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ABSTRACT

Given that one of the Pan African Anthropology Agation’s principle lines of research is
the monitoring of ethnic conflicts in Africa, themribution African intellectuals have made
to the subject of cultural diversity managemend isiatter of great interest. The case study
chosen for this paper is Equatorial Guinea, andpiduger aims to provide an analysis of
arguments that are raised in intellectual texts theal with issues of identity and the
country’s history. The paper will look at the legaof colonialism in regards to the
empowerment and discrimination of certain ethnimugss in relation to others, it will reflect
on the construction of the post-colonial state iamdll consider a reading of history that runs
counter to the official one, that of the countryingefounded upon unity, by looking at
examples of the *hijacking’ of the state and cerfaopulations within a dictatorial context.
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1.INTRODUCTION

Twelve years after Cameroon’s independence, Mongb publishedMain
Basse sur le Cameroun, Autopsie d'une Décolonisat@ruel Hand Over
Cameroon, Autopsy of a Decolonisafioa discursive essay dealing with the
independence process in the former French colory @ansymbolic work
generally, for it reflects, from an endogenous pecsive, on themes relevant to
any consideration of the independence process@naation of African states.
These themes are: decolonisations dictated byotimeel metropole; the creation
of father of the nationfigures; and the management of cultural and ethnic
diversity within the state realm.

In this paper, the aforementioned work of MongoiBeil serve as a
platform from which to explore these three themesanother Centre-West
African context, namely Equatorial Guinea. Besidkes ‘Introduction’ and

1 This paper forms part of the 1+D projelch'gestion de la diversidad cultural y el impacto
sociopolitico de las migraciones transnacionales dos ex-colonias espafiolas: Guinea
Ecuatorial y Marruecos[The management of cultural diversity and the saditpal impact

of transnational migrations in two former Spanishanies: Equatorial Guinea and Moroclco
(HAR2011-22752), whose head researcher is Yolandal# (Institucio Mila i Fontanals —
Spanish National Research Council).
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‘Final Considerations’ sections, the text will bgided into three parts: firstly, a
colonial history of Equatorial Guinea and the lggadeft in regards to certain
ethnic groups being discriminated against relatovethers; secondly, a look at
the founding of the state and the personalisatigmobtics through a ‘father of
the nation’ figure; lastly, an overview of problemaating to issues of ethnic
origin, that have been common to the country’s pest-colonial dictatorships.

The corpus under analysis consists primarily of essay textsEquatorial
Guinea intellectuals who, like Mongo Beti, are er# of fiction as well as
essays, and who are politically committed to fightthe country’s dictatorship,
whether as residents of Equatorial Guinea or de®xXbonato Ndongo Bidyogo,
Justo Bolekia Boleka and Juan Tomas Avila Laur@ e three principle
authors considered in this paper, though there aldb be reference to and
analysis of other Equatorial Guinean writers, sashthe lawyer José Luis
Nvumba and the economist Fernando Abaga Edjang.th&lée intellectuals
benefited from a colonial education, or a post-g@b education within a
Western model, and as such belong to an eliteoseofithe population, and all
strive to develop a better understanding of theuntry of origin. They provide
historical testimony as experienced by social actoand they defend
frameworks for justice in their writingsthrough a militant analysis of the form
in which the state of Equatorial Guinea has, siitseconstitution in 1968,
acceded to social and cultural inequalities.

The principle work of Donato Ndongo Bidyogo cons&tehere idHistoria y
Tragedia de Guinea Ecuatorialor it offers a complete history of the country
since 1977 and aims to preserve history and coleechemory of colonisation,
such as it was at the time of the constructionhef post-colonial state. Justo
Bolekia Boleka and Juan Tomas Avila Laurel aredtieer highlighted authors,
for both shine a light on the problem of the maafisation of ethnic groups
deemed minorities by the state, respectively théiBund the Ambd. They
therefore write from the perspective of the coustmparginalised. José Luis
Nvumba and Fernando Abaga Edjang, both of Fanginoriggflect on the
dictatorial state and the creation of inequalitigthin the Fang ethnic group,
and thus offer a different angle on the supposed fpaivilege within the state.

By analysing arguments made in essays that arectie® of daily debate in
the country, this paper aims to reach conclusionsegards to the role of
colonial legacy and the role of post-colonial diotahips in relation to the
empowering of one ethnic group against another, taadpolitical and social
consequences of both factors. The paper will lobkha way the state was
institutionalised already divorced from a signifit@art of the population, a part
that did not see itself represented in the stag tduthe particularising and
personalising of power in the country’s directondathrough the state’s
perpetuating of inequalities.

2 For this definition of the intellectual, cf. Appid 997: 86 and Said 2000: 24, 32, 48—49.
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One of the aims of this text is to consider wheth#mic problems in
Equatorial Guinea are treated witivolity (as claimed by Abaga Edjang 2005:
299). Ethnic discrimination is not discussed pubpliat state authority level, but
is debated in ICT (information and communicatiooht®logy) forums on a
daily basis. Such forums cite the central role thietatorship plays in
empowering (albeit not always in real terms) membahr president Teodoro
Obiang Nguema'’s ethnicity (the Fang), concomitarthe taking away of rights
from the country’s other ethnic groups, the Amiasbis, Bisios, Ndowés and,
on a lesser scale, Fernandinos. This matter isvidethe core concern of the
Coalition of Opposition of the People and Citizeos Equatorial Guinea
(CEIBA), a group made up of politicians and civicgety social actors drawn
from the country’s different ethnic groups, somanly in Equatorial Guinea,
others abroad (exiled or not), and who call foriplationality? to be respected.
Founded in February 2012, the CEIBA aims to figiiet tictatorship in order to
construct a political system that respects indigldand collective freedoms
relating to ethnicity and political viewpoints, which the sovereignty of the
different peoplesthat comprise the state will be of paramount intgoaece, and
the model for which will be a federal democrat@&tst

Under the CEIBA alliance’s proposal, the temmeoplesrefers to the
country’s different ethnic groups and has come @¢oubed as a synonym for
ethnicity In this paper, the terngthnicityandethnic groupcan be considered as
being synonymous with communities of the same laggithat, therefore, have
a platform of belonging and sense of identity bagedhorizontal solidarities
that are independent of the state.

2. PRESENTDISCRIMINATION AS A LEGACY FROM
THE COLONIAL ERA

Donato Ndongo Bidyogo'distoria y Tragedia de Guinea Ecuatorigllhe
History and Tragedy of Equatorial Guinggublished in 1977, was the first
history book on the country written by an EquatoBainean. In it we learn that
the Spanish colonial state was characterised bialsmad racial discrimination
and had as its objective the maximum exploitatiédnth® work camps, or
plantations. We also learn how independence cametand how the state was
established along the same discriminatory line$ ¢fowverned the colony. In
2003, the second history book on the country writig an Equatorial Guinean
was publishedAproximacion a la Historia de Guinea Ecuatorigh Rough
History of Equatorial Guinela by Justo Bolekia Boleka. Both books look at the
colonial history of territories that currently conge the state and use them as a
basis for discussing present discriminatory pai@ad practices as a hangover
from the colonial era.

3 The statutes can be viewed hdrigp://www.coalicion-ceiba.com/2012/11/estatutos-2/
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The expressiotand inherited from Portugais often used by Justo Bolekia
Boleka (2003) as he defines Spain’s early coloo@upation as being one of
failed political initiatives, such as too little &mish emigration to counter British
influence on the islarfd Spain’s initial occupation came in the XIX cenptand
began with the islands of Fernando PG4, AnnobdnjsCorand Elobeys; the
colonising of Rio Muni, which constituted the maintl section of the country,
came later, in the XX centuryThis colonial occupation took place in the face
of an established presence of local populationsb@&rfon Annobdén island);
Bisio (on the coast of the mainland territory); Bibn Fernando P¢ island);
Fang (in the interior of the mainland territoryjydaNdowé (on the coast of the
mainland territory and on Corisco island).

In order for Spain to better exert its control ottegse territories, a number
of institutions dependent on the Colonial Governineere created, institutions
that provided a framework for the civilising missjothe protection of the
colonised people’s interests and the developmenthef colonial economy
through the establishment of a workforce to terel glantations. The Colonial
Trusteeship (1901) and the Counsel for Indigenaapkes (1904) were critical
in ensuring a pyramidal distinctions between whitasd blacks, thus
institutionalising Spanish racial colonial discriration. From the 1940s on, the
Counsel for Indigenous Peoples was responsibléhrgranting of letters of
emancipation to black subjects, provided they shiahesionto Spain and an
ability to efficiently manage their own propertyhd autochthonous population
was thus divided into the emancipated, be theyagigror fully so, and the non-
emancipated

Since the start of its colonisation of Fernandoif?éand, Spain’s primary
concern was the maximum exploitation of the islandocoa and coffee
plantations. As the Bubi population proved too seand refractory for working
the colonial plantations, the shortfall in the wiorke was initially covered by
bringing workers in from Anglophone Africa. Theseonkers constituted a
creole group known as Kri6é or Fernandino, who sp@ikigin Englishand were

4 Following William Fitzwiliam Owen's expedition oOctober 1827, to the island of
Fernando PO, ceded by Portugal to Spain in the Tr&8ty of Pardo, Great Britain built the
city of Clarence (present day Malabo), to monitee trafficking of slaves in the Gulf. In
1843, Spain assumed colonial control of the island Juan José de Lerena y Bary changed
the name of Clarence to Santa Isabel (Bolekia Bolék—49).
5  The Spanish colonisation of Rio Muni, the mainlaedtion of the colony, is studied in
depth by Gustau Nerin ira Ultima Selva de Espafia. Antrop6fagos y Guar@iasles [The
Last Jungle of Spain. Cannibals and Civil Gugrdgainland Spanish Guinea was one of the
territories that, by the turn of the XX century,dhauffered least from colonial pressures
(Nerin 2010: 37).
6 Information from Bolekia Boleka 2003: 74—87 andoNdo Bidyogo 1977 37-38, 55.
Regarding racial segregationism in Spanish col@mglin an apartheid regime, cf. Aixela
Cabré 2011: 5-6. The emancipated were coloniakstgjvho could (in relative terms, given
the racist nature of colonialism) acquire a stataslar to that of Spaniards (Ndongo Bidyogo
1977: 57).
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granted privileges denied to the rest of the blaghulation, such as the right to
property (cf. Bolekia Boleka 2003: 65—66).

Angel Barrera y Luyando’s period of governancep@nticular from 1910 to
1924') was characterised by an increase in land cormessand a focus on
cocoa, coffee and timber production, as well agpéarfyingthe Bubi and Fang
communities and occupying their territories (BoteBoleka 2003: 77). Barrera
y Luyando argued for Fernando P¢ island to be refatppd by members of the
Fang ethnic group, who would work the plantationd become the salvation of
the island. In a letter to the Ministry of State, which kepterall control of the
colony, he outlined the labour shortfall problemdahis administration’s
frustrated attempts at getting the Bubis to wokk plantations. In order to turn
this situation around, he proposed the transferwdfole tribes’ from the
mainland to Fernando P¢ island, where they wouttlesen land conceded to
then?. The 1930s saw a policy of gratification wheregd on the island was
granted to non-autochthon indigenous people sudheagang, land to live on
and tend. When settling on Fernando P9, they wbale their rights protected
and the land ceded to them would become their ongpguty. Viewed from a
colonial perspective, the Fang ‘[s]on libres y peredrraigar en la Isla’ ['are free
and can settle on the island’]

Thus one of the colony’s labour provision polic@s Fernando P¢ island
was the enforced transfer of groups of Fang, Nodamé&sAmbos to work in the
labour camps. According to Justo Bolekia Bolek&@077, 83 and 2005: 284,
287), members of the Fang ethnic group were empvduring the colonial
period due to their being granted plots of land=enmnando P¢ island, and thus
occupying land that had previously been owned leyBubi population, as well
as by their being welcomed into the repressive f@aloGuard. From a Bubi
perspective, their island had become occupied mdy dy the Spanish
colonisers, but by Spanish-Guineans granted powwteruthe represser’s
colonial system.

Discontent generated by the colony’s discriminatqglicies, by the
expropriation of land (in which the white coloniseended up with the most
fertile and accessible territory) and by repressiorgeneral, led to the 1947

7 He had previously been governor in 1906-1907.
8 General Archive of the Spanish Administration. iédr— Guinea. Signature: (15)4 box
81/6276. Dispatch 237 from 17 April 1911, signedtiy Governor General Angel Barrera y
Luyando.
9 General Archive of the Spanish Administration. iédr— Guinea. Signature: (15)4 box
81/6417. Document 497 of the Governor General @&t Territories in the Guinean Gulf,
letter addressed to the Minister of State, 15 Ndv&ani910, signed by Angel Barrera y
Luyando.
10 General Archive of the Spanish Administration. iédr — Guinea. Signature: (15)4 box
81/6415. Document 490 of the Director General ofddco and the Colonies, Section of the
Colonies of the Presidency of the Council of Mierst relative to the 'Most complete study of
the organisation of indigenous work in the Spar@sionies in the Gulf of Guinea’, 4 June
1931, signed by the Director General Antonio Casova
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creation of the Liberty Crusatle The organisation’s objective was to raise
awareness among the population of colonial abusk momote a path to
independence. According to Donato Ndongo BidyodyY {1 72), Acacio Mafé
was one of the movement’s chief instigators. Maié considered an
independence hero (Liniger-Goumaz 1986: 72) andrgped by Donato
Ndongo Bidyogo as ‘a sort of mystical figure, lovesttd venerated by all’ (1977:
73)2. Justo Bolekia Boleka (2003: 87-91), meanwhilescdbes Acacio Mafié
as a freedom fighter for the Fang people and tidat€os Ropo Uri, a Bubi, as
prime instigator of the anti-colonial movement.

Acacio Mafié was in contact with groups opposing Emench colonial
regime in Cameroon. In fact, relations between ke Guinean nationalists
and nationalists from Gabon and Cameroon in th&@4.9%&d to accusations that
a ‘Fang empire’ was being prepared, the Fang beicgmmunity of tremendous
prominence in the region, and that this plan aintedexclude all other
communities. According to Donato Ndongo Bidyogo 419 74-75), these
arguments were exploited by the Spanish colonigimre, through its local
governor, whereby the colonial administration emaged separatist feeling to
develop in the different territories (Fernando Béand and Rio Muni) and
among the different communities that inhabited th&uring this period, the
Spanish colony no longer called itself the Sparishritories of the Guinean
Gulf, but rather the Spanish Overseas Provincesnaequence of international
pressures to decolonise following Spain’s entrg thie United Natioris.

Intent on continuing to exert control over the pnoes, Spain launched a
number of initiatives designed to encourage divisiacluding the creation and
diffusion of stereotypical portraits of ethnic gpsu They told the Bubis and
Ndoweés that the Fang were savages and cannibaldhadhanvaded both their
territories and who wanted to expel ethnic groupsnftheir land. Meanwhile,
they spread the idea amongst the Fang that thesBudrie an inferior race, one
that had become debased through alcoholism (Bol&dkeka 2003: 93).
Division between liberation leaders was also attiwsncouraged. Amidst the
clamour for independence, differences between wee regions and between
different ethnic groups led to the creation of ficdl parties such as the Bubi
Union, led by Edmundo Bosi6 Dioco, the Ndowé Unemmd the Democratic

11 The Crusadechanged its name to the Movimiento Nacional deetabion de Guinea
Ecuatorial [National Movement for the Liberation Bfuatorial Guinea] (MONALIGE) in
1952, by which time Atanasio Ndongo, Torao Sikanal &buka were activists (Ndongo
Bidyogo 1977: 74; Liniger-Goumaz 1986: 72-73).
12 Among the measures taken by the colonial regin@'sounter the independence
movement's demands was the detention and evergsassnation of Acacio Mafé, which
prompted protests amongst the general populatiohlech to the departure of other noted
nationalists: Bonifacio Ond6 Edu left for Camercamd Enrique Nvo, later assassinated in
1959, left for Gabon (Ndongo Bidyogo 1977: 76—7T, 2011: 25).
13 The two overseas provinces being Fernando Pé antni, the latter consisting of the
mainland territory and the islands of Annobén, €owi and Elobeys (Bolekia Boleka 2003:
76, 89-90).
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Fernandino Union (Bolekia Boleka 2003: 92, 97),tiparwith ethnic support
bases.

Such were the circumstances when the country’snantous regime came
into being, on 1 January 1964, afforded four ydarseach independence, if
formally requested (Bolekia Boleka 2003: 98). Thetéhomous Government
was presided over by Bonifacio Ondd Edu, portralyedusto Bolekia Boleka
(2003: 91) as an 'obedient catechist’ who belortgeah elite that governed in
accordance with the interests of the colonisers.

An autonomous regime was not enough for those valgoaalvocated for full
independence from what was, by then, a Spanishmm®vThe nationalists met
under the auspices of MONALIGE, of whom Franciscaclds Nguema was a
prominent member, given his position of Vice-Presidof the Autonomous
Government. MONALIGE wanted an independence distiram those of the
former French colonies, whose independence progdss® been shaped by the
former metropoles. So states Donato Ndongo Bidy(fy7: 107-108), an
opinion that contrasts with that of Justo Bolekiasldka. In the latter's book on
the history of Equatorial Guinea, he argues than&h settlers set the agenda
when the Law for the Basis of Autonomy was negetlain Madrid. It was
Spanish settlers who got to decide the make-upeoMONALIGE commission
that traveled to Madrid and they saw in Francis@acids Nguema someone they
could trust to remain loyal to Spain

The 1967 Constitutional Conference on Equatoriain&a, which featured
participants from parties with ethnic support basesh as the Bubi Union,
drew up the path to independence for what was twmrbe the country of
Equatorial Guinea. The main topic of discussion whether there should be
joint or separate independence for the two prownde the end, the proposal
put forward by the Spanish Ministry for Foreign &fE was approved, and a
united state of Equatorial Guinea was declarede@sobn that raised tensions
between those advocating for two separate proviasdghose championing one
united state. In Spain, the independence of iéorcolony was designated
classified matter(Donato Ndongo Bidyogo 1977: 114, 122; Bolekia dékal
2003: 101-102), which meant a news blackout in r5men all information
relating to Equatorial Guinea. This law of sileremtinued in Spain long after
Equatorial Guinea’s independence, and Justo Bol@&akka (2003: 136)
believes it was to protect the reputation of thenkr colony’s first president,
Francisco Macias Nguema.

The new state’s Constitution was approved in areafdum on 11 August
1968, with votes against it registered in FernalRdpfor it did not safeguard the
existence of Bubis in the realm of the state (Baldkoleka 2003: 102). That's
to say, the constitution made no allowance for iethgroups who were
politically part of the state (Bolekia Bolekd 2003: 16). Events legqdip to

14 According to Justo Bolekia Boleka (2003: 96), Macivould have told General Francisco
Franco: “the people of Equatorial Guinea wish tmaa loyal and forever united to Spain,
under the Caudillo's protection”.
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independence are thus presented as having laifbdinelations for inequalities
suffered by the Bubis post-independence. As he #ge@s the ‘tierra de los
bubis’ ['land of the Bubis’]’, a colonial governavas substituted for a Fang
governor (Bolekia Boleka 2005: 284), Francisco MacNguema, who was
elected in 1968.

3. REPRESENTATIONS OF ACOUNTRY OFNATIONS’

In his article ‘Africa en el sistema internaciord¢ la posguerra fria o las
respuestas africanas a los desafios de la glob@lZd'Africa in the post-Cold
War international system and the African respongeshe challenges of
globalisation’], Mbuyi Kabunda puts forward the ¢téa delserkali swahili o
del Bula Matari kongo™ ['theory of the Swabhiliserkali or the KongoBula
Matari’] in order to explain how post-colonial states prge aggressive
colonial structures. The state morphs into an extenof the colonial state,
albeit an exogenous one, and the state itself bes@rhindrance to democracy
and democracy’s development, by having democracprbe associated with
authoritarianism (Kabunda 2007: 36—38). This authoanism is personalised
in the figure of the dictator. Donato Ndongo Bidgo@002: 128) considers the
figure of the African dictator to be uniform acras® continent. The African
dictator is a descendant of the colonial govermora clear transposing of
colonialism on to the independent state, througblewice and individual
ambition.

In Cameroon, Ahmadou Ahidjo was chosen for pregithgrtheElysée He
was a man who championed himself as the only pecapable of forging a
collective history. In Mongo Beti'Main Basse sur le Camerouhidjo is
portrayed as the puppet figure for a regime thet feaever collaborating with
the former colonial power.

Ahidjo was afforded numerous titleSather of the Nation, Prophet of Pan-
Africanism andDefender of African Dignityamong others (Beti 2010: 61). But
he is also accused of Cameroonian fratricide, tfnoumprisonment,
disappearances and exile (Beti 2010: 59). BetigmtssAhidjo as a functionary
of the colonial administration, ‘illettré’ (Beti 20: 48), ‘musulman africain’
(Beti 2010: 49) or ‘le petit Peul’, whose presidgneas legitimised by France,
thus securing Peul hegemony of the Camerooniartigadlilandscape. Paris’
choice of Ahmadou Ahidjo was, according to MongdiBgartly motivated by
the colonial perception that the north of the coumtasculturally homogenous
and that the south wasLdiput of ethnic groups (Beti 2010: 59-60, 146). The
selection of Ahidjo would therefore help institutedise a centralised state

15 Defining Francisco Macias Nguema, along with tlzen@roonian Ahmadou Ahidjo, as a
colonial functionary was the interpretation reachgdhe Mongomo tribunal and propagated
by the relevant municipal authority (Liniger-Gounte286: 75). Justo Bolekia Boleka (2003:
105) merely treats him as a colony's star pupil.
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committed to promoting unity in policy and practidéis colonial perception of
cultural homogeneity in the north was based salalyeligion and ignored other
social factors such as ethnicity, and is a cleangte of the negative view
colonisers held for heterogenéfty

If heroification of those in power, by their beihgld up as ‘father of the
nation’ figures, leads to 'history being distorted 'memory being confiscated’
(M'Bokolo 2007: 499), both Mongo Beti and DonatoaNdo Bidyogo offer the
reverse analysis when considering the first predésgleof Cameroon and
Equatorial Guinea.

The argument for unity was the central theme of Hogiatorial Guinea
presidential election campaign. Although Spain'sf@med candidate was
Bonifacio Ondo Edu, the 1968 elections were worMagias Nguema, due to a
combination of populism, skilled public speakingdaappeals for peace and
unity, the cornerstones for creating a nationalscmusness (Donato Ndongo
Bidyogo 1977: 129-131, 138-143).

In Equatorial Guinea, Francisco Macias Nguema mrdwself a mere heir
to the colonial governor.

Colonial dictatorships put African dictatorshipspower, meaning that ‘the
political system went on being one of colonial diotship’ (Okenve Ndo
2009: 3). And Francisco Macias Nguema'’s dictatprsl@ime to be defined by
his stranglehold on the economy, and by the imguwith which his agents
acted, censuring, violating, torturing, stealingdamurdering swathes of
Equatorial Guineans who either had ties to theros&rs, opposed the regime or
had intellectual leanings. So many people went exite as a consequence of
his dictatorship that Justo Bolekia Boleka speaks dost generation’. The
regime’s psychosis of suspicion brought escalatiimjence, the dictatorship
being prepared to stop at nothing to protect itsHife ‘Juventudes en Marcha
con Macias’ ['Youth on the March with Macias’] atite militias were the
regime’s weapons of terror, the Partido Unico NaaldSole National Party],
later changed to the Partido Unico Nacional de djedores [ Sole National
Workers Party] (PUNT), its power base inside tlaest

The personification and sanctification of the Rtest of the Republic, allied
to a reign of terror, religious and political perston and paralysis in all public
spheres, from education to agriculture and heaftbant that the regime can
only be defined as one dafisorder and personalism according to Donato
Ndongo Bidyogo (1977: 220-227). His book highligtite personalism of the
regime, referring to Macias as tfether of the natiorand thefounder of the

16 Anibal Quijano (2007: 120-125) cites various a&g®mns as being the colonisers of
power, such as the relationship between politick @riture, or universality of capitalism. In
this Eurocentric logic, gender and culture relatiorank highest. Social and cultural
heterogeneity is therefore taken as an impedintennity, prompting restrictions on localised
patrimony.

17 Ndongo Bidyogo 1977: 152-160, 175-180, 187, 203-B0lekia Boleka 2003: 136. See
also Aixela Cabré 2011: 16-19.
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state (Donato Ndongo Bidyogo 1977: 251). Justo Boleka@eRa also sees the
state personalised in the figure of Francisco Mabiguema, irAproximacion a
la Historia de Guinea Ecuatoria]A Rough History of Equatorial Guinga
under a chapter entitled ‘Equatorial Guinea’. Asllves thefounder of the
nation, Macias Nguema had himself also hailed @8Qhe God and miraculous
saviour of the Guinean people’, ‘Great Macias’, é&r Master of Equatorial
Guinean Education, Science and Culture’, ‘FatheLibkrty’, ‘Father of the
Revolution’, ‘Supreme Leader of the African DemdiraRevolution’, ‘One
Leader and National Hero’ and the ‘Leader of Std@plekia Boleka 2003:
135-136; Donato Ndongo Bidyogo 1977: 230-235, 2Hg) portrayed himself
as the lifelong, indispensable leader of a parthaiservice of the people.

Thus, inhabitants of the former Spanish colony warkjects,not citizens
(Bolekia Bolekad 2003: 105, 156), subjects who weepped in a wave of
escalating violence and totally isolated in relatito the outside world.
Widespread use of the tenmatanzag‘massacres’] gave extra emphasis to the
reign of terror, especially in light of the 1972btia execution of numerous
former colonial functionaries, as well as opponeantdl critics of the regime,
along with their respective families, or via thditation of entire settlements,
which prompted people to flee to frontier zones r{f&to Ndongo Bidyogo
1977: 220).

Alongside a policy of terror, Macias Nguema devetbpa policy of
authenticity examples of which include prohibiting Christialigious practices
and outlawing the use of non-African names (Donaldongo Bidyogo
1977. 227). Macias Nguema also chose to changedhe of Fernando PO
island to Macias Nguema Biyogo island; Santa Isdleglame Malabo; San
Fernando became Ciudad Ela Nguema; and Annobdndidi@came Isla Pa
Galu (Donato Ndongo Bidyogo 1977: 230-235). Sommasawould later be
changed again by Teodoro Obiang Nguema, princighhlyislands of Macias
Nguema and Pa Galu, which took their present naBieko and Annobaon.

These toponymic changes are the subject of a §eXumberto Riochi, a
spokesman for the Movement for Bioko Island SelfeR(MAIB), entitled
‘Asimilacion y exterminio cultural’ [‘Assimilationand cultural extinction]
(2008). For the Bubi population, the ruling Fangtcupation of Bioko island
meant the imposition of new names that were exagenonature, as names of
Fang places and people were introduced with tosaegard for the patrimony
of the island and existing names that honoured Bulwiduals considered to be
national heroes. It also meant that ceremonialratasing to Bubi identity, such
as worship of the deity Bisila, began to be cofecbl

Under Francisco Macias Nguema and his controllinficies, Nguemism
began to exert its grip over Equatorial Guindguemisntan be described as a
pseudophilosophgr apseudoideologthat treats the state as the private affair of
Macias and his horizontal family, the only peoplthweal power and control of
the state.Nguemismis rule defined by nepotism, clanism, torture ahd
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violation of human rights and freedoms (Bolekia é@ 2003: 124, 141 and
2005: 284).

Macias Nguema was overthrown in tfreedom Coupf 3 August 1979 and
subsequently executed. The coup was led by hisewepfieodoro Obiang
Nguema, who was at the time, among other thingef df the Armed Forces
and director of the notorious Black Beach prisdm| sonsidered one of the
worst prisons in the world even today (cf. BoleRialeka 2003: 124, 134-139).
His regime is a continuation dfguemismand is dubbed the ‘second Nguemist
dictatorship’. While Francisco Macias Nguema wa®lanial functionary who
succeeded the regime he had been an auxiliary @W§n@ succeeded his own
uncle, someone for whom he had implemented poliegied practices of
repression.

In the words of Okenve Ndo (2009: 9), a “dictatbridan” regime
established itself in Equatorial Guinea, by whi@hrbfers to the Esangui clan,
the clan to which both of the country’s post-indegence presidents
belongedd Donato Ndongo Bidyogo treats the Macias dicthiprsas an
autocratic and personalist regime, though not sso@ated with a clan, as
Okenve Ondo suggests. Nor does Ndongo Bidyogo iadsdiguemisnwith the
Fang community, as Juan Tomas Avila Laurel doe€92831). Juan Tomas
Avila Laurel describes the regime asethnocracy one that provokes divisions
in the country by affording privileges to the Faranpd by the Fang
predominating in the public sphere, most notablgofitics and the military.

Reflecting on the meaning of power in Equatoriair®a, and the idea that
the state has become the patrimony of the Esaagulyf, Justo Bolekia Boleka
highlights the power to appropriate property analate people and land rights,
a power afforded to members of an ethnic group thateves itself the
custodian of power. However, while power is, in Wisrds,ethnicised the state
itself is clanicised, which prevents all membersttted Fang community from
reaping the rewards of state property (Bolekia B&l@005: 266—268, 279).
Boleka returns to the figure of the Fang chiek(kima to explain the
authoritarian way Francisco Macias Nguema apprtgatithe state and exerted
his influence over members of his own ethnic groupo had to obey him in
order to strengthen the group’s cohesion. Writingf a Bubi perspective,
Boleka cites several examples of the Fang exetcissnpower, including Fang
men raping Bubi women, the expropriation of Bulpidan Bioko island and the
establishment of military checkpoints (operated~ayng soldiers) in the island’s
villages (Bolekia Boleka 2005: 269).

In institutional terms, while the PUNT and the Jutveles en Marcha con
Macias were satellites of the first dictatorshifpjgdg Nguema, in turn, created
the Partido Democratico da Guiné Equatorial [DemticrParty of Equatorial
Guinea] (PDGE), in 1987, and the Amigos de ObiaRgepds of Obiang]

18 Max Liniger-Goumaz (1986: 164) even treats theaDbiregime as “la dictature Esangui
numeéro 2” [‘the second Esangui dictatorship’]. duBblekia Boleka (2003: 156 and 2005:
293) sees Equatorial Guinea as a “Patrimony-Sfaisangui”.
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(Bolekia Boleka 2003: 147). The PDGE was, until 1.9e only legal party,
the party to which the population had to adhere.

In 2011, Juan Tomas Avila Laurel published thicionario Basico, y
Aleatorio, de la Dictatura Guinean@he Basic, and Random, Dictionary of the
Equatorial Guinea Dictatorship in order to explain the ‘temas pilares del
régimen de Obiang’ [‘pillars of the Obiang regimeaijd seek solutions to bring
about 'su erradicacion’ ['its eradication’] (Avilaurel 2011: 8). The first entry
cites two key dates that are celebrated by thenegindependence Day, on 12
October, and Freedom Coup Day, on 3 August. Indigoese brought the
country isolation, due to Spain’s decreed blockaall information relating to
its former colony, and no debating of the aims rafependence. In its turn,
Freedom Coupay, as Obiang’s coup against Macias became knowant the
destruction of Macias by ‘d¢loy general Obiang[‘the now General Obiang’],
but the author blames both dictators for crimey therpetuated together (Avila
Laurel 2011: 9). In regards to 12 October, José& Nviumba, lawyer and former
militant of the Convergéncia Para a Democracia&dgCionvergence for Social
Democracy] (CPDS), who now lives in exile in Bam®, points out that
independence did not bring emancipation for thietéht peoples who comprise
Equatorial Guinea,; rather it provided a launchpad ifstalling the Macias
dictatorship and the curre®biangngemisniNvumba 2012c).

According to Fernando Abaga Edjang, power is cdietioby the Esangui
clan, with its roots in Mongomo. At the centre bétsystem is the President of
the Republic, who belongs, by turn and in sequetewdhe Esangui clan of
Akoakam, the district of Mongomo, the province oM/ Nzas and the Fang
ethnic group. The line of succession from the Kierdi of the Republic goes, in
order of importance: family; village; district: prace; ethnicity. Despite
initially underlining the importance of the clanp#&ga Edjang later places its
importance as secondary relative to Obiang Nguenhaest family and, even,
the district they hail from. According to Edjangisalysis, in terms of access to
power, an Esangui from Ebibiyin would be secondine relative to any clan
member from the Mongomo district, such as Essawbtnghe same text, the
author later contradicts himself by stating tha gresident of the republic is
above the law and enjoys unlimited rights, followrdturn, by his family, clan,
district, province and ethnicity, in regards toidsiness and impunity (Abang
Ejang, 2005: 303—-304). As for formal politics, dgon-making circles depart,
always, from the president of the republic at teate, and out to the Esangui
clan, the district of Mongomo, the province of Wéleas, and only then to the
PDGE, the Party-State (cf. Okenve 2009: 1-4).

Teodoro Obiang Nguema, ‘de no haber sido ya redanpar Macias, (...)
se hubiera proclamado vitalicio’ ['would have prahed himself leader for life
(...) if Macias had not already declared the sdnmg{ (Avila Laurel 2011: 19),
for as the father of the nation, he claims to heszued the country from the
unforgettable dark days of the dictatorslaipd now be presiding over a new era.
But more than just perpetuating the continuatioa afionopoly on political and
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economic power, he has brought about social antigadlgridiock, a situation
that is turning the country’s inhabitants into ‘ldesheredados del Africa méas
empobrecida’ ['the dispossessed of the most impgheal part of Africa’]
(Avila Laurel 2011: 34), despite the country bethg third largest producer of
oil in Sub-Saharan Africa and having a high perlteapcome.

4. THE INSTRUMENTALISATION OFETHNIC BELONGING

In treating the state as Mguemistfamily affair, a direct substitution of the
colonial state, Justo Bolekia Boleka (2003: 14&ssethnic discrimination as
well as political discrimination. He uses the téannihilation’ (2005: 285) to
define the dictatorship’s objectives relative te tBubi population. And if the
Spanish colonial enterprise was marked by racidl separatist segregation
aimed at la destruccion del imaginario colectivo e intradnétnico
guineoecuatoriano ['destroying collective and intra/interethnic Eduoral
Guinean memory’]’(Bolekia Boleka 2009: 5), that process of destancthas
found a ‘plenitud de vigencid'full validation’]” (in the words of José Luis
Nvumba 2012a) in both post-independence dictatossloiue to the total lack of
reference to ethnic communities in relation todbentry’s history.

In the pamphleFrancisco Macias Nguema, Candidato del Pueblo gara
Presidencia de la Republicd'Francisco Macias Nguema, the People’s
Candidate for President of the Republic’], issubdaal of the 1968 elections,
unity was the aim, a unity which implied respeat tioe idiosyncrasies of the
island (here used to refer to Fernando Po island,r@t the other islands) and
Rio Muni. The concept of unity is particularly promant, with reference to
“unidad como nacionfunity as a nation’],” ‘inidad de consciencia nacional
['unity of national conscience’],” so it can be adtion moderng‘modern
nation’]” (Donato Ndongo Bidyogo 1977: 142). The &flas constitution
established in 1973 was supposed to legislatentegrating initiatives, using
supposed shared histories and traditions to binogitean Equatorial Guinea that
was una e indivisible[one and indivisiblg with all social and political life
revolving around the Party and the organs of dsfatmato Ndongo Bidyogo
1977:. 235-236).

Imposing and idealising a binary conceptual pair heterogeneityand
homogeneityat the heart of an artificially manufactured natidoes not allow
for differences. In a transferral of the concept tonstituted colonial nations,
from a Eurocentric diffusionist perspective, thdio® as constructed by the
state, should theoretically serve as a platforntiHferpreservation of the groi®p

19 For more on Spanish colonial racial segregatisnalicf. Aixela Cabré 2011: 5-6.
20 As can be read in Gellner 1993: 85. In ordertve as a platform for the preservation of
the group, the nation promotes concepts of ideatibon and loyalty, with coercion not
unusual.
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The state should therefore be a platform for stteergng an idealised sense of
community, but it struggles to do so when it isagainst a wealth of different
cultures that need incorporatiig

The 'myth of Bantu unity’ (Cusak 1999) would be afi¢he devises used to
construct a national conscience in Equatorial GadhmeThe elite in power
invoked this myth of claimed common origin abdntuity is now written into
the Constitution, having been approved in 2012ickrt106°, relating to the
Cabinet of the Republic, inclus@ passage that refers to the 'defensa de los
valores de las culturas autoctonas, la identidadubg africana, asi como la
civilizacion universal’ ['defence of the values tifie autochton cultures, of
Bantu and African identity, and universal civiliget], the only paragraph in
the fundamental laws of the state that makes deyemece to the construction of
a national identity. Indeed the passage is men®nkelip service to those who
call for an end of so-called minority ethnic groupsng discriminated against,
for despite much talk of unity, the Macias and @gidictatorships both enacted
policies of fragmentation, as used in the colodiaide et impera.

Using the word ‘minority’ when describing ethnicogps, as cited in the
previous paragraph, is encouraged by the auth®rhiecause, according to
Mongo Beti (2010: 208), to speak of ethnic grougsbaing a majority or
minority is a way to 'toxify opinion’. Justo BolekiBoleka (2005) likewise
argues that use of the word serves the interesaspafitical system dominated
by the largest ethnic group in numerical terms. iBubldowés and Ambdos
found that there was no place for them in Equatd&ainea’s personalised
dictatorship that they were to be marginalised laane their land occupied. The
integration of so many Fang into the regime’s madf and the Fang’'s
occupation of land that belonged to other group® fwo factors that
particularly stand out (Bolekia Boleka 2003: 1213112

The denial of ethnic differences and the preponttsraf the Fang — or the
country’s fanganizacion[‘Fangisation’] to use the term employed by Yoland
Aixela Cabré (2011: 140) — in the territories thegcupy, encourages a
relationships of subjugation and the impositiomofexogenous culture on to the
autochthones. According to Juan Tomas Avila La(28D3), equality between
different ethnic groups, as proclaimed in the matloanthem, is simply not
adhered to by the country’s rulers, and Equat@ishea is defined as a country
by its being abandoned by the state in the vergsathat ought to be state
priorities: poverty-reduction; provision of adeqeashelter; health care;
education; access to water. Thus, the colonial post-colonial periods in
Equatorial Guinea are characterised by the expioitaof the patrimony of
society (cf. Aixela Cabré 2011: 5).

In his blog,Malabo, Juan Tomés Avila Laurel portrays Equatorial Gaias
Obiang Nguema’sepublicanised realnor non-republic Avila Laurel exposes

21 For a recent dissection of this problem, cf. ItH@e2007: 16-17, 30.
22 The other factors he considers are Spanish legheyynity of diversity achieved by the

authoritarian regime of Francisco Macias and tbattnent of exiles.
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the way power has been confiscated by the Fandngodetriment of other
ethnicities, who developed resistance strategiasaggthe “pamues, que (...) se
precian de que se les llamen fang [‘pard@ego... (...) take great delight in
being called Fang?,” and he asks “¢Para qué querian ver el mar ansues,
hoy fang? ['Why do the pamues, now Fang, want eotke sea so muclz9.”
The rhetorical question refers to the Fang seipoger and appropriating the
argument for unity, unity as proclaimed by the alapower, when power in the
first place was seized by their appropriating laffdbther groups.

The lack of a designated area that each ethnigognught determine, or in
which it might express itself, its future as pdrtiee whole, is a consequence of
a clan state hijacking Equatorial Guinean iden(Bplekia Boleka 2009: 8).
Andrés Esono (2012), political scientist and a memmiff the only opposition
political party with a parliamentary seat, the Cergencia Para la Democracia
Social [Convergence for Social Democracy] (CPD)nstders the non-
existence of a people [an Equatorial Guinean peapl®pposed to disparate
ethnic peoples] to be the consequence of it bemgpssible to exercise one’s
rights as a citizen, a hangover from the coloniatatiorship that is still in
evidence today.

Those who do not belong to the inner-circles ofmfalr power, seek to
protect their interests through family, religiousdaethnic connectiods The
state is exogenous and ethnicity forms the basisdeftification (and of
identity) in a context of disunion. If the phraséh& goat eats where it is
tethered” serves, on a micro level, to show howeeaits view the personalised
workings of the state to be an exercise in theitipsl of the belly’, a term
coined by Bayart (1999), prevalent use of the esgom aguantando
['surviving’] or aguantando la miseria[‘'surviving poverty’], whenever
Equatorial Guineans are asked about their circumoetaand sense of social
fulfilment, speaks of the country’'s terrible disjtedness. It was this
disjointedness that prompted Juan Tomas Avila Laorevrite theDiccionario
Basico, y Aleatorio, de la Dictatura Guinearfdhe Basic, and Random,
Dictionary of the Equatorial Guinean DictatorshigR011). Throughout the
book, the author — a man writing very much fromsadg the formal framework
of state politics — presents clearly a new politmaject for the country, one for
an egalitarian state free of the clutches of aatbheship that fios come el alma
[‘eats at our soul'].” He is a dissonant intelleatuf we follow Edward Said’s
typology in Representations of the Intellectué2000: 54-55), one who is

23 Pamue was the Spanish colonial name for the Fang.
24 Entitled “planes para el sabatico en Guinea Eciatfplans for an Equatorial Guinean
sabbatical’]”http://www.fronterad.com/?g=node/3{&ccessed in December 2010).
25 As can be confirmed in entries of 2 February, 5rilApnd 9 November 2010,
(http://www.fronterad.com/?q=node/g Http://www.fronterad.com/?q=node/1102
http://www.fronterad.com/?g=node/232accessed in December 2010.
26 For more on this matter, see Kabunda 2007: 3&adi1Beti 2010: 84.
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unaccommodated and at odds with society, and fasnwithe privileges of
power are out of reach.

For Justo Bolekia Boleka too, the Equatorial Gumstate, such as it is
institutionalised, means thavolution of non-Fang ethnic groups and the
dispossession of their traditional powers. Thusptaposes a state model that
protects the cultural and historical diversity df ethnic groups. For this to
occur, the interethnic meeting of peoples wouldehéw be promoted, and
reconciliation brought about through the decerdadion of a state that is too
concentrated in the figure of its director, and daowt recognise different
cultural identities, nor their right to their owmeas, and instead imposes Fang
upon them as the vehicular language (Bolekia BoREK#3: 152—-156 and 2005:
271, 293). Thd-angisationof the state promotes inequality by imposing use o
the Fang language in Equatorial Guinea and it®diptic missions. Juan Tomas
Avila Laurel (2011: 48) cites the example of Faraing used as the vehicular
language of the Equatorial Guinean Embassy in Madhus transposing the
language’s dominance on to an institution thatuigpesed to serve all citizens
equally, regardless of ethnic origin. The non-@xstunity of the state is dealt
with in other entries of hiPiccionario Basico, y Aleatorio, de la Dictatura
Guineana (The Basic, and Random Dictionary of thgudforial Guinean
Dictatorship, including ‘ethnic political parties’ and ‘natiahcohesion’.

In regards to ‘ethnic political parties’, which lnde the Movement for
Bioko Island Self-Rule, legacy party of Bubi Uniamd the People’s Party of
Ndowé Etomba, in Ndowé, Avila Laurel addressesdbetroversy caused by
their protesting against marginalisation by thetestaf the Bubi and Ndowé
populations, for the Fang view both parties as s®oaists. TheDiccionario
goes beyond the exercise of formal politics to mersissues such as the way
student grants for overseas study are awarded lmasethnic exclusion (Avila
Laurel 2011: 25).

Juan Tomas Avila Laurel recognises that ethnicigmrprovide forums
where people can share a sense of belonging, oonth@and, and shelter from
the dictatorship, on the other. However, it is thetatorship that justifies the
existence of these parties, and it is the dicthtprthat trains an army to repress
the population rather than defend it. Ethnic beloggs also used to justify
some groups trampling over others, with the myitagain the main culprit, and
to justify widespread victimisation, in a countrjz@re concepts of identification
and identitisation are actively enforced upon dycien a daily basis (Avila
Laurel 2011: 25-26, 33).

But José Luis Nvumba, as a Fang, from the nglef) olakes his point loud
and clear, in capital letters, when he states tRANGUNA DE LAS DOS
DICTADURAS INSTALADAS TRAS LA INDEPENDENCIA DE G.E
REPRESENTA AL PUEBLO FAN®Ieither of the two dictatorships installed
since Equatorial Guinea’s independence has repezkdhe Fang people’]”
(Nvumba 2011c).
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Nvumba’s collection of texts entitled “¢Estamos anmados hacia la
democracia? [‘Are we on the road to democra&y,?’published in 2011 and
2012, suggests certain advances that will havemeecabout in civil society, if
democracy is to emerge from beyor@biangnguemiststructures. These
advances include the young taking action and etallals standing firm in their
arguments, thus allowing people to believe in tightf to believe in the
possibility of ending the dictatorship, of endingrasgoverning’, arbitrary and
inhumane regime that hijacks people’s rights aeédoms, including freedoms
the author defines as 'nacionalismos socioldgifsstiological nationalisms’].
That discussions relating to ethnicity exist isamaging in terms of freedom of
expression and democracy, and the fact that thesgg have assumed some
prominence under the Obiang dictatorship is likevagositive sign, in terms of
these ethnicities reclaiming their identities (N\aar2011a, 2011b).

José Luis Nvumba’s writings are consistent with‘ethnic reading of the
dictatorship’, whereby the protection of the Famgmmunity’s position is
instrumentalised by the placing of members of thadg-culture into posts in
which they can exert control over the rest of tlguation, and thus feel
themselves protected (cf. Avila Laurel 2011: 13).68s far as Juan Tomas
Avila Laurel is concerned, secession is a realitythie country. The different
populations live apart and the Fang dominate utgtins such as the army and
offices of political power (Avila Laurel 2011: 61Nor does social cohesion
exist, for the dictatorship’s fear of secessiorei@procated in the dictator’s fear
of his no longer being Chief of a state in whictsheesort ofking or tribal chief
(Avila Laurel 2011: 55). It is clear that in thisthical reading:

Llegados a la actual situacion de la dictaduragdsly el régimen el que

tenga que hacer esfuerzos para convencer a lashnmades étnicas de

las ventajas de formar parte de una entidad pmliteemada Guinea

Ecuatorial, y no que estas comunidades se tengardigaulpar por su

gueja publica de los horrores sufridos a manosndeégimen cruel. El

mero descubrimiento de la paradoja encerrada en msito es una
muestra mas de la irracionalidad de la dictadurdeteloro Obiang.

[At this stage of the dictatorship, it's the reginthat should be
having to convince ethnic communities of the adages of forming part

of a political entity called Equatorial Guinea, nibiese communities

having to apologise for publicly protesting abdut thorrors they suffer

at the hands of such a cruel regime. Mere recagndf the paradox that

27 These texts can be found published on the webpage guinea-ecuatorial.net. It's worth
mentioning that the Internet is an important platfofor the diffusion of texts from an
assortment of social and political actors, be thnagg in exile or opposing the regime from
within the country. The following pages are exampleof this: LOCOSTV
(www.laslocurasdejamonyqueso.blogspot.com), ruthbymost well-known cartoonist in the
country, Ramon Nsé Esono Ebalé, and Radio Macutew(wadiomacuto.info), run by the
dissident Josimar Oyono Eseng, two platforms thadraese freedom of expression and
information in regards to Equatorial Guinea.
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encompasses this particular point, demonstrates irtiaéionality of
Teodoro Obiang’s regime.] (Avila Laurel 2011: 61).]

This irrationality is also reflected in the text&.E.: Un Estado Plurinacional
[E.G.. A Plurinational State’]” by José Luis Nvumb Recognising the
plurinationality of a nation where plurinationalityas been smothered, ever
since independence, by a 'pais centralista y umitlhnde todos los poderes se
hallan concentrados en manos del dictador, su itamiadlateres, que ademas
son incapaces de diferenciar los espacios pubtieo®s privados’ ['‘centralist
and unitary country where all powers are conceadrah the hands of the
dictator, his family and associates, who are, fmtiore, incapable of
differentiating between public and private sphdrefNvumba 2012b),
strengthens non-identification with the state aeithforces identification with
ethnic and clan groups, for it is only possiblddon national unity by seeking
consensus between the different peoples, and viedaication system that
teaches citizens about all the country’'s culturése citizen figure never
emerged in Equatorial Guinea, power never altechdtetween different
ethnicities and a sense of common identity nevenéal (Nvumba 2012c).

Due to these discriminatory characteristics, archbse he considers that the
Estado-patriménio nguemistfNguemist state-patrimohyturns citizens into
subjects who are deprived of their own languagesidentities, Justo Bolekia
Boleka (2005) proposes the establishment of a Bédepublic of Equatorial
Guinea. He politicises the ethnic question by esgkgling the aspirations of
each and every group into one joint state. Thusapeeals to Ndoweés and
Bisiés, who aspire to self-rule, as do the Bubikpwvalso want to manage their
own natural resourcesand define their integration, or non-integratiamthin
the state (Bolekia Boleka 2005: 290-291).

Justo Bolekia Boleka deals with the Bubi commusitiyiclusion within the
state in a very particular way, in a narrative gf@ssors and the aggressed. The
Bubis are the aggressed, for they must pass througtary checkpoints in
order to move abouheir island, they are the victims of arbitrary impriszents
and numerous violations, and they have had lanyg ¢théivated and lived on
expropriated. Some members of the Fang ethnic#yaéso aggressed, though
they are made out to be aggressors, and suffekattaiolations and executions.
The first time the Fang as an ethnic group areldnehis aggression context is
through mention of the dictatorship’s debilitatioigrural populations, though no
particular ethnic group is cited. According to B@ethe Bubi population is the
most aggressed of the ethnic groups by tisufpadores de turn@the latest
usurpers’l]”, as the group attempts to protect i@mglage, culture and
territoriality (Bolekia Bolek& 2005: 272-274).

An episode of terror under the Obiang Nguema redina¢ typifies Fang
aggression towards Bubis came following an armedsing by young Bubis,

28 Qil, the major form of state income, is 'exploited Bubi soil' (Bolekia Boleka 2005:
272-273).
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who on 21 January 1998 called for the autonomy iok® island®. As far as
Fernando Abaga Edjang (2005: 297) is concerned,vha the moment when
“estallé la ‘bomba étnica’ en Guinea Ecuator[ghe “ethnic bomb” went off’
in Equatorial Guinea’].” Teodoro Obiang’s regimespended with violence,
seizing, torturing and killing people in their dess Justo Bolekia Bolek& (2005:
273) thinks the dictatorship made the most of iheaton in order to threaten
the Bubi ethnic group. Fernando Abaga Edjang (2@98) refers to claims that
the objective of the revolt was to expel the Famognf Bioko island, saying that
such a claim could only have been gathered thratmgrcion and that the
regime’s response was unjust and sought to denyexisence of legitimate
ethnic concerns.

Abaga Edjang points to the establishment of a dnseate following
independence as the most significant cause of BgabtGuinea’s ethnic
problems, due to a politics of homogenisation based-ang culture (Abaga
Ejang, 2005: 301-302). He likewise cites the hugesgnce of Fang people on
Bioko island, which Bubis view as an ‘invasion’,dawhich has been echoed
through policies that in no way respect Bubi idinsysies (Abaga Ejang, 2005:
308-309).

Abaga Edjang does not agree with Justo Bolekia K&dde reading of
Bubi/Fang relations and the notion that the regsmam is to exterminate the
Bubi ethnic group. Instead he proposes certaintisolsl for what he calls
Equatorial Guinea’s ethnic conflict Besides thedhé&® politically reform the
state and encourage education in order to achishar@d civic sense of culture,
common patrimonies must also be protected, andief tigat the state is for all
must be nurtured. The model of a Federal Stateesdhese purposes, as does
emphasising common matters of background that @ageua sense of
integration among Equatorial Guineans, such asltdra bantu ['Bantu
culture’],” the catholic faith and the Spanish laage (Abaga Ejang, 2005: 315—
322).

These possible unifying factors are made impos$pléne hijacking of the
state and the population by the dictatorial regi®ee unifying factor common
to most inhabitants of the country since the dartdtip of Francisco Macias
Nguemao is terror. All ethnic groups have a shared menubtyranny and fear.
The way the dictatorship has implanted itself itlie daily lives of different

29 The 2008 report of the United Nations High Cominisgor Refugees cites this episode
(http://www.unhcr.org/refworld/country,, MRGI,,GNQ9449d2ac,0.html  accessed in
November 2012).
30 Obiang Nguema uses the violence of the Maciassy@ais estimated that over 10,000
people were killed) to justifying his own regimeists of terror, thus appealing to collective
memory while suppressing opposition activity (Ax&abré 2011: 6, 55). Examples from the
1980s include arbitrary detentions, disappearartbesprohibiting of the right to association
and the violation of health rights, alongside emagement of the consumption of alcoholic
beverages and drugs (Liniger-Goumaz 1986: 197)il&imiolations of fundamental rights
are known to be prevalent today. To give one exantpke assassination of Padre Jorge Bita
Kaeko in 2011 has still yet to be explained.
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populations, and the belief that dictatorship sod of Africanmodus vivendliin

a clear hecho racial diferencia['differential racial fact’]” (Avila Laurel 2011:
28-29), is used to justify their living in povertyith a lack of health care, water
and electricity. This situation contrasts with tlikctatorship’s claimed
commitment to ‘progress’, through the facade ofguts such as the building of
roads in Oyala, a city in the regional interiortbé mainland, or a campaign to
substitute roofs afipa palm on shanty-town housing for zinc ones, as ptem
in 2012 by Teodoro Nguema Obiang, or Teodorinptiesident’s eldest son and
assumed successor in the dynastic system.

5. HNAL CONSIDERATIONS

The hijacking of the state and population by EquakdGuinea’s two post-
colonial dictatorships is the constant theme thasithroughout all texts studied
for this paper. It is the hallmark of a dictatorsshite, one that is clientelistic and
run as the private family affair of the chief, fwcial rights to be withheld and
those in power to prove themselves incapable giewsg diverse political
opinions or protecting diversity.

The dynamics of interethnic relations, and the arguts put forward
relating to diversity, speak of the political angistemic significance of
identities that are considered in this paper, bat are invisible officially. The
types of identity created under the colonial systeyndecree and through daily
and academic discourse, identities based on theepof race, have ended up
being echoed in the dictatorship’s attitude and ra@g@gh towards ethnic
communities. It is the opinion of the authors stddhere that both Esangui
governments have undermined the chances of allicetimoups coming to
identify themselves under the banner of ‘Equato@ainea’. To be a plural
country, a country has to act as one. Although gimgrout of a climate odnti-
intellectualism?, the questions raised by these authors defy aothgdor they
offer proposals that differ from present instita@tised policy, policy that these
authors dissect and criticise, refusing to alloventselves be co-opted by
organisations that defend interests that are réyliddferent to the ones they
represent. These subjects speak out from a locapeetive, against state
terrorism and its familiarisation.

The Esangui clan, to which Teodoro Obiang Nguemanigs, proclaims a
belief in national unity. The state has becomepttoperty of this clan group, as
has the rhetoric of unity, echoed through a repress/stem (and this system is
not just local, but rather extends throughout thebag colonial system, with
numerous centres and interests that keep the alielatmachine going) that is

31 This anti-intellectualism was one of the cornamss of Macias’ cultural politics, under
whom it was even forbidden to use the word ‘inli@l’ (Sundiata 1990: 133; Liniger-
Goumaz 1986: 83). It continues under Obiang, wioae only has to consider the regime’s
disinvestment in education.
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joined at the hip to political power, and that r®ught to bear upon the daily
lives of the population by the military, who aratgined at barriers that control
the entrances and exits of the main cities andnaement to and from the
settlements, and which not infrequently resultisribes having to be paid.

The issues presented here amount to the privatmsafi sovereignty and to
post-colonial state impunity, which in turn leadstdbjugation becoming infused
into social and political ideals, as explained lbghile Mbembe throughout his
book, On The Postcolony2001).Sovereignty, lifeanddeath intermingled, are
typical characteristics of the post-colonial statel the post-colonial machine,
since its institutions affirm an incontestable poweer what Mbembe calls the
“postcolonized subject”. In this sense, the postiwal machine seeks to
regulate the social, cultural and political, deteing who shall live or die
within the state, while ignoring in its discourseyasolidarity networks that
individuals develop outside the web of power and trgans of state (cf.
Mbembe, 2001: 54, 129). It is in this way that fnest-colony continues to
distinguish betweenvhat or who is ahuman beingand who or what is not,
making for yet another similarity between the cadbnand post-colonial
discourses.

Messages of unity that emanate from the decisiokingacentres and their
agents of government silence questions of cultdraérsity and confiscate
memories, ensuring there is no public recognitidn tlle socio-political
importance of the country’s ethnic groups.
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