty

1. All Arabs recognize and receive German governance in all of Unyanyembe and will become German subjects with their children, families and property. As a sign thereof, the German flag will be raised.

2. The Arabs are permitted to choose a Liwali [i.e. Wali, Governor] from among their midst to implement the decrees given him from the German government. His confirmation derives from the government as does his salary. The governor’s authority extends to the handling of religious-legal and administrative questions in so far as they derive from his religion and his instructions. He shall receive the German flag, shall protect it, and shall raise it every Friday15 in front of his house and also when caravans, particularly German ones, arrive from any direction. Furthermore, when the Liwali demands a Kadi [judge] to aid him in the adjudication of of religious and religious-legal matters, the German government will provide him with one.

3. The Liwali is pledged to maintain public order among his subjects, and he shall provision all German caravans upon payment.

4. Germany pledges in no way to prejudice the exercise of religion and it permits the Arabs to deal with religious-legal matters such as marriage, divorce, inheritance according to their customs and wont.

5. It is binding upon the German government to recognize the current possessions of the Arabs, to secure these, as well as to support the Arabs in their endeavors where necessary, to permit their trade and trips into the interior, and to send their produce to the coast under the supervision and permission of the Liwali. He is bound to issue written permits [for trade and passage]. . . .

7. The slave trade and the despatch of expeditions to procure slaves is emphatically fordbidden. . . .


With God’s Blessing!

Friday, the 14th Zilhidye 1307 or August 1, 1890.

Signed: Dr. Emin Pascha.

Freiherr von Bülow. Commander, Schutztruppe

Langheld. Lieutenant

Dr. Stuhlmann. Lieutenant

plus nine signatures in Arabic



c. The Report by Dr. Franz Stuhlmann, Zoologist and African Traveler, an Eye-Witness to this Event

The negotiations with the Arabs, contrary to all expectations, proceeded smoothly. Only in the final moments they [the Arabs] delayed their signatures because of the mention in the treaty of the slave trade. Thanks to the diplomatic skill of the pasha, however, they ultimately agreed to everything. On the morning of August 1st [1890] all the Arabs gathered on the veranda of Ssef-bin-Ssad’s house in order to sign the treaty after it had been read to them. Upon completion of this act the pasha, to strengthen the resolve of those present, led the prayer based upon the Fatihah, the first chapter of the Koran. Some days later our soldiers assembled around a high flagpole which had been erected the previous day. Accompanied by all of the present Europeans and Arabs, the pasha appeared, adorned with his high German decorations. Then: “In the name of His Majesty the German Emperor I take possession of this land and raise the German flag as a tangible sign thereof. Long live His Majesty!” To the accompaniment of the ringing cheers of all present, the black-white-red flag rose slowly, greeted by three salvoes from our soldiers. During a happy festive repast we celebrated the most important day of our expedition along with the English missionaries.

42. Flag-raising Ceremony in German New Guinea

The small island of Matupi is a possession of Hernsheim & Co. of Hamburg, whose representatives, Boolzen and Scholz, came on board our ship. . . . The same evening we went ashore and spent a very nice evening in Mr. Hernsheim’s house. It is situated on the highest spot of the island and has a view to the sea. Currently, the house is occupied by Imperial Commissioner von Oertzen. . . .

In the morning, at eight o’clock on November 3rd [1884] the German flag was raised on the island. I had to remain on board16 and observed with astonishment with what confidence the natives remained lying almost directly under the cannon from which the twenty-one-gun salute for the imperial flag was fired. . . . In the following days, our commandant on the “Hyena”, which was easier to navigate than our large ship through the partially unknown and partly shallow waterways, hoisted the flag on various German possessions. On November 4 it was on Mioko (Duke of York Islands) in possession of the German Trade and Plantation Company (formerly Godeffroy). Thereafter on Makada [flag-raising on Nov. 4th]) and Nordup (New Britain); on the 6th of November on Giniqunam and Balnana (New Britain). . . .

On the 9th we sailed to Kabakadai after we took a German ship’s captain by the name of Dahlmann17 (steamer Samoa) and Mr. von Oertzen on board. We hoisted the German flag there at eleven o’clock. On the same day the Hyena sailed further to Weberhafen, where our commandant18 raised the flag in Kabaira. . . .

On the 12th I sailed with the Hyena to the island of Nusa . . . on which our commandant raised the flag. For the same purpose the Hyena sailed further to Kapsu while those of us on board returned. . . .

On November 17,1884, with clear and nice weather, H.M.S. Elisabeth sailed slowly into Friedrich-Wilhelms harbor on the west side of Astrolabe Bay of New Guinea. Captain Dahlmann, the discoverer of the harbor, remained as guest of the commandant on board our ship. The narrow water entrance, whose banks were edged with drooping mangrove trees, discharged into a number of bights. The mountain peaks, which towered in the background, were named “Gladstone” and “Disraeli” by the English.19 These were overshadowed by a mighty mountain chain whose height we estimated at 20,000 feet. The discoverer with permission of H.M. the Emperor, gave them the name of Bismarck Mountains. The water in the bay is deep enough to provide safe anchorage for even the biggest ships. The vegetation that covers the beach is wild and lush; it’s practically impossible to push one’s way through the dense trees and underbrush. Only after two days of hard going were we successful in creating some free space in the middle of which we hoisted the German flag. . . . On November 20th at eight o’clock in the morning the German warflag was raised on land and saluted with twenty-one-gun salvos from the ship whose powerful echoes resounded seven times shattering the air. The natives, who crowded the gangway stairs until the first shot, fearfully disappeared in the thunder of the cannon. They didn’t dare to reappear when the ships shortly thereafter hoisted anchor and left the harbor.

Captain von Wietersheim of HMS Adler had raised the German flag in the Solomon Islands in late October 1886: At Bambatani (Choiseul Island) on October 28th, at Morgusaia (Shortland Islands) on October 29th and at Bougainville on October 30th 1886. About half a year later a British “blackbirder” – ruthless recruiting of Melanesian men, women and children for the sugar plantations in Queensland was characteristically called “blackbirding” – came across relics of German annexation in the Shortlands.

43. A British Blackbirder (Labor Recruiter) Encounters German Annexation, Shortland Island, Solomons, April 1887

[King Ghorai] was much troubled over the annexation of his islands by the Germans. He pointed to an elaborate declaration in German painted on tin, and erected in front of his palace, supported by two tricoloured posts, and surmounted by the Imperial Crown of Germany. Pointing to that particular work of art, which Ghorai referred to as, “Blanky picture belong blanky man. Yah! Yah!” he asked me if he should knock it down. I advised him to the contrary.

44. The Purchase of the Caroline and Mariana Islands from Spain, 1899

Declaration.

The Imperial German Government and the Royal Spanish Government have come to an agreement in regard to the following points:

1. Spain will cede to Germany the Caroline Islands together with Palau, and the Marianas, excluding Guam, for a pecuniary compensation that has been fixed at 25 Million Pesetas. . . .

2. Spain will build a coal depot in the Caroline Archipelago for warships and commercial ships, a similar one in Palau, and a third one in the Marianas and will retain these during wartime. . . .

Madrid, 12 February 1899.

Signed: Radowitz.

Signed: El Duque de Almodovar del Rio.

As a result of the big power quest for spheres of influence in China at the end of the nineteenth century, Germany joined other nations like France, England, and Russia in acquiring its portion of mainland China. The dynamic fueling the race for land among the big powers was that one could not afford to be left behind as the weak Chinese government succumbed to foreign pressure. In addition, Germany’s ‘new course’ prescribed by Emperor Wilhelm II required naval bases and coaling stations if Germany’s power were to be projected abroad. Hence the need for a naval station in the Kiaochow Bay.

At 11.30 am on November 14, 1897, the flag of the Chinese general Chang was lowered in Tsingtau. Three hours later the German flag was hoisted for the first time on Asian soil, accompanied by three hurrahs to Kaiser Wilhelm. The raising of the German flag was the culmination of an aggressive German foreign policy toward China since the Middle Kingdom had lost the war against Japan in 1895. The killing of two German catholic missionaries in the village of Changkiachwang on November 1, 1897 was the pretense that was used by the German government to occupy Kiaochow Bay.20 The text below is by Admiral von Diederichs, who was in charge of the German operation.

45. Raising the German Flag in Tsingtau, November 14, 1897

I had the honor to raise the German flag for the first time on Chinese soil at a place, the acquisition of which, I had already proposed with all my might during my active time as chief of staff [of the German navy] in Berlin. Unfortunately, however, I see from a telegram received after the occupation had been carried out yesterday evening that diplomatic tricks by Russia are still in our way. So far our diplomacy has taken such minimal account of what is needed in this place, has shown so little understanding and skill for it, that I almost fear what will happen to us here will be like in Samoa, i.e. we bear the costs and others earn the profits. . . . The whole action was a completely bloodless affair in which I felt deep sympathy with the Chinese general in his helplessness and anxiety for his head.21 Still, the preparation of the action was not without gravity for me just because of the great responsibility to shed blood needlessly. Therefore, I am relieved about the smooth dénouement, even though a little bit of banging away would have earned us more amazement, respect, and backbiting from the world. In short: it would have produced more noise and that’s why it was the wish of the participating officers, in particular the young ones. But there is still much to do as we want to expand the occupation of the territory.

The treaty below showed that Kiaochow was not a colony but rather a temporary alienation of Chinese territory to satisfy the military needs of a big power. The territory – including its twenty-five islands – comprised not quite 552 square kilometers (land area only), i.e. about the size of Columbus, Ohio. After a special customs treaty was concluded on December 2, 1905, the leasehold territory entered into a customs union with China from January 1, 1906 on.

46. Lease Agreement between China and the German Empire, March 6, 1898

The incidents connected with the [Catholic] mission in the Prefecture of Tsao chou fu, in Shantung, being now closed, the Imperial Chinese Government considers it advisable to give a special proof of its grateful appreciation of the friendship shown to them by Germany since that time.22 The Imperial German and the Imperial Chinese governments, therefore, inspired by the equal and mutual wish to strengthen the bonds of friendship which unite the two countries, and to develop the economic and commercial relations between the subjects of the two States, have concluded the following separate Convention: –

Section I – Lease of Kiaochow

Article I. His Majesty the Emperor of China, guided by the intention to strengthen the friendly relations between China and Germany, and at the same time to increase the military readiness of the Chinese Empire, makes the promise,23 while reserving to Himself all rights of sovereignty in a zone of 50 kilometres (100 Chinese li) surrounding the Bay of Kiaochow at high-water, to permit the free passage of German troops within this zone at any time, and also to abstain from taking any measures, or issuing any ordinances therein, without the previous consent of the German Government, and especially to place no obstacle in the way of any regulation of the water-courses which may prove to be necessary. His Majesty, the Emperor of China, at the same time, reserves to Himself the right to station troops within that zone, in agreement with the German Government, and to take other military measures.

Article II. With the intention of meeting the legitimate desire of His Majesty the German Emperor, that Germany, like other Powers, should hold a place on the Chinese coast for the repair and equipment of her ships, for the storage of materials and provisions for the same, and for other arrangements connected therewith, His Majesty, the Emperor of China, leaves24 to Germany on lease, provisionally for ninety-nine years, both sides of the entrance to the Bay of Kiaochow. Germany engages to construct, at a suitable moment, on the territory entrusted to her,25 fortifications for the protection of the buildings to be constructed there and of the entrance to the harbor.

Article III. In order to avoid the possibility of conflicts, the Imperial Chinese Government will abstain from exercising rights of sovereignty in the leased26 territory during the term of the lease, and leaves the exercise of the same to Germany within the following limits: –

(1.) On the northern side of the entrance to the bay:

The spit of land27 bounded to the north-east by a line drawn from the north-eastern corner of Potato Island [Yindao] to Laoshan Harbor.

(2.) On the southern side of the entrance to the bay:

The spit of land27 bounded to the south-west by a line drawn from the south-western most point of the bay lying to the south-south-west of Chiposan Island in the direction of Tolosan Island.

(3.) The Island of Chiposan and Potato Island [Yindao].

(4.) The whole water area of the bay up to the highest water-mark at present known.

(5.) All islands lying seaward from Kiaochow Bay, which may be of importance for its defense, such as Tolosan, Chaolian Dao, &c.

The High Contracting Parties reserve to themselves to delimit more accurately, in accordance with local conditions28, the boundaries of the territory leased to Germany and of the 50-kilometer zone around the bay, by means of Commissioners to be appointed on both sides.

Chinese ships of war and merchant-vessels shall enjoy the same privileges in the Bay of Kiaochow as the ships of other nations on friendly terms with Germany; and the entrance, departure, and sojourn of Chinese ships in the bay shall not be subject to any restrictions other than those which the Imperial German Government, in virtue of the rights of sovereignty over the whole of the water area of the bay also29 transferred to Germany, may at any time find it necessary to impose with regard to the ships of other nations.

Article IV. – Germany engages to construct the necessary navigation signals on the islands and shallows at the entrance of the bay.

No dues shall be demanded from Chinese ships of war and merchant-vessels in the Bay of Kiaochow, except those which may be levied also29 upon other vessels for the purpose of maintaining the necessary harbor arrangements and quays.

Article V. Should Germany at some future time express the wish to return Kiaochow Bay to China before the expiration of the lease, China engages to refund to Germany the expenditure she has incurred at Kiaochow, and to grant30 Germany a more suitable place.

Germany engages at no time to sublet the tenure31 leased from China to another Power.

The Chinese population dwelling in the leased32 territory shall at all times enjoy the protection of the German Government, provided that they behave in conformity with law and order; unless their land is claimed33 for other purposes they may remain there.

If real estate34 belonging to Chinese owners is required for any other purpose, the owner will receive compensation therefor.

As regards the re-establishment of Chinese customs stations which formerly existed outside the leased34 territory, but within the 50-kilometer zone, the Imperial German Government intends to come to an agreement with the Chinese Government for the definitive regulation of the customs frontier, and the mode of collecting customs duties, in a manner which will safeguard all the interests of China, and proposes to enter into further negotiations on the subject.

Section II – Railway and Mining Concessions

Article I. The Imperial35 Chinese Government sanctions the concession to36 Germany of the following37 lines of railway in Shantung Province. First: from Kiaochow via Weihsien, Tsingchofu, Poshan, Tzechwan, and Tsowping to Tsinan and from there in the direction to the boundary of Shantung. Second: from Kiaochow to Ichowfu, and from there to Tsinan via Laiwuhsien. . . .

Article II. In order to carry out the above-mentioned railway work, one or several38 Sino-German Companies shall be formed. Both German and Chinese merchants shall be at liberty to invest money therein, and both sides will appoint reliable officials for the supervision39 of the undertaking.

Article III. . . . In constructing these railroad lines no part of the Province of Shantung may be annexed or occupied.40 . . .

Section III – Privileges in Shantung Province

The Imperial35 Chinese Government binds itself in all cases where foreign assistance, in persons, capital or material, may be needed for any purpose whatever within the Province of Shantung, to offer the said work or supplying of materials in the first instance to German manufacturers and merchants engaged in undertakings of the kind in question. In case German manufacturers or merchants are not inclined to undertake the performance of such works, or the furnishing of materials, China shall then be at liberty to act as she pleases.

The above Agreement shall be ratified by the Sovereigns of both the Contracting States, and the ratifications exchanged in such manner that, after the receipt in Berlin of the Treaty ratified by China, the copy ratified by Germany shall be handed to the Chinese Minister in Germany.

The foregoing Treaty has been drawn up in four copies, two in German and two in Chinese, and was signed by the Representatives of the two Contracting States on the 6th March, 1898, corresponding to the 14-th day of the second month in the twenty-fourth year Kuang-Hsü.



	(Signed)

	Baron [Edmund] von Heyking,




	 

	The Imperial German Minister.





L.S. (Great Seal of the Tsung-li Yamên.)



	Sgd.

	Li Hung Chang [in Chinese],




	 

	Imperial Chinese Grand Secretary,




	 

	Minister of the Tsung-li Yamên, &c., &c.




	Sgd.

	Wêng-Tung-Ho [in Chinese],




	 

	Imperial Chinese Grand Secretary,




	 

	Member of the Council of State,




	 

	Minister of the Tsung-li Yamên, &c, &c.





47. The Annexation of Western Samoa

In 1899 an Anglo-German and German-American treaty divided Samoa between Germany and the United States. While Germany received the western part of Samoa with the island of Upolu and the capital of Apia being the economic hub (and the center of German business interests), the United States received the eastern part with the best harbor of all the islands, Pago Pago, and the main island of Tutuila. Germany instituted a civil colonial rule, the United States had its share administered by the Navy. Power was transferred on June 10, 1899 and the treaty was ratified on February 16, 1900. The German flag was hoisted on March I, 1900, the American on April 17, 1900. Great Britain, that was entangled in a civil war in South Africa at the time, had to renounce all her claims. In exchange for this renunciation, Germany ceded the central part of the Northern Solomon Islands (the Shortland Islands, Choiseul and Sta. Ysabel) which hitherto had been German colonial territory, but where actual German influence had been minimal, to Great Britain. Also, Tonga and Niue (Savage Island), that up to the treaty had been officially “neutral territory” between Germany and Great Britain, now officially became part of the British sphere of interest.

a. Anglo-German Samoa Convention, November 14, 1899

The Commissioners of the three Powers concerned having in their Report of the 18th July last expressed the opinion, based on a thorough examination of the situation, that it would be impossible effectually to remedy the troubles and difficulties under which the Islands of Samoa are at present suffering as long as they are placed under the joint administration of the three Governments, it appears desirable to seek for a solution which shall put an end to these difficulties, while taking due account of the legitimate interests of the three Governments.

Starting from this point of view the Undersigned, furnished with full powers to that effect by their respective Sovereigns, have agreed on the following points:

Article I

Great Britain renounces in favour of Germany all her rights over the Islands of Upolu and of Savaii, including the right of establishing a naval and coaling station there, and her right of extraterritoriality in these islands.

Great Britain similarly renounces, in favour of the United States of America, all her rights over the Island of Tutuila and the other islands of the Samoan group east of 171° longitude east of Greenwich.

Great Britain recognizes as falling to Germany the territories in the eastern part of the neutral zone established by the Arrangement of 1888 in West Africa. The limits of the portion of the neutral zone falling to Germany are defined in Article V of the present Convention.

Article II

Germany renounces in favour of Great Britain all her rights over the Tonga Islands, including Vavau, and over Savage Island including the right of establishing a naval station and coaling station, and the right of extra-territoriality in the said islands.

Germany similarly renounces, in favour of the United States of America, all her rights over the Island of Tutuila and the other islands of the Samoan group east of 171° longitude east of Greenwich.

She recognizes as falling to Great Britain those of the Solomon Islands, at present belonging to Germany, which are situated to the east and south-east of the Island of Bougainville which latter shall continue to belong to Germany, together with the Island of Buka, which forms part of it.

The western portion of the neutral zone in West Africa, as defined in Article V of the present Convention, shall also fall to the share of Great Britain. . . .

Article IV

The arrangement at present existing between Germany and Great Britain and concerning the right of Germany to freely engage laborers in the Solomon Islands belonging to Great Britain shall be equally extended to those of the Solomon Islands mentioned in Article II, which fall to the share of Great Britain.

Article V

In the neutral zone the frontier between the German and English territories shall be formed by the River Daka as far as the point of its intersection with the 9th degree of north, leaving Morozugu to Great Britain, and shall be fixed on the spot by a Mixed Commission of the two Powers, in such manner that Gambaga and all the terrritories of Mamprusi shall fall to Great Britain, and that Yendi and all the territories of Chakosi shall fall to Germany.41

Article VI

Germany is prepared to take into consideration, as much and as far as possible, the wishes which the Government of Great Britain may express with regard to the development of the reciprocal Tariffs in the terrritories of Togo and of the Gold Coast.

Article VII

Germany renounces her rights of extra-territoriality in Zanzibar, but it is at the same time understood that this renunciation shall not effectively come into force till such time as the rights of extra-territoriality enjoyed there by other nations shall be abolished.

. . . In witness whereof the Undersigned have signed it, and have affixed thereto their seals.

Done in duplicate at London, the 14th day of November, 1899.

(L.S.) Hatzfeldt.

(L.S.) Salisbury.

Declaration

It is clearly understood that by Article II of the Convention signed to-day, Germany consents that the whole group of the Howe Islands, which forms part of the Solomon Islands, shall fall to Great Britain. . . .

It is similarly understood that the arrangemant at present in force as to the engagement of laborers by Germans in the Solomon Islands permits Germans to engage those laborers on the same conditions as those which are or which shall be imposed on British subjects non-resident in those islands.

Done in duplicate at London, the 14th November, 1899.

(L.S.) Hatzfeldt.

(L.S.) Salisbury.

b. American-British-German Treaty re Samoa, Washington, December 2, 1899

Article II

Germany renounces in favor of the United States of America all her rights and claims over and in respect to the Island of Tutuila and all other islands of the Samoan group east of longitude 171 degrees west of Greenwich. . . . Reciprocally the United States of America renounce in favor of Germany all their rights and claims over and in respect to the Islands of Upolu and Savaii and all other islands of the Samoan group west of longitude 171 degrees west of Greenwich. . . .

Done in triplicate, at Washington, the second day of December, in the year of Our Lord, one thousand eight hundred and ninety-nine.

(signed) Holleben (L. S.)

(signed) John Hay (L. S.)

(signed) Pauncefote (L. S.)

48. Finalizing the Borders of German East Africa, 1912

As a result of the negotiations of the year 1910, the northwestern boundaries of German East Africa were generally established. The boundary commissioners received the task of finding a natural boundary and, to do this, they were permitted to make minor shifts [in the boundary lines]. The currently established boundary line runs thus: proceeding from Lake Kivu at a point approximately in the middle between Kissenji and Belgian Ngoma it turns into a north-north-easterly direction towards Hehu Mountain, leaving the Kirunga river to the west. Then it bends quite sharply to east northeast, runs over the Karisimbe and in a straight line over the Vissoke. Proceeding over a chain of smaller volcanoes, it reaches the peak of the Sablujo where the German, Belgian, and English territories join. . . . As a result of the establishment of this boundary, [the possession of] Rwanda, which had been previously contested by Belgium, eventually became German. To this territory, a smaller territorial acquisition was added, the Kagera Strip, which is situated north of the first degree of latitude on the Kagera river. As compensation Germany ceded a strip of territory in northern Mpororo, the Rukiga district, to England. This territory is a strip of land that recently had been favored by all of the bad elements for use as a refuge and a hiding place. It consists of mountainous land with steep embankments and cliffs inhabited by a rebellious and refractory population. Neither has this territorial parcel been explored by England, nor has this land been administered. As testimony to the insubordinate character of the inhabitants there is the fact that when the English pursued boundary measurements, a number of their people were beaten to death. . . .

The main inhabitants of North Rwanda are the Wahutu [henceforth Hutu]. Large pasture areas border on the volcanic territory which descends in the east into a hilly upland plain. The inhabitants of these pasture lands are the Watussi [henceforth Tutsi] who possess cattle herds numbering in the hundred thousands. This [possession] explains their peaceful nature. They are totally unwarlike, and show the greatest interest in their cattle herds, and thus a comparable interest in perpetual peace. In terms of character attributes, they are the total opposite of the Hutu who are a tribal people with a very warlike character. The danger of the Tutsi is that they exert a very great influence over the Hutu and they can easily incite them to warlike endeavors. . . .

Naturally the population figure for Rwanda is not currently established; it consists however of millions of people (roughly 2 to 13 million). . . . Thanks to the difficult but successful work of our German boundary commission, the situation in Northwest East Africa has been clarified. Our colony has received very promising boundaries which are not only natural but also environmentally attractive. One can only wish that this territory which has finally become German achieves a speedy and favorable development.

In consequence of a Franco-German understanding after the second Morocco crisis and a treaty between France and Germany of November 4, 1911 the German colony of Cameroon acquired an additional territory of 280,000 square kilometres from the neighboring French colonies in the south and in the east. This area, called “Neukamerun” (New Cameroon) was Germany’s last colonial acquisition.

Lena Haase, the author of this piece, was an adventurous woman who not only recorded her travels with her husband through uncharted territory, but published three novels. She was an ardent campaigner for greater German commitment in money and men to Africa.

49. Travelling through New Cameroon

After a short sojourn . . . we continued our march and passed through . . . the former French border. Finally we now were in much controversial New Cameroon. The first resting place in the new territory was Matubo, a village of the Njem people. Formerly the old border line had separated the Njem people in two parts, one under German, the other under French rule. . . . Hence for awhile we had to deal with the same natives whose territory we had been marching through in Old Cameroon. But what a difference between the German and the former French clansmen! It was as if we had come to a completely different country with a completely different people.

Several hours distance from the village Matubo’s chief and the chief of a neighboring village with a big following came to meet us. We were welcomed with music and dance. A cheerful group of men, women and children hopped around us with the most frantic leaps. The chiefs, one dressed in a black Prince Albert plus top-hat, the other in a French infantry uniform, greeted us most politely. They could not but admire me and my mule. They had seen before neither a white woman nor a mule. They considered me to be “janga”, i.e. “very beautiful”; the mule, however, impressed them considerably more. . . .

All the inhabitants who had been registered in the chiefs book appeared without exception. None of them had run into the bush. After we had explained the purpose of the measure elaborately to them and had shown them our own vaccination marks, they put up with the vaccination, not with pleasure but at least willingly. With play and dance the cursory fright was soon forgotten. . . .

The “system” of French administration seems to have consisted in collecting taxes and otherwise not to bother about the natives. Under this regime the Negro was definitely no loser by it. Still, a colony will not be developed in this way.

Notes

1 Correo, November 30, 1898.

2 Manchester Guardian, June 5, 1899, p. 5.

3 Expert opinion of the German naval high command by naval secretary von Tirpitz, December 10, 1898; PA AA: I A, Südsee 3, vol. 2.

4 Gerd Hardach, König Kopra. Die Marianen unter deutscher Herrschaft 1899-1914 (Stuttgart: Franz Steiner Verlag, 1990), p. 55.

5 Margin by the Kaiser on a telegram by the German ambassador to Madrid dated November 4, 1898: “In this case [that Spain does not want to keep the islands] we can purchase them from her after all.” PA AA: I A, Südsee 3, vol. 1.

6 Bismarck is here referring to the voyage of the German gunboat Sophie which visited Togo in January and February of 1884. While there Captain Stubenrauch became involved in the troubles between local chiefs and German firms such as that of Wölber & Brohm. The result was that Stubenrauch sent a landing party which took three chiefs hostage, to be held until the treaty obligations between local Togolese and Germans were honored.

7 In this connection Bismarck pointed out that the French claimed in the previous year to have concluded a treaty of protection with the chiefs of Little Popo, but it had remained unpublished. The Chancellor was however quite conciliatory and assured the French that if they did publish their treaty and put it into operation that its provisions would be respected by the Germans. This offer, which the French did not act upon, showed at least two facets of Bismarck’s African policy: first, French diplomatic support in Europe weighed more heavily in the Chancellor’s mind than minor territorial acquisition in Africa; second, a French guarantee of free trade in the Bay of Biafra was sufficient for the Chancellor and coincided with his own liberal principles about international trade.

8 The Lawson group was decidedly pro-English and not enthused about a possible German protectorate over the Togo coast. As the warship Sophie left Little Popo it took three hostages, one of whom was a Minister Lawson whom the Germans left in Lagos because he was an English subject.

9 Heinrich Randad was an agent for the Hamburg firm of Wölber & Brohm who sought actively to enlarge the area of German control in Togo. Although appointed by Bismarck as provisional council (confirmed by the Emperor in September 1884), Randad disposed over no tangible power to end local hostilities or to make life more secure for German traders. As a result, he was largely dependent upon his own diplomatic talents and the occasional visits of German warships.

10 Jules Ferry was the French Foreign Minister from 1884 to 1885. He cooperated with Bismarck in the Franco-German “honeymoon”.

11 Sir Samuel Rowe (1835-88) served in the army and colonial service; served in the Ashanti war of 1874; Governor of Gambia (1876), and Sierra Leone (1877), and Gold Coast Colony (1881-84).

12 Reginald E. Firminger, assistant inspector of Gold Coast Constabulary, 1880; District Commissioner of Axim, 1880-81 and Keta, 1882.

13 Undutied European imports entered ports in Togo such as Porto Seguro, Lome, and Bagida and were promptly sold in the interior of the Gold Coast Colony to escape the high English import taxes.

14 Should read July 5, 1884. Nachtigal made a mistake.

15 The Muslim holy day.

16 SMS “Elisabeth”.

17 Read: Dallmann.

18 Kapitän zur See Otto Schering.

19 There seems to be no other source for this claim.

20 Cf. Karl Josef Rivinius, Weltlicher Schutz und Mission. Das deutsche Protektorat über die katholische Mission von Süd-Shantung (Köln/Wien: Böhlau Verlag, 1987), pp. 474-481.

21 The German original could mean both: the anxiety to lose his position or the fear to be executed by the Chinese government for not having opposed the Germans. The Chinese general was Tschang kau güan (the German transcrption of the time), Zhang Gaoyuan in Pinyin.

22 The German word seither not translated in Mac Murray.

23 In German: verspricht. Mac Murray translates: “engages”.

24 In German: überläßt. Mac Murray translates: “cedes”.

25 In German: ihm überlassenen. Mac Murray translates: “thus ceded”.

26 In German: verpachteten. Mac Murray translates: “ceded”.

27 In German: Landzunge. Mac Murray translates: “peninsula”.

28 In German: Verhältnisse. Mac Murray translates: “traditions”.

29 In German: auch. Not translated by Mac Murray.

30 In German: gewähren. Mac Murray translates: “cede to”.

31 In German: Lehen. Mac Murray translates: “territory”.

32 In German: Pachtgebiet. Mac Murray translates: “ceded territory”.

33 In German: in Anspruch genommen wird. Mac Murray translates: “required”.

34 In German: Grundstücke. Mac Murray translates: “land”.

35 In German: kaiserlich. Not in Mac Murray.

36 In German: die Konzession für. Mac Murray translates: “construction by”.

37 In German: für folgende. Mac Murray translates: “two”.

38 In German: eine oder mehrere. Mac Murray translates: “a . . . Company”.

39 In German: von beiden Seiten wird man zuverlässige Beamte ernennen, die das Unternehmen überwachen. Mac Murray translates: “share in the appointment of directors for the management”.

40 In German: Irgendein Gebietsteil der Provinz Schantung darf bei dem Bau der Bahnlinien nicht annektiert oder okkupiert werden. Mac Murray translates quite freely as: “in constructing this railroad there is no intention to unlawfully seize any land in the Province of Shantung.”

41 This applied to Togo and the Gold Coast Colony.
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