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                                      Esther Stanford-Xosei 
                                                                                                 ADDRESS WITHHELD 
 
                                                                                                 19/02/18                                                                                                                                

 

Heidi Alexander, MP 

House of Commons 

London 

SW1A 0AA 

 

Dear Heidi Alexander 

YOUR REFERENCE HA/FR/STAN01025/15180376 

Thank you for meeting with me Friday 9th February 2018. I acknowledge receipt of 
your letter dated 13 February 2018, which I received this morning and note the 
contents. Thank you for writing to Mayor Marvin Rees and also making contact with 
Brian Channer, Lewisham East BAME Officer. I look forward to hearing more from 
you when you receive responses from them. 
 
I am following up on your request that I should write to give some indicators as to 
why I, as a lead activist in the ‘Stop the Maangamizi: We Charge 
Genocide/Ecocide!’ Campaign (SMWeCGEC), was dissatisfied with the response 
we received from Karen Hamling on behalf of the Foreign & Commonwealth Office 
(FCO).  
 
I highlight, in red the aspects of this correspondence which I would like to most 
emphasize as follows: 
 
In my view, and that of the various constituencies of reparatory justice interest that I 
represent, (including the 9636+ petitioners who signed the ‘Stop the Maangamizi! 
Petition’), further insult has been added to injury in that contrary to the initial 
response to the petition and its accompanying letter from Prime Minister Theresa 
May’s Correspondence Officer dated 8th August 2017, stating that she had 
requested the said officer to arrange for a Minister in the FCO to respond to myself 
and the other petitioners directly. Instead we have received a response from Karen 
Hamling from the Human Rights & Democracy Department. Karen Hamling’s 
position within the department is not clearly identified in the correspondence and in 
my view this low-level response displays disregard for the seriousness of the issues 
raised. 
https://www.change.org/p/stop-the-maangamizi-we-charge-genocide-ecocide 
 
The issue of reparations for Afrikans and people of Afrikan heritage is not going to go 
away and will continue to be an issue that is in the public spotlight. It follows that the 
appropriate response is to examine what this means for British state-policy making in 
relation to a number of areas. In this regard, the newly established International 
Network of Scholars & Activists (INOSAAR) is of relevance here. INOSAAR is a  

https://www.change.org/p/stop-the-maangamizi-we-charge-genocide-ecocide
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collaborative project coordinated by academics at the University of Edinburgh (UK) 
and Wheelock College (Boston, USA) and funded through the Arts and Humanities 
Research Council’s (AHRC) Research Networking Grant. Its purpose is to create an 
international network dedicated to reparations and other forms of transitional justice 
for the enslavement and genocide of peoples of Afrikan descent, the invasion of the 
Afrikan continent by colonial powers (notably France and Britain) in the quest for new 
areas of political and cultural influence and economic expansion, and the 
subsequent oppression and deformation of Afrikan identity that arose from this. The 
network seeks to explore the question of Afrikan Reparatory Justice through the rich 
variety of research specialisms within both the arts and humanities and the social 
sciences, and is doing so in collaboration and consultation with grassroots activist 
groups engaged in the struggle for reparations as well as government-linked groups 
capable of influencing social change. 
  
It is now known that at the time of the response to us as petitioners, the FCO would 
have been aware that we as taxpayers, including descendants of the Afrikan 
enslaved, continued to pay for the legalised injustice legislated in the British Houses 
of Parliament by allowing for enslavers to be compensated in the Slavery Abolition 
Act 1833: An Act for the Abolition of Slavery throughout the British Colonies; for 
promoting the Industry of the manumitted Slaves; and for compensating the Persons 
hitherto entitled to the Services of such Slaves. It was recently highlighted by 
historian David Olusoga on the day of my visit to you on Friday 9th February at the 
Downham Surgery, i.e., the UK Treasury Office tweeted its “surprising #FridayFact 
that “Millions of you helped end the slave trade through your taxes” accompanied by 
an image of Afrikans being marched, in yokes and ropes, into slavery. The tweet 
continued:  
 

Did you know? In 1833, Britain used £20 million, 40% of its national budget, to 
buy freedom for all slaves in the Empire. The amount of money borrowed for 
the was so large that it wasn’t paid off until 2015. Which means that living 
British citizens helped pay to end the slave trade.”  

 
What the Treasury Office failed to mention, however, was that the £20m which 
represented 40% of the national budget was paid out to the 46,000 enslavers to 
compensate them for the ‘loss’ of their so-called ‘property’ in chattelised people of 
Afrikan heritage. By one calculation that is the modern equivalent of about £17bn:  
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2018/feb/12/treasury-tweet-slavery-
compensate-slave-owners. As an equivalent measure, 40 per cent of Government 
expenditure now would be more than £300 billion. 
 
I wish to draw your attention to the fact that a petition has been started about this 
use of taxes: https://www.change.org/p/refund-our-taxes-paid-to-compensate-
enslavers. 

This is a news report about the above petition: 
https://www.bristolpost.co.uk/news/bristol-news/petition-demands-british-
government-refunds-1227302. 

 

https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2018/feb/12/treasury-tweet-slavery-compensate-slave-owners
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2018/feb/12/treasury-tweet-slavery-compensate-slave-owners
https://www.change.org/p/refund-our-taxes-paid-to-compensate-enslavers
https://www.change.org/p/refund-our-taxes-paid-to-compensate-enslavers
https://www.bristolpost.co.uk/news/bristol-news/petition-demands-british-government-refunds-1227302
https://www.bristolpost.co.uk/news/bristol-news/petition-demands-british-government-refunds-1227302
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The response from Karen Hamling, on behalf of the FCO, just mentions the 
SMWeCGECs call for an All-Party Parliamentary Inquiry for Truth & Reparatory 
Justice (APPCITARJ), but does not directly respond to it. Instead, there is are a 
series of obfuscatory, self-congratulatory statements (replicated in purple text) such 
as: 

Today, we are a successful multi-ethnic and multi-faith country, with members 
of African and Caribbean countries enjoying successful careers in numerous 
sectors including business, sports the arts and politics. 

The approach taken of examining the reality of an ethnic group/community through 
the lenses of the experiences of a few who are deemed to have ‘made it’ ignores the 
volumes of research which indicate that, in fact, people of Afrikan heritage are highly 
discriminated across Europe. We are one of the largest minoritized groups in 
Europe, officially unrecognised but easily noticeable; an invisible visible minoritized 
group of around 12-15 million people. This was confirmed by the European Network 
for People of African Descent in their 2015 report: Invisible Visible Minority: 
Confronting Afrophobia and Advancing Equality for People of African Descent and 
Black Europeans in Europe  
www.enar-eu.org/IMG/pdf/book_-_people_of_african_descent_-_final-2.pdf 

More significantly, the above comment on behalf of the FCO displays a woeful 
ignorance and/or denial of the fact that pointing to a few so-called successful people 
of Afrikan heritage, where success is defined largely in Eurocentric terms is 
unrepresentative of, and actually does little to address the situation of the majority of 
members of Afrikan heritage communities.  

The UK is working successfully with African and Caribbean countries, 
including through the commonwealth, to address this together on a range of 
issues through security to prosperity.  

This notion of success needs to be critically interrogated in terms of success for 
whom and by whose standards? UK Governments so far have been pushing policies 
in relation to Afrika and the Caribbean which are detrimental to the interests of the 
peoples and their governments in the regions. For example, in the case of Private 
Finance Initiatives (PFIs) or Public Private Partnerships as they are known outside 
the UK. Thanks to the actions of anti-debt campaigners, I understand that the 
Shadow Secretary of State for International Development, Kate Osamor MP has 
committed the Labour Party to ending the promotion of ‘rip-off’ PFI projects abroad:  
https://www.newstatesman.com/politics/uk/2018/02/privatisation-overseas-waste-
government-aid-money 

In fact, the ‘Stop the Maangamizi!’ Petition references: “extractive industries, abuse 
of our natural resources, free trade agreements and privatisation schemes, including 
private finance initiatives (PFI’s), public-private partnerships (PPP’s), and Economic 
Partnership Agreements (EPA’s) of the European Union (EU) being forced on 
Afrikan, Caribbean & Pacific countries” as one of 12 highlighted manifestations of 
genocide/ecocide that are impacting on Afrikan communities within and beyond the 
UK.  

http://www.enar-eu.org/IMG/pdf/book_-_people_of_african_descent_-_final-2.pdf
https://jubileedebt.us5.list-manage.com/track/click?u=fefd8b875c2ac5bfc0853e354&id=23bea5a058&e=6fbe6e39ef
https://www.newstatesman.com/politics/uk/2018/02/privatisation-overseas-waste-government-aid-money
https://www.newstatesman.com/politics/uk/2018/02/privatisation-overseas-waste-government-aid-money
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Furthermore, whatever relations the UK Government deems it has with Afrikan and 
Caribbean governments, this has little bearing on the situation of people of Afrikan 
heritage within the UK. So many of us as Afrikans and people of Afrikan heritage are 
currently unrepresented by Afrikan or Caribbean Governments, even in their quests 
for reparative dialogue with the British State. In addition, there is no 
acknowledgement in the FCO response that this notion of ‘successfully’ working 
together with Afrikan & Caribbean governments is challenged even by the existence 
of the CARICOM Governments ten-point reparatory justice plan, which CARICOM 
say, seeks to address the Caribbean region’s developmental challenges 
https://www.caricom.org/caricom-ten-point-plan-for-reparatory-justice/ 

That being said, as was stated in a position paper that I co-authored on behalf of the 
Global Afrikan People’s Parliament (GAPP) on the CARICOM Reparatory Justice 
Initiative: 
 

At present no external voting mechanism for Caribbean nationals living 
overseas which means the CARICOM reparations initiative is not inclusive of 
the reparations goals and aspirations of Afrikan Caribbean nationals living 
outside of the Caribbean who are stakeholders to any reparations strategy 
which affects their families at home. We are therefore concerned that there is 
at present no mechanism to consult or enable the participation of Caribbean 
citizenries living in other parts of the Diaspora in informing the development of 
the CARICOM reparations strategy. We are especially mindful of those 
Caribbean citizens who are also seeking to repatriate to Afrika or go and 
come between Afrika and their respective places of birth in the Caribbean. 
Learning from the experiences gained by these stakeholders is vital because 
they have physically and culturally began the journey to Afrikan community 
renewal and reintegration and therefore are an important bridge between the 
realities of Afrika today and the situation of people of Afrikan origin within and 
beyond the Caribbean.  
 

Citizenship includes the right to be taken seriously when thinking and 
speaking for oneself. Many CARICOM countries do not recognise voting 
rights of overseas nationals, so, if there was a referendum on this issue of 
reparations, Afrikan Caribbean nationals and stakeholders could not exercise 
their voices. This is a troubling situation given the fact that Caribbean 
governments often remain silent and do not intervene to protect the rights of 
Afrikans and defend them against the human and peoples’ rights violations 
they and other Caribbean nationals face in Britain and other parts of Europe.  

 
Given the fact that for every person living in the region, there is an individual 
living in the Diaspora abroad, we are unclear how the CARICOM initiative 
takes into account the experiences of marginalisation of [country] Caribbean 
Diaspora’s living in Europe. Neither does there seem to be any recognition 
that Caribbean nationals who live outside of the Caribbean will be impacted 
by their home government’s decisions and stated intentions to negotiate and 
reach an ‘amicable’ settlement with European governments.  
 

https://www.caricom.org/caricom-ten-point-plan-for-reparatory-justice/
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We remain committed to creating a fair society in which all people, of 
whatever ethnic origin or background, are valued and able to participate fully 
and realise their own potential. 

Yet the FCO and the wider British Government do not recognise the United Nations 
International Decade for People of African Descent (IDPAD) and the fact that as 
Flavia Pansieri, Deputy High Commissioner for Human Rights stated at the 2014 
launch of the Decade: 

“In proclaiming this Decade, the international community is recognizing that 
people of African descent represent a distinct group whose human rights must 
be promoted and protected.” 
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=15432&La
ngID=E 

This point was reiterated in the recent question asked of the Secretary of State for 
Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs by Neil Coyle, Labour MP for Bermondsey and 
Old Southwark on the 15th January 2018 (‘Africa: Anniversaries: Written question – 
122664’): 
https://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-
statements/written-question/Commons/2018-01-15/122664/. 

The response on behalf of the FCO shows how the UK Government in its response 
to us as petitioners, (many of whom are also have British citizenship and residency), 
is seeking to counter our assertions of the continuing impact of the Maangamizi. It 
does so by highlighting those from within our communities who are collaborating with 
the genocide and ecocide crimes of white power and priding themselves on being 
successful within, what is arguably, a genocidal imperialist white supremacy racist 
capitalist system, without highlighting anything being fundamentally wrong with it. 
This emboldens the FCO to display this type of dismissive attitude to the lived 
realities and everyday experiences of the majority of our Afrikan people across the 
world about the continuing genocide and ecocide of the Maangamizi that they are 
suffering as highlighted in the ‘Stop the Maangamizi!’ Petition.  

It is unacceptable, especially in this IDPAD, that the UK Government is refusing to 
listen to Afrikan people’s calls for dialogue by way of the establishment of the 
APPCITARJ. Part of the rationale being as stated in the ‘Stop the Maangamizi 
Petition!: 

We call upon the UK Government to live up to its declarations of commitment 
to global respect for universal human rights, good governance and democracy 
in acknowledging and addressing the social and economic legacies of 
enslavement on contemporary generations of Afrikans and people of Afrikan 
heritage. We believe that establishing the All-Party Parliamentary Commission 
of Inquiry for Truth & Reparatory Justice will go a long way towards 
institutionalising a reparative truth-seeking process that will contribute to 
healing and restoring the descendants of the enslaved and facilitating racial 
justice and equity between the descendants of the enslaved and the 
enslavers as well as in the wider society. However, such “repair” of the 
relationship between people of Afrikan heritage and the rest of society cannot 

http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=15432&LangID=E
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=15432&LangID=E
https://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Commons/2018-01-15/122664/
https://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Commons/2018-01-15/122664/
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take place without public acknowledgement of the crimes against Afrikan 
people and their descendants over five centuries and counting, and without 
UK governmental action to enable redress and reparation for the brutal 
injustices committed in the past which still continues into the present. We call 
upon the British state to honour the need and right of the descendants of the 
enslaved to speak in a public forum, provide testimony and evidence of how 
the legacies of enslavement are resulting in continued human and peoples’ 
rights violations, impaired quality of life and the ensuing destruction of the 
essential foundations of life for Afrikan people today. 

This refusal to acknowledge the impact of the Maangamizi on contemporary 

generations is a form of Maangamizi denial. In at least 17 European countries 

Jewish Holocaust denial is considered a criminal offence. The 2007 European 

Union's Framework Decision on Racism and Xenophobia states that “publicly 

condoning, denying or grossly trivialising…”  

• crimes of genocide, crimes against humanity and war crimes as defined in the 

Statute of the International Criminal Court (Articles 6, 7 and 8) directed 

against a group of persons or a member of such a group defined by reference 

to race, colour, religion, descent or national or ethnic origin, and 

 

• crimes defined by the Tribunal of Nuremberg (Article 6 of the Charter of the 
International Military Tribunal, London Agreement of 1945) directed against a 
group of persons or a member of such a group defined by reference to race, 
colour, religion, descent or national or ethnic origin… 

 

“should be made" punishable in all EU Member States. However, in many instances 
those from across the political spectrum engage in Maangamizi denial without any 
such punitive consequences. 

As a leading scholar-activist within the SMWeCGEC, and also on behalf of the 
Afrikan Emancipation Day Reparations March Committee (AEDRMC), which 
facilitates the annual 1st August Afrikan Emancipation Day Reparations March 
from Windrush Square, Brixton to the Houses of Parliament, I have been involved in 
various consultations and action-learning on what the purpose of the APPCITARJ. It 
has been identified that the APPCITARJ should seek to: 

1. acknowledge the fundamental injustice, cruelty, brutality, and inhumanity of the 
imposition of the Maangamizi, i.e. Afrikan chattel, colonial and neocolonial 
enslavement within and beyond the British Empire; 
  

2. examine subsequent de jure and de facto racial and economic discrimination 
against Afrikans and people of Afrikan descent;  

 
3. examine the impact of these forces on living Afrikans and Afrikan descendant 

communities, as well as other peoples;  
 

4. make recommendations to Parliament and similar bodies at local, national and 
international levels, including the European Parliament, and;  
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5. determine appropriate methods of dissemination of findings to the public within 
and beyond Britain for consultation about proposals for redress, repairs and for 
other purposes. 

https://stopthemaangamizi.com/2015/10/12/about-the-commission-of-inquiry-
appcitarj/ 

It is unsatisfactory to try and fob off the 9636+ petitioners who signed the ‘Stop the 
Maangamizi!’ Petition with the standard response of “we do not believe reparations 
are the answer.” I therefore wish to gain clarity from the FCO as to whether this 
means that the UK Government does not recognise the Basic Principles and 
Guidelines on the Right to a Remedy and Reparation for Victims of Gross Violations 
of International Human Rights Law and Serious Violations of International 
Humanitarian Law which was adopted and proclaimed by the United Nations 
General Assembly resolution 60/147 of 16 December 2005 
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/RemedyAndReparation.aspx 

Clarification is required from the Minister responsible in light of the preamble to the 
aforementioned principles and guidelines which states: 

…Noting that the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court requires 
the establishment of principles relating to reparations to, or in respect of, 
victims, including restitution, compensation and rehabilitation... 

It is my understanding that the UK Government is a signatory to the Rome Statute of 
the International Criminal Court, which I believe came into force in July 2002. This 
being the case, if this government does not recognise Afrikan people’s right to a 
remedy and holistic reparations, then it is in violation of international law. 

The FCO appears to be attempting to shut down dialogue on the holistic meaning 
and possibilities for repair or reparations, before it has even started and as stated in 
the ‘Stop the Maangamizi!’ Petition:  

According to the United Nations Basic Principles and Guidelines on the Right 
to A Remedy and Reparation for Victims of Gross Violations of International 
Human Rights Law and Serious Violations of International Humanitarian Law 
an essential aspect of reparations include, among other measures: 
investigation of the facts, official acknowledgement and apology, receipt of 
answers; an opportunity for victims to speak in a public forum about his/her 
experiences and to have active involvement in the reparative process. We as 
members of the Afrikan Heritage Community (AHC); rejecting forced 
assimilation and seeking forms of national autonomy and self-determination, 
therefore advocate the need for honest dialogue between legitimate 
representatives of Afrikan heritage communities, the British Government, 
Parliament and other interested state and non-state bodies within and beyond 
the UK, on how best to redress the harmful legacies of enslavement. 

 

https://stopthemaangamizi.com/2015/10/12/about-the-commission-of-inquiry-appcitarj/
https://stopthemaangamizi.com/2015/10/12/about-the-commission-of-inquiry-appcitarj/
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/RemedyAndReparation.aspx
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It is therefore necessary to have a direct response from the relevant Minister to the 
call for dialogue between British State and society by way of the said (APPCITARJ).  

Despite the UK Government’s own proposed solutions of various reviews etc., none 
of them are fit for our Afrikan Heritage Community purpose in identifying the impact 
of historical injustice, enslavement and colonisation on contemporary life outcomes 
for people of Afrikan heritage. This includes the FCO mention of: 

1. Action Against Hate: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/543679/Action_
Against_Hate_-_UK_Government_s_Plan_to_Tackle_Hate_Crime_2016.pdf 

             which makes no reference to Afrikans, Afrikan-Caribbeans, other people of 
           Afrikan heritage or indeed any reference to Afriphobia as a specific form of 
           Anti-Black hate crime. 

2. Prime Minister May’s launching of the Race Disparity Audit 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/race-disparity-audit 

In fact, Dawn Butler, Labour MP for Brent Central and shadow minister for 
women and equalities wrote this opinion piece in response to this audit 
entitled: ‘Theresa May’s ‘race disparity audit’ tells us nothing and offers no 
fresh solutions’ stating that “the data contained in the report is not new – in 
essence, the government has taken 411 days to open a Dropbox account. It is 
dismally out of touch” 
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2017/oct/13/theresa-may-race-
disparity-audit 

 

In a similar vein, Dawn Butler addresses the review by Baroness McGregor       
Smith on race in the workplace and the David Lammy review, also mentioned 
in the response from the FCO: 

 
            https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/race-in-the-workplace-the-mcgregor-smith-review 

          https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/lammy-review. 

 

In short, these reviews, appear to be an attempt to absolve the FCO itself of any 
responsibility to directly address the points raised in the ‘Stop the Maangamizi!’ 
Petition. None of the above address the requirements of states for implementation of 
the IDPAD, including recognition of the distinct identity and life chances of people of 
Afrikan descent. Neither is there any recognition of the Afrikan personality. Nor do 
any of the reviews etc. address the requests for dialogue on the necessity and 
possibilities of an APPCITARJ. 

There is no recognition of the significance of the IDPAD for providing direction on 
some of the issues of a lack of recognition, justice and development of Afrikan 
heritage communities, https://www.un.org/en/events/africandescentdecade/. A 
fundamental issue is the lack of recognition of the fact that the contemporary 

https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/543679/Action_Against_Hate_-_UK_Government_s_Plan_to_Tackle_Hate_Crime_2016.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/543679/Action_Against_Hate_-_UK_Government_s_Plan_to_Tackle_Hate_Crime_2016.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/race-disparity-audit
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2017/oct/13/theresa-may-race-disparity-audit
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2017/oct/13/theresa-may-race-disparity-audit
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/race-in-the-workplace-the-mcgregor-smith-review
https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/lammy-review
https://www.un.org/en/events/africandescentdecade/
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situation of people of Afrikan descent must be understood in the context of both the 
legacy of enslavement, colonialism and continued discrimination, which perpetuates 
situations of inequality and marginalisation today. Furthermore, there is a need to 
increase visibility about the situation of people of Afrikan heritage by ensuring the 
collection of disaggregated data and research. So, lumping together people of 
Afrikan heritage with other minoritised racialised groups under the general category 
‘BME’ or ‘BAME’ actually obscures rather than illuminates the real human rights 
situation of people of Afrikan descent. These categories significantly reduce the 
ability to effectively monitor the situation of people of Afrikan descent, assess 
progress made, increase their visibility and identify social gaps or guide the 
formulation of policies and actions to prevent, combat and eradicate Afriphobic 
racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance against people of 
Afrikan descent.  
 
In my view, and that of my fellow petitioners as well as the various constituencies of 
reparatory justice interest that I represent, this denial and disregard for the human 
rights situation and concerns of significant amounts of people of Afrikan heritage in 
the UK, and within the London Borough of Lewisham in particular, is contributing to 
increasing Afriphobia and alienation across British society. Afriphobia is a serious 
issue because if one does not understand or recognise it then one will not see how it 
manifests systemically, structurally, institutionally or indeed interpersonally. It is also 
shocking that the International Convention on the Elimination of all forms of Racial 
Discrimination (CERD) is not recognised in British law. The rights of people of 
Afrikan heritage have also been reaffirmed in the 2001 Durban Declaration and 
Programme of Action (DDPA) and the Durban Review Conference Outcome 
Document adopted in 2009. 
http://www.un.org/en/durbanreview2009/ddpa.shtml 
http://www.un.org/en/durbanreview2009/ 
 
 
It is mind-boggling that despite reports by British NGOs such as: 
  

1. Honest Accounts 2017 – How the world profits from Africa’s wealth 
http://jubileedebt.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/Honest-Accounts-2017-
WEB-FINAL.pdf; 
  

2. War on Want’s The New Colonialism: Britain’s scramble for Africa’s energy 
and mineral resources 
https://waronwant.org/sites/default/files/TheNewColonialism.pdf,  

 
the British Government is still in denial about its complicity in the perpetration of the 
Maangamizi crimes of ecocide and genocide against Afrika and people of Afrikan 
heritage all over the world today. 

This is a quote from the preface of the War on Want report highlighted above: 

The UK government has used its power and influence to ensure that British 
mining companies have access to Africa’s raw materials. This was the case 
during the colonial period and is still the case today.  

http://www.un.org/en/durbanreview2009/ddpa.shtml
http://www.un.org/en/durbanreview2009/
http://www.globaljustice.org.uk/sites/default/files/files/resources/honest_accounts_2017_web_final_updated.pdf
http://www.globaljustice.org.uk/sites/default/files/files/resources/honest_accounts_2017_web_final_updated.pdf
http://jubileedebt.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/Honest-Accounts-2017-WEB-FINAL.pdf
http://jubileedebt.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/Honest-Accounts-2017-WEB-FINAL.pdf
file:///C:/Users/window/Documents/The%20New%20Colonialism:%20Britain's%20scramble%20for%20Africa's%20energy%20and%20mineral%20resources
file:///C:/Users/window/Documents/The%20New%20Colonialism:%20Britain's%20scramble%20for%20Africa's%20energy%20and%20mineral%20resources
https://waronwant.org/sites/default/files/TheNewColonialism.pdf
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This report exposes the long term involvement of the British government, 
(whether Labour or Conservative) through its trade and investment policies, to 
influence and control British companies’ access to raw materials and the way 
trade is conducted with Africa. It has been secured through a revolving door 
between Whitehall and British mining companies, with at least five British 
government officials taking up seats on the boards of mining companies 
operating in Africa.  

This kind of close control and influence over the political and economic 
systems of African countries has enabled a company like Glencore to show 
revenues 10 times that of the gross domestic product (GDP) of Zambia. 

Under the guise of the UK helping Africa in its economic development (a mere 
continuation of the colonial paternal narrative), $134 billion has flowed into the 
continent each year in the form of loans, foreign investment and aid. However, 
the British government has aided and abetted the extraction of $192 billion 
from Africa mainly in profits by foreign companies, tax dodging and the cost of 
adapting to climate change.  

This report also highlights British mining companies being at the forefront of 
environmental degradation in Africa.  It also shows mining operations of 
British companies being associated with killings in or near mine areas, unfair 
and often forced resettlement programmes, labour rights and abuses.  

War on Want believes that UK companies must be held responsible for their 
extractivist behaviour in Africa. The UK government must be held accountable 
for its complicity in the plunder. 

I and others in the SMWeCGEC, as well as many allied groups and organisations, 
concur with the recommendations on page 32 of the above report recommendations, 
namely that: 

1.  The UK government should not be supporting primary resource extraction by UK 
domiciled and UK-listed companies. Instead the focus should be on maximising the 
potential of resource wealth for the development of countries in the Global South.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 

2. The UK government should also be supporting Afrikan countries in imposing tax 
obligations and royalty rates on the resources that are extracted by Northern 
corporations. In addition, the global shadow financial system that facilitates illicit 
financial flows and corporate tax avoidance through secrecy laws, tax havens and 
shell companies needs to be dismantled.  

3. Pressure needs to be put on the UK government to stop supporting a system that 
enables multinationals domiciled or listed in the UK to avoid paying taxes where they 
operate, which is facilitated by UK tax havens. 

4. The British government should be held to account in pressurising them to enforces 
corporate accountability of British companies operating in Afrika. These companies 
should not be allowed to get away with the labour violations, human rights abuses 
and environmental degradation that is currently taking place.  
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In his recent tweet Mark Curtis, author of The New Colonialism: Britain’s scramble 
for Africa’s energy and mineral resources tweeted:  

Two companies which each have former Directors of MI6 on their boards, 
secure control of more West African resources. UK firms commercial control 
of mineral/oil/gas resources across Africa needs much more investigation. 
https://twitter.com/markcurtis30/status/963485707305136129 

This was in response to the tweet from British Petroleum that a “major milestone 
achieved” for BP and Kosmos Energy as a result of the Tortue/Ahmeyim gas 
project in Mauritania and Senegal. 

In relation to the aforementioned points, which I and others see as some of the 
evidence base for the proposed APPCITARJ, there is some synergy also with the 
Labour Party Manifesto: For the Many Not the Few. In particular, the sections on 
‘Global Britain’ in general and ‘Development’. For example, page 122 utilises data 
from the Honest Accounts 2014 report highlighting that Afrikan countries collectively 
are a net creditor to the rest of the world (actually according to Honest Accounts 
2017 to the amount of $41.3 billion in 2015 http://www.cadtm.org/Honest-Accounts-
2017-How-the-world). Thus, much more wealth is leaving Afrika than is entering it by 
way of aid etc. Honest Accounts 2017 states: 
 

The current global tax system is deeply unjust. Africa’s economies alone lose 
more than £46 billion annually through corruption and tax evasion – more than 
10 times what they receive in aid. Labour will act decisively on tax havens, 
introducing strict standards of transparency for crown dependencies and 
overseas territories, including a public register of owners, directors, major 
shareholders and beneficial owners for all companies and trusts. 
 

To fail to see the linkages between Britain’s Afrikan Diaspora communities and our 
familial ties and right to belong to and benefit from the resources of Afrika, is to be in 
denial of the lived experiences of a significant number of people of Afrikan heritage in 
the UK. With such experiences compounded by the impact of intergenerational 
dispossession on our quality of life and outcomes. 
 
Indeed, neither I, nor the varied constituencies and communities of reparatory justice 
interest that I represent, (including the 9636+ signatories to the ‘Stop the Maangamizi!’ 
Petition), are as Karen Hamling states in her concluding comment, “reassured that the 
UK Government will continue to” effectively tackle Afriphobia as a specific form of 
discrimination. Inequality and human rights violations continue to be part of the daily 
reality of many Afrikans and people of Afrikan heritage – often unseen and 
unrecognised as there is limited disaggregated data which gives an accurate 
representation of the extent of these violations. Afriphobia is widespread across all 
aspects of government and society and manifests in all aspect of people activity. 
 
Sadly, despite the fact that the Labour Party also launched the Race and Faith 
Manifesto in 2017 which speaks using the reparative language of “Labour will repair 
the damage done by the Conservatives which has sown the seeds of division in our 
communities”; this manifesto also fails to recognise the IDPAD, Afriphobia as a 
specific form of racism or indeed reparations. It is also discriminatory and contributes 

https://twitter.com/markcurtis30/status/963485707305136129
https://twitter.com/hashtag/BP?src=hash
https://twitter.com/KosmosEnergy
https://twitter.com/hashtag/Mauritania?src=hash
https://twitter.com/hashtag/Senegal?src=hash
http://www.cadtm.org/Honest-Accounts-2017-How-the-world
http://www.cadtm.org/Honest-Accounts-2017-How-the-world
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to privileging the discrimination experiences of particular communities over others, in 
that there is no recognition of Afriphobia. 
 
Rather, in the section on ‘Stronger, Safer and Cohesive Communities’ (pg. 11-12) 
the Race and Faith Manifesto states “Anti-Semitism is an evil which led to the worst 
crimes of the twentieth century. Every one of us has a responsibility to ensure that it 
is never allowed to fester in our society again”, p12. The manifesto mentions the 
concerns of “Jews, Muslims, Christians, Sikhs”. It refers to ending “racism and 
discrimination against Gypsy, Roma and Traveller communities, whatever their 
ethnicity, culture or background”, yet the specific forms of racism and discrimination 
experienced by Afrikans and people of Afrikan heritage is not referenced once in the 
whole manifesto; neither is there any recognition of the IDPAD. It is important to note 
that any language which specifically speaks to the concerns or experiences of 
Afrikans and people of Afrikan heritage is omitted from the above Manifesto. This is 
surprising given that the report into the 2016 Shami Chakrabarti Inquiry states in its 
terms of reference (at p.4):  
 

Firstly, my clear view is that there is not, and cannot be, any hierarchy of 
racism. This must stand regardless of perceptions, realities or stereotypes 
about which racial groups may, or may not, be more established or more or 
less discriminated against at any given moment. So, whilst there is 
particularity in the history and experience of racism as manifest and directed 
against one group or another, it is incredibly important that whilst individual 
testimonies are acknowledged, universal principles are then applied. So, for 
example Islamophobia, antisemitism and Afriphobia are all equally vile forms 
of racism. No competition for victimhood is required or should be 
encouraged.” 
https://labour.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/Chakrabarti-Inquiry-Report-
30June16.pdf 

 
 
Upon reflection, this is perhaps not as surprising at it would first seem as Afriphobia 
is only mentioned once in the Chakrabarti Report. Neither do I know of any single 
MP of Afrikan (including Afrikan Caribbean) heritage that is championing the IDPAD 
or recognition and redress of Afriphobia as a cause either. This speaks to the blind- 
spot that is present with state responses to the concerns of people of Afrikan 
heritage where it may be perceived that our community’s interests are being 
adequately represented by so-called Black MPs, or indeed in so-called ‘BME’ or 
‘BAME’ networks just by virtue of them having the same ethnicity and/or heritage of 
people of Afrikan origin.  
 
In fact, under international law Afrikans and people of Afrikan heritage, have an 
equal right to effective political representation. This consists of the right to be present 
(descriptive representation) and the right to representation of interests and 
perspectives (substantive representation). Descriptive representation relates to the 
presence of members of Afrikan heritage and other Black minoritised communities in 
parliaments (MPs). However, a descriptive representative does not need to act for 
his/her constituents and mere resemblance by gender, ethnicity, religion or other 
important group attribute is often deemed to be sufficient to make him/her a group 
representative. It follows that political representation for people of Afrikan heritage, 

https://labour.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/Chakrabarti-Inquiry-Report-30June16.pdf
https://labour.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/Chakrabarti-Inquiry-Report-30June16.pdf
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and other Black Majority World communities, cannot be reduced to the descriptive. 
This is because a focus on descriptive attributes of representatives, distracts us from 
their actions and prevents us from holding such representatives to account. Such 
elected representatives, even MPs of Afrikan descent within the Labour Party, do not 
have to account to Afrikan heritage communities (via our autonomous organisations 
and institutions) for their actions, nor are they compelled to include any action in the 
interests of Afrikan heritage communities. 
 
On the contrary, true political representation requires substantive representation 
which means real or full equality (as opposed to mere formal equality) and 
recognition of the right to identity for Afrikan heritage communities. The right to 
identity refers to the various possible distinctive Afrikan community characteristics, 
like language, culture, religion and belief. It also incorporates obligations to 
differentiate between and among us as minoritised peoples. Accordingly, the right 
not to be discriminated against in the enjoyment of the rights guaranteed under 
Article 14 of the European Convention on Human Rights is also violated “when 
States without an objective and reasonable justification fail to treat differently 
persons whose situations are significantly different.”  
 
In effect, substantive equality requires having representatives that speak for, act for, 
and look after the interests of Afrikan heritage communities and do so in accordance 
with varying measures of accountability to us as Afrikan heritage communities. 
Although mere presence of Afrikan heritage and other Black Majority World MPs 
might have some symbolic benefits, members of Afrikan heritage communities, in 
general, and the more specific Afrikan Heritage Community for National Self-
Determination (AHC-NSD) primarily need representatives to act in our interests, 
and attempt to influence public policies from AHC-NSD perspectives and in Afrikan 
people’s self-determined best interests. The aforementioned points were raised by 
myself on behalf of the Global Afrikan People’s Parliament at the 2016 ‘Africans for 
Jeremy Corbyn Values’ conference  
https://globalafrikanpeoplesparliament.org/2016/05/07/let-our-shared-values-drive-
the-fight-to-win-substantive-representation-for-afrikans-in-britain/. 
 
Incidentally, in regard to the Chakrabarti Inquiry Report; I was a signatory (on behalf 
of the Global Afrikan People’s Parliament) to the Africans for Jeremy Corbyn Values 
initiated Open Letter to Labour Party’s Chakrabarti Inquiry ~ Call it by its name: 

Afriphobia is racism against African People. The open letter can be found here: 
http://labourbriefing.squarespace.com/home/2016/5/27/d2dohfiwww2qgqep7b1luo8g
7e2ycw. 
 
I also contributed to the Momentum Black ConneXions response to the Chakrabarti 
Report: 
https://momentumblackconnexions.wordpress.com/2016/07/02/a-formal-response-
to-the-shami-chakrabarti-inquiry/. 

 

 

 

https://globalafrikanpeoplesparliament.org/2016/05/07/let-our-shared-values-drive-the-fight-to-win-substantive-representation-for-afrikans-in-britain/
https://globalafrikanpeoplesparliament.org/2016/05/07/let-our-shared-values-drive-the-fight-to-win-substantive-representation-for-afrikans-in-britain/
http://labourbriefing.squarespace.com/home/2016/5/27/d2dohfiwww2qgqep7b1luo8g7e2ycw
http://labourbriefing.squarespace.com/home/2016/5/27/d2dohfiwww2qgqep7b1luo8g7e2ycw
https://momentumblackconnexions.wordpress.com/2016/07/02/a-formal-response-to-the-shami-chakrabarti-inquiry/
https://momentumblackconnexions.wordpress.com/2016/07/02/a-formal-response-to-the-shami-chakrabarti-inquiry/
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Further Consideration for Letter to the Relevant Minister 

In conclusion, it is key that an approach is made to the relevant Minister and I very 
much appreciate that you have agreed to make an approach on my behalf. It is 
important to take the following into consideration in approaches to the relevant 
Minister: 

I am particularly interested to know what recognition is there of the Afrikan Heritage 

Community presence in Britain, and community regeneration efforts our communities 

are making to address the impact of the Maangamizi and its legacies such as: 

1. SERUJAMAA: Afrikan Eco Village Project  

2. BRIXTONICS Cooperative & Social Enterprises development projects 

3. Bristol in the IDPAD (BIDPAD) proposals. 

Also, noting the concern that Afrikan heritage communities have long had in the 

welfare of our Mother continent of Afrika as, relevant to their well-being in the UK 

and other parts of the Afrikan Diaspora, what support is there for our communities to 

more meaningful engage in extending our community regenerational and 

developmental efforts in Britain to support similar efforts on the continent of Afrika. 

For example, the SANKOFAJAMAAKE Afrikan World Educational & Rematriation 

Exchanges Project of the Global Afrikan People’s Parliament. 

 

Sincerely 

 

Esther Stanford-Xosei 

 


