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ABSTRACT ‘Gene-rich but technology-poor’ are the common attributes of Africa. From available literature, the
development of mineral resources and biodiversity are the two major factors that aggravate poverty in many of the
African states through multinational corporations (MNCs) and their home states. The politics behind patenting of
biodiversity explains why the question of economic development continue to elude Africa. General Agreement on
Tariffs and Trade (GATT) and its successor, World Trade Organisation (WTO), promote intellectual patenting
with little or no responsibility to the hosts of these resources. Through questionable global intellectual property
arrangement, Third World States (TWSs) that house over 90 percent of these resources, until recently, cannot
claim ownership because of politics introduced through patenting. Convention on the Biological Diversity (CBD)
that deals with the protection of indigenous knowledge, indigenous peoples, access, sharing and benefit (ASB) and
geographical indications (Gls) is struggling to ensure equal exchange from proceeds from Africa resources. It is the
intention of this paper to x-ray some of Africa’'s medicinal plants that should uplift the economy of the rural areas,
but that vitiated through misappropriation, thereby aggravating poverty. In addressing this problem, constructivist
theory will be the paper’s departing point where interdependence approach to poverty reduction shall be pushed

forward as a solution to pro-poor arrangement.

INTRODUCTION

International relations (IR) and it sub-fields,
international economicrelations (IER) in partic-
ular, isadisciplinethat is Eurocentric to the ad-
vantage of the West, but to the detriment of
developing areas. Africabeing theworst hit with
thissystem, and forcefully integrated to the glo-
bal system may appear to be the rationale be-
hind being relegated to the status of an inputs
producer, the hewers of wood and drawer of
water in the global politico-economic arrange-
ment as imposed on the continent. Globalisa-
tion as concept in relations among nations,
against some scholars, started with thefirst con-
tact with the Caucasian through international
water, and trans-Atlantic slave trading; a situa-
tion that was further entrenched through inter-
action with theArabsin theform of trans-Saha-
raslave trading, which, like the European con-
nection, was of unequal exchange.

This extends to the era of colonialism when
resources of the continent underwent a free for
all before the Berlin Conference (1884-85) that
demarcated the continent in line with sphere of
influence of the colonialists. Thisled to institu-

tionalisation of illegal rule on the continent.
Many states, mostly wereforced to produce what
they cannot consume and consume what they
hardly produced. Many Africans were put into
jail for violation of the colonial regulation onthe
production of cash crops like cocoa, coffee and
sisal (Chamley 2016). Thisis pronounced inthe
Belgian and French territories of Burundi, Rwan-
da and Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC).
As discussed by students of African history
and political economy, the forerunners for the
pillage of Africawere the missionariesand mul-
tinational corporations who came in a guise of
agents of development, but turned out as agents
of destruction of the socio-cultural system that
werein placefor avery long timethat enhanced
cooperation and promotion of culture and polit-
ical development (Ake 1981). So disgusting is
the attitudes of the Caucasian to the extent that
they hardy see any positive development from
the Blacks. Google Photos, for instancein 2015,
“agorithmically identified black peopleasgoril-
la" (McWhorter 2016: 17). Despitethis, resourc-
es of statesin Africa are the sources of wealth
of the developed states through unguarded pil-
lage of the continent resources.
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The second World War came and went, the
victorious states led by the USA crafted “anew
international economic order” in their favour
through the establishment of various interna-
tional economics and financial institutions and
regimes of which the International Monetary
Fund (IMF), International Bank for Reconstruc-
tion and Development (IBRD, the World Bank)
and General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade
(GATT) arethe most prominent. Theaim of this
isto promoteliberal economic system of capital-
ism that accompanied ideological war between
the West and the East. Ironically, the USA that
called for the establishment of GATT could not
jointhetraderegimefor national interest sake of
dominating therest of the system until 1995 when
there was aregime change in GATT that led to
the Uruguay Rounds. These Rounds created the
World Trade Organisation to cement the domi-
nation of the rest of the system with emphasis
onAfrica

Seeds of poverty that have been planted in
Africathat had germinated from the colonial and
post-colonial periods received further nourish-
ment when the Marakarresh Agreement that led
to the institutionalisation of WTO was concre-
tised, coupled with the repartitioning of Africa
by colonial masters through North-South rela-
tions (Lee 2009). From that time, issues of Intel-
lectual Property Rights (IPRs), Multilateral In-
vestment Guarantee Agency (MIGA), Trade-
Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights
(TRIPs, technology) and Trade-Related Invest-
ment Measures (TRIMs, trade in service) have
been mooted to further exploitation of Africa
Therulesthat emanates from these regimes are
such that promote bio-piracy of floraand fauna
from Africa through intellectual property laws
that continue to be the most contentious ap-
proach to private ownership of goods and ser-
vices, expectedly, to the disadvantage of the glo-
bal south with referenceto Africaspecifically.

Globalisation and its discontents (Stilgliz
2002) as evident in economic, politics, science
and technology, social and cultural milieu are
the major proponent of poverty on the conti-
nent that was once passed as hopeless in the
biblical rhetoric that “isit possiblethat anything
good may come from Jerusalem?’ Despite ef-
forts to make the North self-sufficiency, basic
tenets of international trade of endowment the-
sisforced devel oped statesto relate with Africa.
If not for anything, but for selling of goods and
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services, and a need to serve as inputs produc-
ers, asystem that is being introduced to Africa
before the Industrial Revolution in Europe, and
a status quo that is consolidated till today in
many forms. It is worth nothing that globalisa-
tion as crafted and imposed on Africalacks hu-
man face in the form of development that inter-
national trade claimed to have promoted. Instead,
the perceived sphere of influence that Africa
should consolidate is being invaded by the
states that claim to have special skill in manu-
facturing and services sectors. This pose more
guestions than answer when one contextualis-
esthethesis of IR and that of |ER.

Inaguisetoincrease food production, erad-
ication of poverty and creation of employment
for the teeming African population, agriculture
that accommodates about 70 percent of thetotal
population of Africawas said to have been the
only way to development. Recently the politics
and policiesof land grabbing where multination-
a corporations (MNCs), foreign states, private
individuals and public corporations involve in
farming and farm inputs such as seeds and ferti-
liser selling on the continent brings more mis-
ery, political instability and economic malaiseto
the people of Africa(Pearce 2012; Rosario 2016).
Introduction of genetically modified (GM) foods
intheform of plantsand animals’ genes modifi-
cation promotes suicide, hunger, poverty aswell
as unemployment, and, in the long run, ques-
tionsthe very basics of social contract between
governors and the governed. GM seeds are not
only unsustainablein term of keeping it for oth-
er planting season, it isbeing argued that health
risk in the use of it is adding pressure on the
health budget of African stateswhichiseventu-
ally to the benefit of multinational pharmaceuti-
cal corporations (MPCs) who always claim that
their involvement in Africaisto promote heath
carefor al (Amusan 2015). Classifying African
heritage under questionable novelty as against
public domain by questionable scientist in col-
|aboration with MNCsand devel oped states need
further interrogation of why Africa should re-
main an active participant in WTO and itsagen-
cies of underdevelopment in the continent.

In addressing these myriad of problems, itis
the intension of this paper to adopt constructiv-
ist model where interdependency theory and
social/environmental demandswill bethemain
area of focus in the complex interdependency
international system. The rationale behind this
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is the cobweb nature of IR that a state may not
be an island in the turn of the 21% century.

Sudy Objective

In discussing the crisis of interdependence
promoted by the nature/dynamics of the poli-
tics of 1ER, this paper questioned the logic of
intellectual property rights, patenting of herbs
and other medicinal plants promoted by the pol-
itics of the World Trade Organization (WTO)
rules. It drawsinsights from the challenges con-
fronting Africa states in the bid to patent herbs
and medicinal plantsthat are peculiar to the con-
tinent. In doing this, the study cited South Afri-
caand the case of the Rooibos as point of refer-
ence. The main objective that underpins the
study is an examination of the unfair relations
promoted by thelogic of the politicsof IER with
particular focus on the patenting of herbs and
medicinal plantsfrom Africa. The specific objec-
tives are to;

i. Discuss the insertion of Africa into the
global economic system and the implica-
tions of the unequal exchange between
the continent and developed world,

ii. Examinesthe logic of patenting of herbs
and medicinal plantsand how the unequal
nature of international relations adverse-
ly affect the African states asiit relates to
patenting rights,

iii. Analyse the politics of the patenting,
whichAfricastatesare still struggling with
interm of filling applications, acompleted
adventurethat African legal sector isgrab-
bling with.

iv. Examines the implications of this on de-
velopment of Africawith their natural re-
sources they have, but could not develop
without going through |ER and WTO lab-
yrinths journey.

Constructivist Theory asTheor etical
Framework

Thisisatheory that relieson perception and
identity shaped by experience and social norms.
It is a dynamic perspective of studying social
sciences because it believes in theory as envi-
ronmentally determined. As observe by Man-
bach and Rafferty (2008: 34), “once people know
‘who they are’, they can understand their inter-
ests and forge policies to pursue those inter-

ests.” This theory emerged in the 1980s as a
result of historical context where political actors
were challenging the basic assumptions of the
international systems. This development ques-
tioned the dominant theories of realism and lib-
eralism. AlexandraWendt is an adherent of this
schooal. It relieson aposition Robert Cox (1991
444) by that “theory is for someone and for a
purpose”. It laysemphasison socia dimensions
and the possibility of developmental changes
that is historically and culturally determined as
against behavouralist empiricism rigidity. The
theory is areaction to third debate as captured
by Yosef Lapid or what others describes as
fourth debate of post-positivist of the 1980s,
which believe in subjectivity that is a function
of interpretation based on socio-cultural inter-
pretation. It is atheory that addresses ambigu-
ity, uncertainty and questions identity as major
determinants of human behaviour (Fierke 2015;
Jackson and Sorensen 2013; Reus-Smit 2013).

Constructivist theory isacomplex perspec-
tive of social sciences studies because it opines
that thereisno generally acceptabletruth. There-
fore, what isright and wrong variesfrom person
to person and from society to society (Man-
bach and Rafferty 2008: 33). Thetheory contex-
tualises two opposing views: foundationalists
(those who believe that truth can be determined
through empirical testing) and anti-foundation-
alists (these schoal is of the view that there are
no neutral, value-freeteststo determinethetruth
of aproposition).

Based on the above discussion, one may see
this theory as a social construct in nature be-
cause it brings subject or object into being,
which may have otherwise not in existence. That
is, its subjectivity leads to different interpreta-
tions because of social factor which impliesthat
words and concepts have no value outside a
social context which are defined and employed.
Unlike positivists' position, thistheory isbased
on social value, norms, ideas and assumptions
rather than purely individual thought or mean-
ing. It is more of insight and imagination. This
maintains that. Knowing fact through observa-
tion is not generally acceptable in social con-
struct. It is dynamic in nature and appreciate
constant changes based on norms, rules, his-
torical context and language. Thisisinlinewith
Nicholas Onuf, Friedrich Kratochwil and Alenx-
ander Wendt who argue that this theory is not
given but always in the process of being made
(Fierke2015: 27).
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Also of import to thistheory isits apprecia-
tion of social being that challenges the concept
of individualism as upheld by rationalists and
neo-realists, that structure is not independent
of its environment, as much as structure regu-
latesindividual behaviour, itisalso acreation of
a shared understanding. Sovereignty as it is
known today is a product of collective under-
standing and recognition which in turn confers
legitimacy and authority. Therefore, as against
individual ontology, one should think of social/
collective ontology for proper understanding
environment and international regimes that are
regulating global system (Reus-Smit 2013).

Asmuch asthistheory capturesthis paper’s
discussion, there are some lapses entrenched in
it. It believesthat there may be no policy to fol-
low because of its dynamism. This is a major
source of concern for neo-realist students of
social sciences who hardly believe in social
norms as agent of state behaviour, or as a sine
gua non of the behaviour of international re-
gime/s (Jackson and Sorensen 2013: 225). Itis
compatiblewith liberal theory regarding agent-
structure perspective where agents (leader, state,
international organisations) and structure (type
of theinternational system determines identity,
ideas, interest and material). Dynamismin con-
structivist theory callsfor aneed to commission
economic negotiationsthat eventually led to the
creation of the WTO that focus on ultra-capital-
ism of biopiracy instituted by MNCs, devel oped
states and private individuals.

METHODOLOGY

The study adopts the qualitative methodol-
ogy approach in the collection and analysis of
data that drives its explanation on bio-piracy
and the politics of patenting within the logic of
WTO rules and practices. To thisend, the study
sourced it datafrom government’sreports espe-
cially that of the South African Department of
International Relations and Cooperation
(DIRCO), Department of Trade and Industry and
other state agencies and institutions saddled
with the task of trade, investment and interna-
tional cooperation. Datawere also sourced from
published newspapers and newsmagazinesfrom
South Africa. These were complemented with
datafrom published journal articles, books, chap-
ter in books, and reports. The data was analy-
sed using the thematic approach in the discus-
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sion of the context of the study’s data sources
in weaving the discourse on the unequal na-
ture of IER especially asit relates to the poli-
tics of international herbal and medicinal plants
patenting.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Bio-piracy of Plantsand Animalsin Africaand
theL ogicof WTO Patenting/I ntellectual
Property Rights

The major architect of poverty in Africais
the introduction of biopiracy as against indices
poushed forward, such as poor governance,
corruption, subsistence type of food produc-
tion and inability to abide by the contemporary
IER system (Acemoglu and Robinson 2012;
Adebgjo 2015; Amin 2003; Amusan 2014, 2015,
2016; Bond 2006; Carmody 2011; Chang 2010; K eet
2006; Mbeki 2009; McGown 2006; Mills 2010;
Turok 2015). There is no other continent in the
global systemwherebiopiracy isasthrivingasin
Africa(McGown 2006), perhaps other continents
that are facing this challenge are Latin America
and Asia with solution too remote in sight. As
discussed above, introduction of GATT turned
WTQO'samstowards addressing someissuesthat
were not captured by the liberal economic sys-
tem of demand and supply thesis. Privatisation
of every factor of production, land (flora and
fauna) and labour in specific term callsfor aca-
demicinterrogation.

Thisis avery complex situation when one
looks into it from the formative years of WTO
when arm twisting of African states, divide and
negotiate tactic among the NEPAD statesto get
araw dea against the economic status of the
continent was the order of the day. Thisismore
evident when South Africa, against NEPAD po-
sition, identified industrialised states on agri-
culture development. Against finding aplacefor
medium and small scale farmers, a position that
would have ensured economic development of
Africa, Pretoriaidentified with Cairns Group of
large scale agricultural producing states of Can-
ada, Australia, New Zealand, Chileand othersas
against aneed to discussthe plight of small scale
food producing Sates (K eet 2006: 167). Thiswould
have been adeliberate effort to perpetuate biopi-
racing as small farmers may not have economic
power to challenge questionable researchers,
MNCs and government corporations in stealing
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plants and animals genes in Africa for develop-
ment of the north as it has been a practice from
the pre-colonia eratill today.

Before the advent of colonialism in Africa,
land and its resources were in the hand of fami-
lies, clans, village'sheads, and kings. Thistime,
no one may lay claim to the ownership of this
factor because it was perceived as a common-
wealth of nations for the development of every
citizen that leaves in the area under consider-
ation (Pearce2012). During colonialism, land was
still under traditional rulers in some synthetic
created states except some areas that were tak-
en such as reserved areas for forestry, housing
and other needsfor the government of thetime.
With decolonisation and entrenchment of glo-
balisation to accommodate some developed
states that were previously colonised (USA,
Canada, New Zealand and Australia) and those
that were not involved in colonialism (Japan,
China, Russia and the Scandinavian states),
there was a need to redraw IER. There is no
doubt that Africaisblessed with natural resourc-
es because of its geographical location (majori-
ty of the land in the sub-Saharan are located
withintropical regionwhiletherest enjoysMed-
iterranean type of climate with implications on
the flora and fauna that may be found in the
continent.

Africa is considered as the basket of food
for theworld in theturn of the 21% century. This
explainswhy this paper’s constructivetheory is
relevant in the analysis of what ought to be the
responsibility of industrialised states towards
Africain the area of agricultural production as
against physically involve in food production
that they have extended to the production of
feedsand energy (biofuel) in Africa. IN theturn
of the new millennium, MNCsthrough their in-
fluence on their every home state and govern-
ment research centres, are able to embark of re-
search regarding the usefulness of Africa eco-
system which eventually distort the biodiversi-
ty of the continent, only for the satisfaction of
their need. In doing this, two major issuesraises
guestions rather than proffering answers. At
what stage did these MNCs seek consent of the
ownership of these plants and animals before
extraction of genesfor their research work?Also
worth asking isthe sharing of the proceedsfrom
these resources for the benefit of the owners. In
most cases, not at any stage did they comply
with the position of relevant protocols, treaties,

conventions and agreements on sustainability
of these flora and fauna.

The WTO and its distributaries ought to ac-
cord Africafood production, based on division
of responsibilities as captured through endow-
ment theory discussed above. Developed states
areknown to have specialised in manufacturing
sector and lately, on services through technol o-
gy and innovation that they are good at. Hoodia
and Rooibos, two major plants of invaluable use
in science and technology fields that should be
for the development of the southern African
states were patented without the knowledge of
the owners of these products despite existing
stagesto befollowed before these could be done
(Amusan 2014, 2017). South Africathat should
champion the plights of Africa, unfortunately,
has been seeing itself as a developed state
though itsmembershipif Cairns Group of liberal
school (Page 2002: 31), which explained why the
state joined, despite an existing understanding
in the promotion of questionable NEPAD posi-
tion on devel opment regarding agricultural sec-
tor as discussed above.

What amountsto biological piracy (biopira-
cy) isany plant or animal or their genetic extrac-
tion without the consent of the owners used for
commercial purposes. Theformation of various
international regimes such asCBD, World Intel-
lectual Property Organisation (WIPO), the Unit-
ed Nations Declaration of the Rights of Indige-
nous peoples (UNDRIP) of 2007, the Berne Con-
vention for the protection of knowledge, mostly
among the indigenous peoples. With the con-
flict between IPRsand CBD, indigenous knowl-
edge (1K) with special focus on TRIPs, which
imposed auniversal scheme with an aggressive
expansionist agenda, claiming of intellectual
property is been moved away from indigenous
peoplesto private ownership mostly by thewest-
ernworld (Fan 2016: 241). Politics of patenting,
rather than to bring development, employment
and foreign exchangeto Africa, ceasel essly con-
tinuesto rob the continent of its commonwealth
for the development of developed states. This
iswhat one may describe as continent capture,
a‘smash and grab parasitic agenda with no so-
lutioninsight (Jonas 2016: 10).

As observed by Thompson (2009: 299), for
Africans “to plant a seed their ancestors devel-
oped, they must pay a royalty. To treasure a
handful of seeds isillegal”. This implies that
due to complex legal, political and ecology of
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biopiracy, many African stateswill remain abeg-
gar to accesstheir nature asamember of WTO.
Asexamined by Amusan (2014), filling and final
registration of these plants and animals genes
are very complex. The technicality of registra-
tion fallsamong afew lawyers from devel oped
states. Recognition of patenting isanother chal-
lenge, though Africahasits Organisation Afric-
ainedelaPropriete Intellectual (OAIP) (Adams
& Adams 2012), yet theissue of general accept-
ability based on WTO tenetsisanother problem
that African states are contending with. Also it
isaninternational regimeformed by the Franco-
phone Africa states inspired by France without
consultation with Lusophone and Anglophone
states. Without doubt, the West continue to vi-
olate basic attributes of CBD and other relevant
treaties entered into in patenting of any prod-
uct. PIC, ASB, and GI are common pro-gene
owners who are technologically poor, but for
the ownership of the source of wealth of many
developed nations, they ought to have a share
in patenting of these gene-discovered in Africa.

What continuesto generate argument among
students of the Third World States is the day-
light robbery that are daily facein the continent
without any form of compensation. But for the
relatively devel oped state of South Africa, Roo-
ibos and Hoodia would have gone to various
MNCsdespite Gl attributes of these plants. Rath-
er than for the genes these plants and animals
enjoying the public domain, introduction of nov-
elty against African states is the order of the
day. During the formative years that led to the
signing of WTO, African negotiators were not
familiar with the nitty-gritty of the 21% century
diplomatic negotiation because of the lack of
information regarding issues on table. In acase
when they have alternative views on the posi-
tion of theindustrialised states, pressurewill be
put on such representative to backpedal on his/
her position (Soobramanien 2011). If thereisno
expected outcome, with the power of MNCsand
their home state, such arepresentative from Af-
ricamay be recalled by its government and re-
place with someone who is ready to play along
with the West (Dukes et al. 2014; Keet 2006;
Mgbeoji 2006).

Corruption, acancer that has been with Afri-
can states from colonial time till date is being
fuelled by the high rate of poverty. These states,
in aguise of conducting academic research, a-
waysviolate every ethical considerationin gath-

LERE AMUSAN

ering their information. Their insincerity intell-
ing their respondents in the rural areas about
the lait motif of the research always remain se-
cret. As recognised and imposed on Africa by
the West, there should be a willingness from
participants in divulging information. Realised
the level of poverty in the continent, access to
traditional knowledge (TK) intheform of indig-
enous knowledge (1K), which is within the in-
digenous peoples because of ‘their particular
ways of life that are intrinsically connected to
the natural environment and the ecosystems of
whichthey arepart’ (Fan 2016: 237). Bio-pirating
their knowledge is abuse of human rights (sec-
ond and third generations types of human
rights), which cultural rights, land rights, intel-
lectual property rights described as web of con-
nection that perpetuate poverty (Fan 2016: 237).

Pervasivenessof Poverty in Africa

Development isaways eluding Africafrom
colonial to post-colonial era because of struc-
tural arrangement of the international system,
whichisinlinewith Euro-Americainternational
economic relations. Thisisthe genesis of pov-
erty as against western notion of poor gover-
nance and corruption that instil on the conti-
nent fromthecolonial era, aswell aslack of trans-
parent democratic system of government- as if
Africadid not a system that survived the conti-
nent beforeforeign invasioninaguiseof ‘civil-
ising the barbarians'. There is no contest re-
garding the abundance of natural resources in
every state that can transform their economic
system to a promising one if not because of the
activitiesof MNCswith special referenceto the
extracting companies. Kimberly Process called
for anti-blood diamond, variousAfrican oil pro-
ducing states declared awar against blood fos-
sil fuel, despite all these, MNCs are active on
the continent to promoteillegal mining asisthe
casein South Africain platinum, gold and other
precious metals industry. In Nigeria, there is
ongoing war between the state’s armed forces
and illegal refineries that litter the Niger Delta
region of the country. Angola's case is not too
far away from other oil and diamond producing
states sometimes back by media propagandain
the West (Cook 2014). The question worth ask-
ing is that who are the buyers of these resourc-
es since there is no market in Africa nor other
developing states?
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The genesis of poverty is the western in-
spired private property right of individualism.
This is an attempt to have unperturbed access
to these properties and resourcesin them. Evic-
tion of the San and the Khoi in Botswana and
allocation of the same land for South Africa’s
Caucasian farmers (Afrikaner Boers) isacontin-
uation of poverty in the midst of plenty. Land
allocated to these farmers denied theindigenous
peoples of Southern Africa of their heritage
(Hoodia/Xhoba) that isinternational known for
its medicina content that have been used for
seriesof allment by theinhabitant for ages. Live-
stock business by the Afrikaners together with
planting of Hoodia for export, though it was
agreed that 8% of proceed from this plant would
go to the San people based on agreement
reached on this. Hoodia gordonii growers and
breeders’ agreed with Working Group of Indige-
nous Minorities in southern Africa (WIMSA),
an umbrella representative of San in southern
Africa, to pay 6 percent farmgate sales of raw
Hoodiain 2006 ishighly problematic. Their sales
and profit may not be easily calculated for the
purpose of ASB. By 2007, ABS agreement signed
between WIMSA and the Southern African
Hoodia Growers Association (SAHGA) gives
R24 per dry kg of Hoodia to San is not only
fraudulent, but also not inflationary and fluidity
ininternational market conscious (Mukuka 2010:
63).

CSIR succumbs to pressure from civil soci-
eties and agreed to negotiate for ASB, but on a
condition that only South African San would be
accommodated in the deal raisesmore questions.
Does it mean that other Sans that dispersed
across southern Africa are not included in the
deal? If at the end of the discussion as agreed,
how are the other San in Angola, Botswana,
Namibia and Zimbabwe going to have equal
sharefrom this? Thisis germane when one con-
siders South Africa's sub-imperial activitiesin
Southern Africa Custom Union (SACU) where
unegual exchangeistherulesrather than excep-
tion. Also of import are other tribes that should
benefit from this resource based on GI. The
Nama, Khoe, Damara, Koranna, Griqua, and Top-
naar, because of their agelong contact with San
people, also haveright to the proceeds from the
plant, but these groups were not considered
during the negotiation time (Wynberg and Chan-
nells 2009). Divide and rule that is one of the
attributes of the colonialists and their MNCs

continues to reign supreme in Africa, knowing
the level of poverty and greed of political lead-
ers and economic oligarchy in the continent.

Land that should bein communal ownership
for every citizen is being tactically privatised
and poor economic while business experience
of Africans puts the land to be in the hands of
foreigners who only produce for the need of
their citizens without considering the plights of
the rural people who had been the custodian of
the land and itsresources for ages. Introduction
of foreign plantsor genetically modified thewild
plants and animal sthrough MNCs such asMon-
santo not only perpetuate poverty in the form of
aneed to buy seedson yearly basis. Cropsfail-
ure as experienced by some statesin Asiabrings
about hunger, starvation, criminal activitiesand
ailment that wereforeign toAfrica(Lymbery and
Oakeshott 2014). With hisand asaresult of the
impacts of MNCsactivitiesin environmental cri-
sis, the politics and policies introduced to miti-
gate and adapt to the same for food security is
not within thereach of averageAfrican. Theim-
pact of thisis the introduction of food aids of
various types for the domination of the conti-
nent as experienced in the 1980s when imposed
Structural Adjustment Package (SAP) was the
order of the day with its negative effects on so-
cio-cultural and economic development of Afri-
ca(Ansari 2013; Onimode 2004; Toussaint 2008).
Pattern of food consumptioninAfricaisradical-
ly changed, except, perhapsfor the rural dwell-
ersin West, Central and Eastern African Sub-
Saharan Africa. Southern Africaisthe most af-
fected sub-region because of the paliticsof apart-
heid that made people landless to plant organic
food. Theresult of thisisthe high rate of differ-
ent previously unknown diseases that are af-
fecting states budget in term of health care sys-
tem, which is taken alion share of many state
annual budget. South Africaamost be avictim
of thisthrough diplomatic horse-trading of Amer-
ican drug companies as discussed by Amusan
(o8).

Privatisation has turned many land lords to
tenantsin their own lands who only work for a
daily pay that may not sustain their economic
needs on the one hand, and will give them psy-
chological trauma on the other. With tactical
neutralisation of unionismin labour industry as
introduced by ultra-capitalism to Africathrough
SAP, WTO and post-Washington |ER, poverty
isthe order of the day in the continent, thisin-
spires underdevel opment.
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CONCLUSON

From this paper’s discussion, it is evident
that poverty may be here to stay for sometime,
as long as constructivist approach to economic
development is not followed by the West and
Africa. In line with endowment theory, a state
should specialise in the production of goods
and services where it has comparative advan-
tage as discussed above. Scrambling for the re-
sources of Africa does not only aggravate pov-
erty in the continent, it also brings about politi-
cal instability as some states such as Nigeria,
Angola, Ivory Coast, Mali, Chad, Cameroun cur-
rently contend contending with. When genetic
resourcesthat ought to befor the commonwealth
are being privatised for the use of private indi-
vidual without taking into account the plight of
the original owners, crises may not be too far
away from such an environment. The ongoing
Avenger militantsinthe Niger Deltaof Nigeriais
as a result of subjugation of peoples that are
qualified to be called indigenous peoples. Be-
cause of the unholy aliance between oil MNCs,
political and economic elitein the country, aneed
to address the environmental and disposses-
sion of land in the Niger Delta region may not
receive acatholicon.

Not too far from the above is the eviction
and sometimes extermination of some tribesin
Africaby the colonialists and apartheid system
as discussed above. The San people, though
arereceiving royalty from CSIR, yet grabblewith
the question of fair sharing among themselves
in South Africa. Discussion on the dispersed of
this indigenous peoples to other countries is
another issue and the need to share the royalty
with other tribes such as Nama and Khoe de-
mands academic and legal adventure.

AslongasGl, ASB, PIC asobserved by rel-
evant protocol, conventions, treaties and decla-
rations are not observed, Africa may continue
to wallow in abject poverty despite its richness
in gene resources. Interdependence as recogn-
ised by neo-liberal theorists will ensure equal
exchange provided there is transparency and
removal of subsidiesthat arein place in devel-
oped states in a bid to protect their farmers.
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