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Letter From The Chair 

Dear Delegates, 

Welcome to SMUNC! This online iteration of the conference isn't what you may have 

expected this time last year, but I am excited to offer you as much of the Stanford Model UN 

experience as possible under these circumstances. My name is Lukas Lopez-Jensen, and I will be 

your chair for this historical committee. I am a sophomore from Denver, CO, intending to major 

in economics or public policy. I fell in love with Model UN as a high school freshman, and 

though I haven't been as involved with MUN as a college student, I'm still amazed by the 

approaches to problem-solving, collaboration, and diplomacy exhibited by those who participate.  

Using such approaches as these, I hope to rewrite history alongside you in this 

committee. We will transform the impact of one of the most exclusionary and influential events 

of the 19th century, the Berlin Conference, by simulating it as it would have occurred if African 

representatives had been invited. They will serve as observer states, able to participate in the 

debate, vote on procedural matters, and pen resolutions, but unable to vote on said resolutions. 

Continuing the committee's specifics, standard Model UN Parliamentary Procedure will 

apply. Use of information in the committee beyond the date it takes place (11/15/1884) is 

prohibited, though you may research beyond that point for historical reference. Additionally, I 

emphasize that although most nations represented in this committee had racist, ignorant, and 

paternalistic beliefs about Africans, there is no excuse for delegates to perpetuate such beliefs 

themselves. As you would in any committee, please be respectful to all of your fellow delegates. 

I look forward to "seeing" you all!  

~Lukas Lopez-Jensen (lukaslj@stanford.edu)  
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Background And History 

In order to understand the historical context of the Berlin Conference, held in 1884 to 

coordinate and regulate the rapidly escalating European colonization of Africa, one must 

understand the power dynamics within both Europe and Africa in the decades preceding it. This 

section will explore those dynamics, as well as the early colonial interactions between Europeans 

and Africans. As the events described draw nearer to the Conference, the factors motivating each 

attending state to participate will be briefly reviewed. As always, delegates should perform 

additional research on the state they represent, but the following pages should serve as an 

introduction to the relevant political climate. 

The Condition of Europe 

By the mid-19th century, many European nations were liberalizing and democratizing. 

Though plenty of monarchies remained in power, calls for written constitutions and extended 

suffrage became louder, especially in the west. One of the early indicators of this process came 

in 1848 when the ousting of the French monarchy sparked uprisings against the Habsburg empire 

in Austria, Hungary, and northern Italy. Though these uprisings ultimately failed and the 

resulting French Second Republic quickly transformed into a non-representative empire led by 

Napoleon III, this social unrest was successful in implementing modest changes. The Habsburgs 

granted moderate autonomy to portions of their empire, notably in Hungary, and universal male 

suffrage came to France alongside other concessionary social reforms.  

These uprisings were shortly followed by the Second Industrial Revolution, which 

brought newfound power to some states and expanded the capabilities of others. As methods of 

smelting iron improved, steel production skyrocketed, expanding the scope of industrial projects. 
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Steamships, internal combustion engines, and machine guns all became more efficient and 

widespread, transforming transportation, production, and warfare. Britain and France struggled 

to maintain their industrial advantage, with new competitors arising from across the western 

world. By the 1870s, a newly unified Germany outpaced Britain in heavy industrial production. 

Italy, Austria, and Scandinavian states began industrializing, as well. With new methods of 

canning and refrigeration, American foods reached Europe, expanding US economic influence 

across the Atlantic. Russia began to modernize, emerging from the shadows of defeat that they 

were plunged into after losing the 1853-56 Crimean War to British, French, and Ottoman forces. 

The most consequential changes to Europe during this time, however, were the 

unifications of Germany and Italy. Before the 1870s, both of these states were scattered people 

groups either absorbed into larger nations or heading uninfluential microstates. Prussian Otto 

Von Bismarck and Italian Giuseppe Garibaldi united scattered peoples of common languages and 

cultures to form larger entities capable of becoming regional powers. These states, founded on 

liberalism and nationalism and relying on the unity of a plethora of once-separate groups, 

operated under big-tent systems built on compromise. Aristocracies still held power in these new 

states, but liberal parliaments and expanded suffrage were central to them. 

Established neighbors of Germany and Italy lost significant amounts of land to them, 

causing ripple effects across the continent. Garibaldi acquired territory from a defeated 

Austria-Hungary, which would continue to decentralize its monarchy. Bismarck humiliated the 

French in the Franco-Prussian War of 1871, leading to an overthrow of the short-lived empire of 

Napoleon III and the installation of the French Third Republic. 
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As newer states challenged the power of more established rivals, the purposes of 

government were reevaluated. Rigidly conservative notions of state-building were abandoned, 

and the desire for social progress gradually muted itself from revolution to reform. In these 

newly stable states, liberals and conservatives worked together to modernize their governments, 

though their views differed on key issues. Liberals advocated for diminishing both religious 

influence and imperial expansion, while conservatives advocated for the opposite.  

Though Western Europe was stabilized by this period, Eastern Europe remained in 

turmoil. Galvanized by western nationalism, various Slavic ethnicities under Ottoman control 

rebelled in the 1870s. Slavs gained joint independence from the empire with Russian aid, 

resulting in an enormous Bulgarian state composed of modern Bulgaria, Serbia, Montenegro, and 

Romania. This state posed a threat to the incumbent European powers, so to partition the 

territory won from the Ottomans, Germany hosted the Berlin Congress in 1878. This resulted in 

the dissolution of Bulgaria, the expansion of new Slavic states, and Austrian, British, and French 

territorial acquisitions. Russia, which originally made significant territorial gains along the Black 

Sea, lost everything to the newly independent states. They left the congress resentful towards 

Germany, accusing them of bias towards Austria. However, Germany had no shortage of allies, 

having established a Triple Alliance with Austria-Hungary and Italy in 1882. 

Having undergone rampant industrialization and unification efforts, Europeans were 

more politically powerful and warier of that power than ever before. Several states had already 

established colonial empires across Asia and Africa. Most Europeans now had access to 

transportation and tools of war that would make conquests easier. States newly held accountable 
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to an electorate were eager to expand overseas, winning the favor of their citizens. Just across the 

Mediterranean, different empires, rulers, and cultures were experiencing different changes. 

The Condition of Africa 

If delegates take anything away from this committee, it should be that Africa is not a 

monolith. With roughly 3 times the area of and much more varied geography than Europe, the 

history of the people dispersed across this continent is bound to be complex. This section of the 

guide will explore the power dynamics in each region of Africa (North, West, Central, East, and 

South) across the 50 years leading up to the Conference, rather than grouping them all together 

into one vague summary. The borders of the regions as they will be discussed can be seen on the 

map of modern Africa below. Although distinct challenges and triumphs appeared in each of 
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these regions, by this period in 

history they will all have one thing in 

common: the imminent approach of 

Europeans. 

 

In North Africa, colonialism was 

already established. In the decades 

following the French capture of 

Algiers in 1830, Algeria became 

heavily settled by Europeans and 

incorporated into metropolitan 

France, but none of its native citizens 

were given political or economic rights. In 1835, Libya was reconquered by the Ottoman 

Empire, becoming a discontinuous portion of it once Egypt and Sudan were acquired by Britain 

in 1882. Only Tunisia and Morocco maintained independence, threatened in the 1850s by 

Europeans pressuring both nations to reform their governments and expand trade. 

Tunisia's attempts at reform were moderately successful, ending legal religious 

discrimination with the "Fundamental Pact" in 1856 and passing the Arab world's first 

constitution in 1860. But even as the country underwent massive internal restructuring, France 

was given control of Tunisia in 1881 following the Berlin Congress. Though they didn't 

dismantle the native government or settle it as aggressively as Algeria, Tunisia now deferred to 

French officials in Paris.  
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Morocco, a Sultanate led by the Alaouite Dynasty for nearly 200 years, conceded to 

European demands for free trade in 1856 while its central government attempted to manage a 

dispersed population of unruly Saharan tribes. Despite French and Spanish hostility, Morocco 

had British support and was able to extend its rule into its southern territories, dissuading 

Europeans from colonizing the nation and rendering it the sole independent state of Northern 

Africa at the time of the Conference. 

In West Africa, arid Western Sudan and tropical Guinea were among the most politically 

dense and volatile parts of the continent. Throughout the 19th century, the region underwent 

several transformations, with mass conversions to Islam chief among them. At the turn of this 

century, the sprawling, animist Hausa states fell to the Sokoto Caliphate, which remained one of 

the most powerful West African states into the 1880s. Established in 1809, the Caliphate 

expanded throughout the Sudan, shifting regional power dynamics in favor of Islam.  

Since the 1460s, the so-called Gold Coast had been a major hub for European trade, 

interacting primarily with Portugal, and by 1598, the Netherlands. Britain, alongside Denmark, 

Germany, and Sweden-Norway, later established coastal trading forts. However, the British and 

Dutch soon became the only dominant European forces in the region. Across the 17th and 18th 

centuries, the British and French became particularly established in the region, outpacing the 

Dutch and all-but eliminating the Portuguese from trade. In the 1820s, after being checked by the 

expansive, established Ashanti Empire, Britain signed a treaty granting both empires regional 

control. It took decades, but by the 1880s, the Dutch and Danish left the coast, rendering Britain 

its sole European power. Britain then moved east to the Niger delta, trading for palm oil rather 

than slaves and stimulating the Ashanti and Benin economies throughout the 1830s.  
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The slave trade weighed heavily on the region, as outcasted, devalued people from local 

empires and members of rival states were sold en masse to colonies across the world. Britain, 

after abolishing its slave trade in 1807, encouraged its free Black citizens to establish a state of 

their own in what became Sierra Leone in 1787. However, without sufficient resources, the state 

languished, and Britain colonized it in 1808. The U.S. would attempt something similar 40 years 

later in Liberia, but they never offered substantial support to the country, leaving it to slowly, 

independently develop with minuscule resources. 

Across the 1810s and 20s, slavery was abandoned by other Northern and Western 

European empires, as Protestant morals and a shift away from agriculture and towards industry 

discouraged the practice. The coasts of Northwest Africa hosted British anti-slave patrols, and 

though hundreds of thousands of slaves were freed by these patrols and brought to Sierra Leone, 

millions more reached the Americas. These underground trades wouldn't slow down until the 

1860s, but even then, coastal empires who relied on trading slaves were reluctant to stop. 

Once steamships and quinine became more available, Britain could explore the delta for 

itself, devaluing its African alliances and garnering suspicion from the Ashanti. Yorubaland 

(stretching across modern Nigeria, Togo, and Benin) had had its population decimated by the 

slave trade, and was soon taken by Sokoto in the north and Dahomey in the west. As Dahomey's 

power grew and they refused to end their slave trade, Britain installed a puppet monarch in 1851 

and annexed Lagos, the empire's most important city, in 1861. Relations soon soured with the 

Ashanti, who the British fought in an 1874 war that resulted in the destruction of the Ashanti 

capitol and the British claiming the entire Gold Coast as a colony. Though the Ashanti remained 

independent, they were severely weakened.  
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France, which had taken Senegal after the Napoleonic Wars, wouldn't expand inland until 

the 1850s. They were able to convince locals to participate in the growing vegetable oil trade as 

trading settlements became more common and French de facto sovereignty over the region 

expanded. By the 1860s, Senegal was a potential springboard for the French colonization of 

West Africa, but this would not occur until after the conference. Further inland, in what we now 

know as Burkina Faso, several independent African states (such as the Mossi Kingdoms, a loose 

confederation of culturally and linguistically similar kingdoms) continued to thrive. As the 

French and British moved inland, Germany expressed interest in the region, claiming Togoland 

months before the Conference and joining the race to colonize West Africa. 

Central Africa historically connected vastly different regions, as done by the Bornu 

empire in modern Chad. From the 9th century, they oversaw trans-Saharan trade routes and 

linked North, West, and Central Africa. This position, though attractive to colonizers, was 

bordered by the Sahara and Namib deserts and contained thick, tropical jungles that hindered 

European settlement. Nevertheless, settlement began by the time of the Conference. 

Portugal founded its colony of Angola in 1407. There, they traded firearms, beads, and 

liquor for slaves, which eventually became the foundation of the Angolan economy. Other 

Europeans arrived in later centuries, entering further inland to kidnap slaves and return them to 

their empires. Though France began doing this in the 17th century, prominent Arabic and 

Swahili states would later traffic Central African slaves as well.  

Despite an 1836 Portuguese ban on slave trading, slavery was rampant in Angola and 

surrounding areas to satiate demands for ivory in the 1850s and rubber in the 1870s. The 

chiefdoms given firearms to acquire these commodities, usually the Chokwe and Ovimbundu, 
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decimated the local population and environment in order to do so. Soon, Portugal expanded its 

trade further into the continent. 

The Kongo Kingdom, among the most centralized, densely populated, and expansive 

Central African polities, became tightly entwined with Portugal. Before rampant colonialism, 

their sovereigns were baptized and adopted Portuguese first names, but their amicable 

relationship wouldn't last. In 1665, Kongo leader Antonio I Nvita a Nkanga was killed by the 

Portuguese in a land war. Portugal gradually incurred on the southwestern portion of the Kongo 

Kingdom for the next two centuries, though they remained independent and capable by the 

Conference. Miles to the southeast in 1856, the Yeke kingdom was established on a vital trade 

route. They trafficked slaves to Portuguese and Swahili traders and acquired copper and ivory 

from their land in what is now southern Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC). This mix of 

territory, resources, and alliances made them a veritable power.  

Northwest of these kingdoms, European influence was intensifying. Missionaries arrived 

in modern Cameroon as early as the 1840s. By the time of the Conference, Germany, with some 

minor coastal settlements in the region, was preparing to claim Cameroon. France acquired the 

colony of Gabon by 1841 in an agreement to end the local slave trade, initiating French plans to 

expand into Central Africa. Finally, King Leopold II of Belgium was preparing to make one of 

the Conference's biggest and most consequential proposals: to acquire the expansive, 

resource-rich territory now known as the DRC, where he would later install a horrendous regime.  

In East Africa, the trade-rich Swahili Coast, the somewhat isolated Great Rift Valley, and 

the religiously polarized Horn of Africa each had vastly different histories and interactions with 
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Europeans. The latter two of these three regions remained basically untouched by colonization, 

while the former had been dealing with Europeans for centuries leading up to the Conference.  

The Swahili Coast, comprising modern Kenya, Tanzania, and Mozambique, traded 

elusive goods from across Asia due to its location along the Indian Ocean. Arguably the most 

diverse and sought-after trade station in the world, it was historically coveted by foreign empires. 

Though Portugal arrived in select ports in 1502, eventually taking the titanic trade city of 

Mombasa, strengthening Omani presence in the 17th and 18th centuries drove them out. The 

Portuguese successfully established a trade empire similar to Angola in Mozambique, but by the 

1830s, Oman dominated the Swahili Coast, making the island of Zanzibar a hub for Western 

trade. Despite this, hardly any external influence was exerted inland: the Kenyan and Tanzanian 

plains hadn't yet been colonized.  

As a whole, the interior of East Africa still saw independent, intra-African struggles for 

and shifts in power. The Ngoni, fleeing the expanding Zulu to the south in the 1830s, established 

large military states, nearly monopolized cattle, and traded slaves. Their power brought a need 

for stronger states in the region, and by the 1870s, the Hehe and Nyamwezi peoples were 

veritable rivals to the Ngoni. To the northeast, the sturdy, long-established kingdoms of Rwanda 

and Buganda were vying for control amidst a series of migrations sparked by unrest to the south. 

The Ankole kingdom served as a buffer state between them, attempting to keep the peace and 

seeing moderate wealth and stability in the 1880s. Lake Kyoga, in modern Uganda, flourished 

during this migratory period and became a trading hub, as did many of the African Great Lakes. 

The Kingdom of Karagwe, near Lake Victoria, thrived on trade independent of the Swahili coast. 
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The region was uncolonized, though this wouldn't be for long. In the early 1860s, British 

explorers found the Great Lakes region, and missionaries reached it from Mombasa, trying to 

convert its population. Throughout the 1860s and 70s, Egypt attempted to expand south from 

Sudan into modern Uganda, unsuccessfully. Britain and Germany were both preparing to claim 

East Africa at the Conference. 

The Horn of Africa, meanwhile, hadn't experienced transformative interactions with the 

West. The regional political climate evolved as a flashpoint of conflict between Christians in 

Ethiopia and Muslims around Somalia, with modern Eritrea serving as a tumultuous middle 

ground. However, the region was relatively stable in the 1880s. Ethiopian unity was peaking 

after driving out Egyptian expansionists, who were in a brief period between Ottoman and 

British rule. The various Somalian Sultanates (the Warsangali being present in this committee) 

were established and moderately satisfied with the regional status quo. It wouldn't be until after 

the Conference that the British, French, and most notably, Italians would lay claim to the region 

and erupt a series of conflicts. 

In Southern Africa, Europeans were well-established. The Cape of Good Hope (now 

Cape Town) was settled in 1652 by the Dutch, later known as Afrikaners. Slavery was common 

across settlements as Afrikaners farmed the country's interior, challenging local chiefdoms. In 

1806, Britain acquired the Cape with a booming population featuring Europeans doubly 

outnumbered by their slave and indigenous Khoisan counterparts.  

By the 1820s, instability brought by European land encroachment and rapidly increasing 

trade allowed Shaka, a prodigious Mthethwa general, to overtake his ruler. Shaka united 

scattered chiefdoms in what is now northeastern South Africa, resulting in the rise of the Zulu 
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kingdom as a prominent regional power. This further destabilized interior chiefdoms, paving the 

way for European settlers to expand northward. They did just that in 1834 when the British 

emancipation of Cape slaves provoked Afrikaners to found a series of settler outposts in the 

interior. As the British expanded as well, Europeans faced multiple conflicts with the Xhosa 

chiefdom, whose threat to them was neutralized by 1857.  

With the discovery of diamonds and gold in the 1860s, Britain brought massive 

infrastructure to the interior, preparing to control it all. This discovery also piqued Portuguese 

and German interest, with the former holding nearby colonies and the latter preparing to claim 

modern Namibia at the start of the Conference. By the 1880s, Britain was dismantling Afrikaner 

and native resistance in modern South Africa and Botswana.  

The Cape Colony, soon to become the unified colony of South Africa, was ever-growing 

as the British pushed back the Griqua and Tswana in the northwest, the Pedi in the northeast, and 

the final remains of Xhosa resistance in the east. The Zulu had their territory shattered into 13 

kinglets after the 1879 Anglo-Zulu war. In 1882, their king Cetshwayo returned to govern a 

shrunken kingdom, only to be ousted the next year, leaving his 15-year-old son Dinuzulu to rule 

by the time of the Conference. Southern Africa, long plagued by European presence, was on its 

last legs. 
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Current Circumstances 

As we've seen, Western powers had been competing to colonize Africa for hundreds of 

years by the 1880s, with their claims becoming progressively more complicated and haphazard. 

Multiple states feared that conflict would erupt should these claims overlap, resulting in a need 

for more communication as Africa fell to colonization. The Congo and the Gold Coast were two 

particularly unstable regions, with Portugal, Germany, France, and Britain all scrambling to 

expand inland and add these lands to their growing empires. As such, the stated goal of the 

conference was to regulate and coordinate colonization and to eventually partition Africa among 

the Western powers most interested in it. 

However, the original Berlin Conference had the fatal flaw of poor representation. States 

such as Russia, Austria-Hungary, and Sweden-Norway were invited despite having no current 

interest in African colonization, solely because they were considered to be Great Powers. 

Meanwhile, the Africans whose land, resources, and livelihoods were at stake were never 

consulted, resulting in arbitrary borders consuming the continent and dooming it to centuries of 

dysfunction. This is the problem that our iteration of the Conference seeks to solve. By bringing 

empires, kingdoms, and confederacies from across Africa to the negotiating table, this committee 

seeks to remedy, or at least address, the most malicious effects of the Conference. 

This remedy will certainly not be a perfect one, since the Africans invited to the 

Conference will not have voting power and will serve primarily as consultants. Indeed, if African 

voices were truly valued on even ground with Europeans', the Conference would likely be called 

off and colonization abandoned in favor of trade agreements or total isolation. Though delegates 

representing Western nations will not necessarily need to serve African interests in the 
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resolutions they pass, they should understand that listening to this local expertise will bring a 

more constructive, harmonious future to the continent. With these dynamics made clear, we will 

now discuss the potential motivations carried by each attending state as the Conference 

approaches. 

Western countries looking to prove themselves on the global stage and outcompete their 

rivals were desperate to assert themselves as owners of African colonies. Countless African 

chiefdoms, kingdoms, and empires had already fallen to colonial rule, while some of those left 

intact had seen their rise to power precisely because of European presence. Though the African 

polities present at this iteration of the Conference will have differing goals, ranging from 

colonial expulsion to more frequent Western trade, the goals of Westerners will be fairly 

ubiquitous: to gain power and avoid infighting as the domination of Africa would be kicked into 

high gear. 

Beginning with the Westerners, there were a select few with substantial existing African 

colonies, most notably Britain, Portugal, and France. As the British clamored for diamonds in 

South Africa, the Portuguese looked for ways to link Angola and Mozambique, and the French 

began fanning out into Central Africa, expansion was on the mind of all three. Similar sentiments 

existed in the several Western nations with existing, though small, African holdings. Germany 

wished to expand its small collection of port settlements into Namibian and Cameroonian 

colonies; Belgium was closely eyeing the Congo; and the Spanish coastal and island settlements 

along central-west Africa could have expanded. 

There were numerous Westerners whose heydays in Africa had passed (The Netherlands 

and the Ottoman Empire being the clearest examples) and who may wish to recover holdings lost 
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to the English and French. Others, such as Austria-Hungary, Denmark, and Sweden-Norway, had 

briefly established trading ports or ivory factories in Central and West Africa, only to be 

outcompeted by preexisting, better-funded colonies and settlements. Perhaps their economic 

ventures could be resumed. 

Finally, a collection of Western States remained which had never established themselves 

in Africa. Though previous Italian settlements had been proposed across North and East Africa, 

none had come to fruition. Neither the United States nor Russia had expressed particular interest 

in African colonization, outside of the American project to send free people of color to Liberia, 

which had been independent since 1847. Both of these nations would likely attend the 

conference for their interest in European power dynamics, participating in order to determine 

which of their allies and rivals would gain or lose territory.  

Although there will be variation among the goals of African attendees, all will be fighting 

to maintain their independence. For example, the Kingdom of Karagwe, the Bornu Empire, and 

the Yeke Kingdom, as trade-reliant entities with currently limited contact with Europeans, may 

be more eager to open or continue trading with them, so long as land encroachments aren't made 

against them. If, for instance, Karagwe stopped the trade of firearms along the Swahili coast and 

gained a regional monopoly, they would hold much more leverage over bordering polities and 

could become much wealthier. 

On the other hand, African kingdoms and empires with experience losing land and power 

to Europeans would likely call for their removal. As Portugal continued to shrink Kongo territory 

and Britain encroached on Ashanti, Zulu, and to a lesser extent, Benin's land, these leaders 

became increasingly anti-colonial. The Alaouite Dynasty, which had modified its style of 
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governance to suit European preferences and watched neighboring territories succumb to 

colonialism for decades, would also likely be an advocate for African sovereignty and more 

distant relations with Europe. 

Finally, there were African empires and kingdoms with extremely limited contact with 

Europe, be it positive or negative. The Sokoto Caliphate, Mossi Kingdoms, Ankole Kingdom, 

Kingdom of Rwanda, Ethiopian Empire, and Warsangali Sultanate would all object to Western 

settlement of their lands and may stand in solidarity with Africans encroached on by Europeans. 

Especially as negative experiences of colonization would be inevitably discussed in committee, 

they may be persuaded against it. However, they may also use the Conference to obtain powerful 

Western allies and expand their regional influence. Their role remains to be seen as the 

Conference approaches. 
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Questions to Consider and Committee Tasks 

The committee's primary task is to pass a resolution that will regulate and coordinate the 

process of colonization in Africa. With these guidelines in mind, they may move on to their 

secondary task: partitioning Africa among Western powers, or deciding not to do so. As 

delegates approach these tasks, they should keep the following questions in mind. 

 

1. How do Western powers stand to benefit from colonizing Africa? Is it possible for 

African powers to improve their standing alongside colonization? 

2. What are the dangers brought by foreign encroachment on African soil? What moral, 

ethical, or humanitarian questions must be considered alongside colonization? 

3. Do Westerners have a right to colonize Africa? How, if at all, have they proven 

themselves worthy of controlling its land? 

4. How should Western powers acknowledge and respond to African voices in this 

committee? 

5. What partitions of land, economic agreements, or other treaties (if any) could bring 

mutual growth and progress to Westerners and Africans alike? 

6. How will your state's actions in this committee affect the future of Europe and Africa? 
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List of Attendants 

Western Powers: Austria-Hungary, Britain, Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Italy, 

Netherlands, Ottoman Empire, Portugal, Russia, Spain, Sweden-Norway, and the United States 

African Powers (Shortlist): Alaouite Dynasty, Ashanti Empire, Ethiopian Empire, Kingdom of 

Karagwe, Kingdom of Kongo, Sokoto Caliphate, Zulu Kingdom 

Additional African Powers: Ankole Kingdom, Benin Empire, Bornu Empire, Kingdom of 

Rwanda, Mossi Kingdoms, Warsangali Sultanate, Yeke Kingdom. 
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