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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This policy paper presents the Africonomics case for free trade as a principled framework 

grounded in natural-moral law, human dignity, voluntary cooperation, and sound money. It 

affirms that free trade is not merely an economic policy or technocratic arrangement, but a moral 

and civilizational principle arising from the freedom of individuals and communities to exchange 

peacefully for mutual benefit. 

Contrary to prevailing misconceptions, free trade is neither a Western invention nor a product of 

modern globalization. Long before colonialism, African societies maintained extensive trade 

networks that facilitated commerce through trust, reciprocity, entrepreneurship, and decentralized 

cooperation. Trade has roots within African civilization and reflects enduring principles of 

peaceful human interaction. 

This paper further argues that Africa should not hesitate to embrace free trade and free 

enterprise because the West has failed to uphold them. The West’s historical betrayal of these 

principles—through empire, protectionism, fiat money, and state economic manipulation—does 

not invalidate them. Instead, it reveals the philosophical and moral failure of Western systems 

rooted in Darwinian materialism, racial rivalry, statism, and coercion. 

Africonomics calls for a principled restoration of trade as a foundation for prosperity, peace, and 

human flourishing. It contests protectionism, mercantilism, economic nationalism, and 

state-managed commerce as fundamentally flawed and harmful. African nations must embrace 

Africa’s longstanding tradition of free trade. An integrated, thriving, and sovereign Africa must 

lead with trade—not fear it. 

KEYWORDS: Africonomics, trade, free trade, natural-moral law, human dignity, voluntary cooperation, 

sound money, international relations, prosperity, civilization. 
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1. Introduction 

The world is witnessing a renewed resurgence of protectionism, economic nationalism, and 

state-managed commerce. Across developed and developing economies, governments are 

increasingly resorting to tariffs, import restrictions, industrial policy, subsidies, sanctions, and 

monetary manipulation to pursue political and strategic objectives. The recent wave of trade 

disputes, exemplified by the “Trump tariffs” and the wider wave of economic belligerence they 

have inspired under the guise of self-reliance and national security, reflects a broader retreat from 

the principles of open exchange and peaceful international cooperation. 

This reversal presents an important opportunity, particularly for Africa, to reclaim the true 

meaning and purpose of trade through Africonomics. 

For too long, trade has been fundamentally misunderstood. Critics frequently associate free 

trade with colonialism, corporate exploitation, or Western domination. Proponents, meanwhile, 

often defend it as a technical instrument for increasing economic efficiency and aggregate 

growth. Both perspectives miss something more fundamental. Trade is neither a mechanism of 

empire nor merely an economic technique. Trade is a moral and civilizational institution based on 

peaceful cooperation, voluntary exchange, and mutual benefit. It reflects the dignity of human 

choice through serving others and the peaceful coordination of efforts for mutual prosperity. 

What is commonly described as “free trade” in the modern world has rarely been actually free. 

The prevailing Western statist and militarist global order has been characterized less by free 

exchange than by centralized control and state-managed globalization, a system shaped by 

protectionism, fiat monetary manipulation, regulatory barriers, geopolitical leverage, and imperial 

domination. The failures and injustices associated with this autocratic system should not be 

confused with the principles of free trade. 

This paper presents the Africonomics case for free trade as a moral, economic, and 

civilizational imperative. It affirms that trade is a natural expression of human agency and 

peaceful social cooperation, arising whenever individuals and communities exchange value 

voluntarily for mutual benefit. Far from being a foreign or Western concept, trade has deep roots 

within African civilization. Long before colonialism, African societies sustained extensive 

commercial networks built on trust, reciprocity, entrepreneurship, and decentralized exchange. 

The expansive Trans-Saharan trade routes and native commercial networks that flourished across 

the continent predated Western contact entirely, demonstrating that Africans practiced 
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sophisticated, decentralized commerce long before the rise of the modern nation-state and long 

before any Western influence reached them. 

Africa should not reject free trade because Western societies have failed to uphold its 

principles. The issue lies not with free trade itself, but with the philosophical and institutional 

foundations of the Western paradigm that have masqueraded under its name. A paradigm 

characterized by statism, domination, protectionism, imperial ambitions, and coercive economic 

management rooted in Darwinian rivalry, racial hierarchy, and a pursuit of control rather than 

mutual respect and moral restraint. The West’s historical betrayal of free trade—through empire, 

protectionism, fiat monetary manipulation, and state economic coercion and management—does 

not invalidate free trade. Instead, it reveals the philosophical and moral failure of a system that 

never actually practiced what it preached. 

Africonomics presents a fundamentally different framework, grounded in natural-moral law, 

human dignity, structural justice, and voluntary cooperation. It reclaims trade as a distinctly 

human and authentically African institution; one that calls on African nations, entrepreneurs, and 

institutions to embrace free trade not as a submission to foreign pressure or an imitation of 

Western models, but as a moral and sovereign commitment to peace, liberty, and civilizational 

flourishing. 

Consistent with the broader Africonomics framework, this paper approaches free trade not 

merely as an economic policy preference, but as a principled expression of peaceful human 

relations, voluntary cooperation, respect for natural rights, and the pursuit of structurally just and 

prosperous societies. Genuine economic integration and prosperity, particularly in Africa, require 

a departure from coercive, protectionist, and statist models toward a framework grounded in 

sound money, free exchange, and natural-moral law. Free trade is essential to economic prosperity 

and an indispensable foundation for an integrated, prosperous, and truly sovereign Africa. 

 

2. The Moral Foundations of Trade 

The modern discussion of trade is overwhelmingly dominated by utilitarian and positivist 

economics. Debates typically focus on prices, productivity, comparative advantage, employment, 

gross domestic product, and aggregate growth. While these considerations matter, they obscure a 

more fundamental reality: trade is first and foremost a moral institution, not an economic one. 
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At its core, free trade is a moral act—an expression of voluntary cooperation between individuals 

or groups, rooted in the natural rights to life, liberty, and property. It reflects the dignity of 

human beings as rational and moral agents capable of making peaceful exchanges without 

coercion or state permission. In the Africonomics framework, this moral foundation is not 

incidental to trade; it is essential to it.  

Trade emerges naturally wherever free human beings interact peacefully with one another. It is 

not created by governments, international organizations, economists, or trade agreements. It 

arises from human nature itself. Human beings possess diverse talents, knowledge, resources, 

preferences, and aspirations. Because no individual is self-sufficient, cooperation is both 

necessary and beneficial, and trade is one of the most important mechanisms for this 

cooperation. 

Trade is the voluntary exchange of value for value. Each party gives something they value less in 

exchange for something they value more. Both parties expect to benefit from the exchange; 

otherwise, it would not take place. Trade is one of the clearest manifestations of peaceful and 

mutually beneficial human interaction in free societies. 

Nonaggression as the Moral Foundation of Exchange 

From the Africonomics perspective, the moral legitimacy of trade derives from the 

natural-moral law principles of truth, justice, nonaggression, and human dignity. The principle of 

nonaggression is particularly decisive. Trade is fundamentally distinct from conquest, 

confiscation, coercion, and exploitation. Aggression seeks to obtain value through force; trade 

seeks to obtain value through consent. Domination enriches one party at the expense of another; 

trade creates the possibility of mutual gain for both. Trade, therefore, transforms human relations 

from conflict into cooperation and from rivalry into partnership. 

Trade is not merely transactional; it is also relational. When two parties exchange goods or 

services freely and honestly, they affirm one another’s agency, needs, and dignity. No one is 

forced, and both parties benefit—or they would not agree to the exchange. This mutual benefit is 

not a matter of luck or power, but the result of peaceful negotiation and moral respect. In this 

way, trade is a voluntary form of service. 

As established in Restoring Objective Morality: The Africonomics Refutation of Western Consequentialist 

Philosophies (Tacanho, 2025), nonaggression flows from truth, consent, and justice as the universal 

moral principle that prohibits any person or institution from initiating coercion, fraud, or the 
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violation of another’s rights. This principle limits political power, constrains institutions, and 

prevents the rise of arbitrary authority. Africonomics rejects all systems of governance or 

economics that rely on coercion as their foundation. The same natural-moral law principles that 

govern legitimate institutional design and social order also govern trade among individuals, 

communities, and nations, because trade is a form of human relation, and human relations are 

always subject to moral law. 

This distinction carries profound institutional and civilizational implications. Throughout 

history, societies have generally acquired resources, goods, and wealth through one of two means: 

coercion or exchange. Empires relied on conquest, tribute, slavery, extraction, and plunder. Free 

societies rely on production, entrepreneurship, voluntary cooperation, and trade. Civilization 

advances precisely to the extent that exchange replaces domination as the primary means of 

obtaining what people desire. 

Trade as an Affirmation of Human Dignity 

Trade is also an affirmation of human dignity. Every voluntary exchange presupposes that 

individuals possess the agency and moral capacity to make decisions regarding their own lives and 

property. Trade recognizes human beings as purposeful moral agents capable of determining 

their own interests, pursuing their own goals, and engaging peacefully with others for mutual 

benefit. 

Protectionist and statist systems begin from a fundamentally different and corrosive 

assumption that individuals cannot be trusted to make economic decisions for themselves and 

therefore require supervision, restriction, or management by state authorities. Under such 

systems, the state becomes the arbiter of what may be exchanged, with whom, under what 

conditions, and for what purposes. Economic freedom is subordinated to political control, and 

human agency is treated as a problem to be managed rather than a reality to be respected. 

Africonomics categorically rejects the prevailing consequentialist and statist premises. Human 

beings are not objects of state management but purposive moral agents endowed with reason, 

dignity, and natural rights. Accordingly, the burden of justification rests not on those who seek to 

enterprise and exchange freely, but on those who seek to restrict peaceful exchange through 

coercive means. Freedom to trade requires no justification beyond the natural rights of the 

persons exercising it; the restriction of that freedom requires justification that statist and 

protectionist systems consistently fail to provide. 
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Africonomics holds that all institutional design and economic activity must be evaluated 

through the lens of natural-moral law—a framework that recognizes and affirms universal, 

objective moral principles as inherent to human existence. Among these are: the right to 

self-ownership; the right to acquire, use, and exchange property; and the right to act freely, so 

long as one does not initiate force, fraud, or coercion. Free trade flows directly from these rights. 

It is the economic expression of peaceful human interaction. When two people, communities, or 

nations trade freely, they are acting in accordance with natural justice. 

Trade and the Demands of Justice and Civilization 

Trade is inseparable from the principle of justice. Justice requires that individuals be free to 

enjoy the fruits of their work, peacefully dispose of their property, and enter into voluntary 

agreements with others on terms of their own choosing. State restrictions on trade violate these 

principles by preventing individuals from engaging in free, mutually beneficial exchanges. These 

restrictions are typically motivated by factors unrelated to justice or the protection of natural 

rights. They stem from political expediency, protectionist privileges, or the strategic interests of 

those who wield coercive state power. 

This does not mean that all commerce is automatically just. Fraud, deception, theft, and 

coercion remain incompatible with trade because they violate the very principles upon which 

voluntary exchange depends. Free trade is not the absence of morality but the consistent 

application of moral principles to economic relations. Trade is legitimate when it occurs within a 

framework of honesty, consent, accountability, and respect for rights. The Africonomics defense 

of free trade is not a defense of commerce as such, but a defense of voluntary exchange properly 

understood as exchange grounded in truth and consent, bounded by justice, and free of 

aggression. 

Protectionism, tariffs, and state-imposed trade restrictions violate this natural-moral order. 

These policies are not neutral; they are coercive by nature. A tariff, for example, forcibly limits an 

individual’s right to buy a good from a willing seller in another country. It elevates state power 

over individual choice, often for the benefit of politically connected actors. Under Africonomics, 

such interventions are inherently unjust. They introduce violence into what should be peaceful 

cooperation. They disrupt mutual service and reward economic manipulation instead of honest 

production. They are justified not by moral principle but by political convenience and nationalist 

mythology. 
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The moral foundations of trade are inseparable from the broader moral foundations of 

civilization itself. A society that respects voluntary exchange necessarily respects human agency, 

peaceful cooperation, and mutual benefit. A society that restricts free exchange through coercion, 

protectionism, and state control moves in the opposite direction; away from human dignity and 

liberty toward state domination, regardless of the economic or security rhetoric used to justify the 

repression. 

Trade is moral and civilizing. When individuals and societies trade freely, they develop habits 

of cooperation, trust, and peaceful coexistence. The need to negotiate, serve, and satisfy the other 

party encourages ethical conduct and discourages conflict. Historically, trade has been a more 

effective peacemaker than treaties or armies. Africonomics affirms that a free and open trading 

order is more just, more peaceful, and more humanizing than any system of coercive state 

control. It gives space for individual creativity, initiative, and reciprocity to flourish. It encourages 

people to view one another not as enemies or competitors, but as partners in mutual uplift. 

Trade is a mechanism for increasing wealth and an economic expression of peaceful human 

relations. Africonomics recognizes that prosperity is best and most justly achieved not through 

coercion, conquest, or political privilege, but through voluntary cooperation among free and 

dignified human beings. The defense of free trade is therefore an economic, moral, and 

civilizational argument; one grounded in the recognition that genuine human flourishing depends 

upon liberty, peaceful cooperation, and unwavering respect for the inherent dignity and agency of 

persons. 

 

3. Why Human Beings Trade 

Trade is one of humanity’s oldest and most universal institutions. Across geographies, cultures, 

and historical periods, human beings have consistently exchanged goods, services, knowledge, 

and resources with one another. This enduring reality reflects a fundamental truth about human 

nature: individuals and the communities they form are not self-sufficient. Human flourishing 

depends upon cooperation, and trade is among the most important forms of peaceful 

cooperation. 

The reason humans trade is simple at its essence. Individuals possess different talents, skills, 

resources, knowledge, preferences, and circumstances. No person or community can efficiently 

produce everything they need or want. Trade enables people to specialize in what they do best 
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and to exchange their goods and services with others who have also specialized. Through this 

process, all parties become better off than they would have been in isolation. 

This principle, known as the division of labor, is one of the most important foundations of 

economic prosperity. A farmer grows food, a tailor makes clothing, a carpenter builds furniture, 

and a teacher imparts knowledge. Each individual focuses on activities where they possess relative 

strengths, relying on exchange to obtain the countless other goods and services that specialization 

elsewhere has produced. The result is greater productivity, higher living standards, and increased 

prosperity; an outcome no isolated individual or community could achieve alone. Trade enables 

large-scale division of labor and fosters human prosperity. 

Trade is a uniquely peaceful method of satisfying human wants and needs. Unlike conquest, 

plunder, coercion, or political privilege, trade requires consent. It is cooperation without 

domination. Exchange is peaceful and positive-sum cooperation. 

While the moral case for free trade is primary in Africonomics, the economic case is no less 

compelling. Free trade is ethically sound and economically transformative. When individuals, 

communities, and nations are free to exchange without coercion, the result is increased 

productivity, innovation, and prosperity. Voluntary exchange, competition, and open markets 

unleash the creative potential of human beings in ways that no state-managed system can 

replicate. Africonomics emphasizes that trade is not a zero-sum struggle for advantage; it is a 

positive-sum process that raises the standard of living for all participants when based on consent, 

property rights, and sound monetary systems. 

Throughout history, societies have acquired wealth through two fundamentally different 

means. The first is extraction: taking resources through force, taxation, conquest, slavery, or 

confiscation. The second is exchange: creating value and obtaining desired goods through 

voluntary cooperation. The former is a violent, barbaric approach that produces conflict, 

resentment, and structural injustice. The latter is a peaceful, civilized approach that fosters trust, 

interdependence, and mutual benefit. 

Trade is thus inherently positive-sum. In any voluntary exchange, both parties expect to gain; 

if either party expected to be worse off, the exchange would not occur. This marks a fundamental 

departure from zero-sum conceptions of economic life, which portray one person’s gain as 

necessarily another’s loss. Wealth is not merely transferred through trade; it is also created 

through the alignment of diverse needs, talents, and opportunities that voluntary exchange makes 

possible. 
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This reality refutes the central premise of statist and protectionist economic nationalism, 

which typically portrays trade as a struggle between nations in which one side wins only if 

another loses. Imports are seen as threats, foreign producers as adversaries, and international 

commerce as a battle for dominance. The statist-protectionist perspective is not a true economic 

analysis; instead, it reflects the Western conflict-driven mindset, a Darwinian logic of racial rivalry 

and domination applied to commerce. In reality, voluntary exchange embodies collaboration 

rather than conflict in human relations. 

Africonomics rejects the Western rivalrous and belligerent approach as barbaric. Human 

beings trade because cooperation is more productive than conflict, exchange is morally and 

materially superior to coercion, and service to others is superior to domination over them. 

Genuine prosperity emerges when individuals can freely pursue mutually beneficial arrangements, 

rather than being forced into politically imposed economic relationships that serve state power 

and elites rather than the people whom trade is intended to benefit. 

Trade transforms the nature of human relations in ways that go beyond economic exchange 

itself. Strangers become customers. Competitors become partners. Differences in resources, skills, 

and circumstances become opportunities for mutually beneficial cooperation rather than sources 

of conflict. Instead of viewing others as perpetual threats or rivals, trade encourages individuals 

and communities to view one another as valuable participants in a shared network of voluntary 

exchange and mutual benefit. 

The civilizing function of trade is overlooked, yet it is among its most consequential effects. 

The more individuals, communities, and nations benefit from exchange with one another, the 

greater the structural incentives for peaceful coexistence become. Prosperity is linked to 

cooperation, not domination; wealth is created by serving others rather than exploiting them. 

Trade aligns the self-interest of participants with the peace and stability of the broader social 

order; an alignment that no system of coercive extraction can replicate, because extraction 

inherently causes the resentment and resistance that voluntary exchange dissolves. 

Trade also serves as an indispensable mechanism for the discovery and coordination of 

dispersed knowledge. Every individual possesses unique information about local conditions, 

opportunities, preferences, and needs that no central authority could ever fully gather or 

comprehend. Through voluntary exchange, millions of individuals continuously coordinate their 

activities without requiring centralized control and direction. Prices, profits, losses, and 

entrepreneurial discovery communicate this dispersed information throughout society, allowing 
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resources to flow toward their most valued uses with a precision and dynamism that no 

technocratic planning apparatus could achieve. In this sense, trade is not only a means of 

exchanging goods but also a process through which human knowledge, creativity, and 

cooperation are continuously harmonized across society without coercion. 

For Africa, this insight is particularly urgent. The continent possesses immense diversity in 

geography, climate, resources, skills, and productive capacities—a diversity that statist and 

protectionist policy has treated as a source of fragmentation and rivalry rather than what it 

actually represents: an extraordinary foundation for specialization, exchange, and mutual 

prosperity. These differences should not be viewed as obstacles to economic integration and 

development but as opportunities for the kind of voluntary cooperation that has built every 

prosperous civilization in human history. The path to African sovereignty and prosperity does not 

lie in isolation, protectionism, or economic fragmentation along colonially imposed borders. It 

lies in greater voluntary cooperation, genuine continental integration, and the expansion of free 

trade across communities, regions, and nations. 

Ultimately, human beings trade because trade reflects something essential to human nature: 

the capacity to improve one’s circumstances through peaceful cooperation rather than conflict, to 

specialize and innovate in service of others, and to transform strangers into partners and 

differences into mutual prosperity. Trade is far more than an economic activity. It is one of 

humanity’s most important mechanisms for fostering cooperation, peace, and civilizational 

flourishing; and the foundation on which a free, integrated, and prosperous Africa must be built. 

 

4. The Consequentialist Critique of Free Trade 

4.1. Protectionism and Economic Nationalism 

One of the most persistent challenges to free trade arises from protectionism and economic 

nationalism. Across the world, under the Western consequentialist, statist, and Darwinian 

paradigm, governments routinely justify tariffs, import restrictions, subsidies, local-content 

requirements, and other trade barriers as necessary tools for protecting domestic industries, 

preserving jobs, safeguarding national interests, or achieving economic independence. Although 

these policies are often presented as pragmatic and patriotic, they rest on a consequentialist logic 
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that prioritizes politically desired outcomes over the principles of voluntary exchange, economic 

freedom, and structural justice. 

The protectionist argument begins with a seemingly intuitive premise: domestic producers 

should be protected from foreign competition, as unrestricted trade allows foreign firms to 

outcompete local businesses, thereby jeopardizing employment, industrial development, and 

national prosperity. Hence, governments are encouraged to intervene and manage markets 

through tariffs, quotas, subsidies, and regulatory barriers to create favorable conditions for 

domestic industries. 

The most common version of this argument is the infant industry claim, which holds that newly 

established industries require temporary protection from foreign competitors until they become 

sufficiently productive and competitive, at which point protection can be removed, and the 

industries can compete successfully in open markets. While appealing in theory, this argument 

consistently fails in practice. Temporary protection becomes permanent protection. Industries 

that receive political privileges develop powerful incentives to lobby for the continuation of those 

privileges rather than improve efficiency and competitiveness. Resources become directed toward 

political influence rather than productive innovation. Consumers bear the cost through higher 

prices, fewer choices, and reduced economic dynamism. What begins as protection for an infant 

industry typically ends in permanent dependence on state support: a structural relationship of 

patronage rather than a temporary developmental bridge. 

A second common justification is the strategic industry argument, which holds that certain 

sectors, such as agriculture, energy, defense, telecommunications, and advanced manufacturing, 

are deemed too important to leave to market forces, thus granting governments authority to 

direct investment, restrict imports, subsidize producers, and otherwise manage economic life in 

the name of national security or strategic autonomy. 

Africonomics recognizes that national security is a legitimate concern. However, strategic 

industry considerations are frequently invoked to justify state intervention far beyond what 

genuine security requires. Under the banner of strategic necessity or national security, 

governments systematically expand bureaucratic control, distort market signals, reward politically 

connected interests, and suppress competition. The result is not economic dynamism and 

resilience but growing dependency on political decision-making and state management, which is 

precisely the fragility that strategic industry policy claims to prevent. 

12 



Policy Paper No. 001/2026 

Both the infant industry and strategic industry arguments share a common and flawed 

philosophical assumption that governments possess sufficient knowledge, wisdom, and integrity 

to direct economic development better than individuals, entrepreneurs, consumers, and free 

market processes. That assumption does not survive scrutiny. 

Economic knowledge is inherently decentralized. Information regarding consumer 

preferences, production possibilities, local conditions, entrepreneurial opportunities, and future 

demand is dispersed throughout society, embedded in the particular circumstances of millions of 

individuals. No government agency, planning commission, or political authority can possess the 

knowledge necessary to allocate resources more effectively than the voluntary exchange of those 

millions of individuals. Attempts to substitute centralized state direction for this decentralized 

market process are inherently autocratic and invariably generate distortions, inefficiencies, waste, 

corruption, and harmful consequences that compound over time. 

Protectionism also reflects a more profound and more consequential misunderstanding: it 

views economic exchange as a rivalrous struggle between nations rather than a process of mutual 

benefit among individuals. Imports are portrayed as threats rather than opportunities. Foreign 

producers are viewed as adversaries rather than trading partners. Wealth is conceived as 

something nations compete to capture rather than something human beings create together 

through cooperation and exchange. This is the Darwinian logic of rivalry and domination applied 

to international commerce, and it is fundamentally incompatible with Africonomics’ principled 

understanding of human nature and relations. 

Trade is not economic warfare. It is peaceful cooperation. When individuals voluntarily 

exchange goods and services across political borders, both parties expect to benefit. The purpose 

of economic activity is not to defeat foreigners but to improve human well-being. Tariffs, quotas, 

and trade barriers do not principally punish foreign governments; they burden the consumers, 

entrepreneurs, and producers who are denied the opportunity for mutually beneficial exchange, 

while channeling the costs of that coercive denial toward ordinary people who had no part in the 

political calculations behind the policy. 

For Africa, the dangers of protectionism are particularly acute. Colonialism fragmented the 

continent into dozens of artificial political units separated by tariffs, customs barriers, 

administrative restrictions, and regulatory obstacles—a fragmentation deliberately engineered to 

disrupt native commercial networks and subordinate African economies to extractive colonial 

structures. Most postcolonial governments unfortunately preserved and even expanded these 
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colonial-era repressive barriers instead of dismantling them. The result has been among the 

lowest levels of intra-regional trade in the world, despite Africa’s enormous and largely untapped 

potential for economic integration. 

Economic nationalism reinforces this colonial fragmentation. Instead of encouraging 

cooperation, specialization, and regional integration, it encourages economic isolation, 

duplication of effort, and political rivalry among nations that share deep-rooted historical, 

cultural, and economic ties. Protectionism may appear to strengthen sovereignty, but in practice it 

weakens prosperity, limits innovation, and constrains the growth opportunities that genuine 

integration would unlock. 

From the Africonomics perspective, true sovereignty does not require insulating societies from 

voluntary exchange. It requires creating the institutional conditions under which individuals, 

businesses, and communities can engage freely in peaceful and mutually beneficial trade within 

nations, across the continent, and with the world. Prosperity does not emerge from economic 

isolation and repression. It emerges from openness, entrepreneurship, competition, and 

cooperation, conducted within a framework of structural justice that protects rather than restricts 

free exchange. 

The fundamental error of protectionism is philosophical. It assumes that coercive and 

repressive restrictions on voluntary exchange can produce outcomes superior to those of 

freedom. It substitutes political judgment for human choice and state management for free 

cooperation. In doing so, it departs from the principles of human dignity, voluntary association, 

and structural justice that underpin genuine and sustainable prosperity. 

The Africonomics case for free trade begins with this simple but profound insight: human 

flourishing is advanced not when governments restrict peaceful exchange in the name of national 

interest, but when individuals are free to cooperate, specialize, create, and trade with one another 

across communities, regions, and nations—unburdened by the colonial fragmentation, statist 

repression, and protectionist rivalry that have arrested African prosperity for far too long. 

4.2. The Statist Desire to Control Exchange 

Protectionism is ultimately one manifestation of a broader and more fundamental 

phenomenon: the statist desire to control exchange. Throughout history, governments have 

shown a persistent tendency to regulate, direct, restrict, and manage economic activity. Whether 

under mercantilism, socialism, economic nationalism, industrial planning, or contemporary 
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technocratic management, the underlying assumption remains remarkably consistent, namely that 

voluntary exchange and free markets cannot be trusted and must therefore be subordinated to 

the state. 

This tendency reflects a philosophical divide concerning the nature of human society itself. 

Two Conceptions of Social Order 

The Africonomics tradition views society as an organic order arising from the voluntary 

interactions of free and purposeful moral agents. Economic coordination emerges naturally 

through entrepreneurship, exchange, prices, contracts, and decentralized decision-making. No 

central authority designs this order. It develops naturally and ethically as individuals pursue their 

goals within a framework of justice, secure property rights, and peaceful cooperation. 

The statist tradition begins with a fundamentally flawed and destructive premise: that the state 

should centrally direct social and economic outcomes. Markets are regarded not as natural-moral 

orders that reflect the accumulated knowledge and choices of millions of participants, but as 

imperfect systems that require correction, supervision, and management by those who claim to 

possess superior insight into what economic outcomes ought to be. Under the statist approach, 

economic activity becomes an object of coercive governance rather than an expression of human 

agency, and human beings become objects of arbitrary state power, control, and management. 

This approach has manifested in various historical forms, with a remarkably consistent 

underlying logic. Under mercantilism, governments sought to control trade flows, accumulate 

precious metals, restrict imports, subsidize favored industries, and manage economic life in 

pursuit of national power—treating wealth not as something created through voluntary exchange 

but as something acquired through political advantage and control over commerce. Modern 

economic nationalism reproduces these same flawed assumptions in updated language: 

governments continue to manage trade, allocate resources, direct investment, and privilege 

politically favored sectors in pursuit of strategic goals, with economic policy increasingly 

concerned with managing outcomes rather than protecting the institutional conditions for 

voluntary cooperation and structural justice. 

The recent resurgence of industrial policy is the latest manifestation of a long-standing trend. 

Governments attempt to identify key industries, allocate capital to specific sectors, provide 

subsidies for favored technologies, and influence economic development in line with strategic 

plans. These actions are typically defended as necessary responses to globalization, technological 
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competition, or national security issues. While the justifications for these policies may change 

over time, the fundamental belief in state control and management of society remains constant. 

The Knowledge Problem 

Statist policies share a common and fatal flaw: they presume that state authorities possess 

sufficient knowledge, foresight, and capacity to direct economic activity more effectively than the 

countless individuals participating in the market process. This assumption has repeatedly proven 

false, for reasons that are intrinsic, not incidental. 

Economic life consists of millions of decisions made daily by entrepreneurs, workers, 

consumers, investors, producers, and communities. Each participant possesses unique knowledge 

regarding local conditions, opportunities, preferences, resources, and future possibilities; 

knowledge that is irreducibly dispersed throughout society and cannot be centralized effectively 

within any administrative institution, however sophisticated its technical capacity or 

well-intentioned its goals. This is not a problem of insufficient data or inadequate planning 

methodology. It is a structural feature of decentralized knowledge that no degree of 

administrative refinement can overcome. 

When governments attempt to substitute political judgment for decentralized 

decision-making, they invariably distort economic coordination. Resources flow toward politically 

favored projects rather than toward the uses that consumers and producers, acting on their own 

dispersed knowledge, would have chosen. Innovation becomes dependent upon bureaucratic 

approval rather than entrepreneurial discovery. Actual entrepreneurship is displaced by lobbying 

and rent-seeking. Economic success becomes increasingly dependent on political proximity rather 

than on productive contributions to the welfare of others. 

The harmful consequences compound in societies where state power is extensive. Economic 

activity becomes politicized in its entirety. Businesses devote increasing resources to securing 

subsidies, licenses, contracts, and regulatory privileges rather than to serving customers and 

creating value. Citizens become structurally dependent on state programs and administrative 

decisions. Markets cease to function as arenas of voluntary cooperation and become instruments 

of political influence and elite extraction. The result is the replacement of economic freedom 

with coercive economic management and the displacement of voluntary cooperation by state 

control. 
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The Tyranny Problem 

More fundamental than the knowledge problem is the tyranny problem. As established in The 

Pseudoscience of Statist Economics: An Africonomics Refutation of Utilitarian and Positivist Models (Tacanho, 

2025), the statist conception of social order—in which economic and social life is controlled and 

directed by the state—is neither neutral nor scientific. It is tyrannical by design. It treats people as 

material inputs and statistical aggregates rather than as individuals with dignity and agency, as 

problems to be solved rather than persons to be respected. It entails systemic violations of 

natural rights: the right to life, liberty, and the ownership of self and property. The result is not 

justice, peaceful relations, human flourishing, or civilizational advancement, but a global order 

marked by coercive governance, concentrated state power, arbitrary and autocratic systems, 

systemic corruption, chronic instability, structural oppression, and social decay. 

The Moral Dimension 

From the Africonomics perspective, the statist desire to control exchange reflects a profound 

misunderstanding of both human nature and social order. Human beings are not passive subjects 

that require coercive management or constant economic supervision. They are purposeful moral 

agents capable of identifying opportunities, responding to changing circumstances, cooperating 

with others, and creating value through voluntary exchange. The statist approach is fundamentally 

anti-human and autocratic, rooted in a systematic denial of human moral agency. It rests on an 

epistemologically arrogant and institutionally tyrannical presumption that state authorities can 

reliably improve upon the decisions of free individuals acting within voluntary markets. The 

historical record demonstrates that the state is no less susceptible to error, ignorance, 

self-interest, and corruption than the individuals it claims the authority to direct. Indeed, it is 

generally more susceptible because it lacks the corrective feedback mechanisms—profit and loss, 

voluntary exit, and competitive discipline—that constrain error in a free-market order. 

The expansion of economic control also carries profound moral implications that utilitarian 

and positivist analysis tends to obscure. Every restriction on voluntary exchange involves some 

degree of coercion. Every tariff, quota, licensing requirement, or trade barrier limits the ability of 

individuals to engage peacefully with one another on terms of their own choosing. State 

economic management is not merely a technical intervention with calculable costs and benefits, 

but a transfer of decision-making authority from individuals to political institutions. This transfer 

should never be taken lightly, as it entails a transfer of moral agency from the individual to the 

state. 
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Free trade rests upon the recognition that individuals possess the right to dispose of their 

property, enter into voluntary agreements, and cooperate peacefully with others. The statist 

impulse to control exchange subordinates these rights to political goals and administrative 

preferences, transforming economic relations from voluntary interactions grounded in consent 

into regulated activities subject to state approval. 

Implications for Africa 

For Africa, the implications of this analysis are especially significant. The continent continues 

to suffer enormously from centralized economic planning, state-directed development strategies, 

bureaucratic overreach, autocratic governments, and interventionist policies imported from 

Western statist traditions. Many postcolonial governments adopted economic nationalism and 

socialism, which promised development but resulted in authoritarianism, stagnation, dependency, 

and instability. These outcomes are not failures of implementation but rather the inevitable 

consequences of prioritizing political direction over voluntary cooperation. 

The lesson is not that Africa requires more sophisticated economic management, 

better-trained technocrats, more carefully designed industrial policy, and more authoritarian 

governments. The lesson is that prosperity emerges when individuals are free to cooperate, 

innovate, specialize, and exchange within a framework of structural justice that protects rather 

than restricts that freedom. 

The Africonomics case for free trade categorically rejects the statist desire to control 

exchange. It affirms that economic order is not something governments create through coercive 

management but something human beings create through voluntary cooperation. Prosperity is 

not an outcome of administrative design, however well-intentioned or technically sophisticated, 

but the natural and reliable consequence of free enterprise, peaceful exchange, sound money, and 

unwavering respect for human dignity and agency. 

4.3. Trade Restrictions as a Form of Structural Violence 

Protectionism is typically presented as a defensive measure designed to protect domestic 

industries, preserve employment, and promote national prosperity. The language itself is 

revealing. Tariffs, quotas, licensing requirements, and regulatory barriers are described as forms of 

“protection,” creating the impression that governments are shielding their citizens from 

economic harm. This characterization is false and misleading. It obscures a more profound, 

troubling reality. 
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Protectionism is not protection. It is institutionalized coercion against peaceful exchange. 

As established in The Structural Violence of Socialist Systems: An Africonomics Refutation of Socialism 

and Coercive Governance (Tacanho, 2026), structural violence is an Africonomics concept referring 

to violence embedded in the institutional design of social, economic, and political systems, rather 

than manifested through episodic acts of individual brutality. This violence is institutionalized and 

normalized—exerted through laws, institutions, and policies rather than overt physical force—yet 

it is no less real, destructive, or morally unacceptable than direct coercion. It is systemic 

aggression built into the structures through which societies organize power, allocate resources, 

and enforce compliance, operating continuously through the routine functioning of institutions 

rather than through exceptional or overt acts of force. 

Trade restrictions exemplify this concept. They constitute structural violence because they 

interfere with the natural right of individuals to cooperate voluntarily for mutual benefit. Every 

trade restriction involves the threat or use of coercion. If two individuals wish to exchange goods 

voluntarily across a political border, a tariff prevents or penalizes that exchange. If a producer 

wishes to purchase inputs from abroad at a lower price, quotas restrict access. If an entrepreneur 

seeks to import goods to serve customers, licensing requirements may prohibit or delay the 

transaction. In each case, peaceful cooperation is obstructed not by market forces or genuine 

wrongdoing, but by political intervention backed by the coercive power of the state. 

The Mechanisms of Institutionalized Coercion 

Tariffs are perhaps the most visible mechanism. A tariff is a tax imposed on voluntary 

exchange. Though justified as protecting domestic producers, its burden falls on consumers, 

entrepreneurs, and businesses who face higher costs and fewer choices. The state artificially raises 

the prices of goods because political authorities have determined that certain economic outcomes 

are preferable to those that free exchange would produce, not because the exchange itself is 

unjust, fraudulent, or harmful. Individuals are thereby compelled to bear costs they did not 

choose, in order to advance goals they may not share and from which they derive no benefit. 

Quotas function through a related mechanism. Instead of taxing exchanges, they directly 

restrict the quantity of goods that may be traded, raising prices, reducing competition, and 

granting privileged market positions to favored domestic producers. Consumers lose access to 

products they would otherwise purchase. Entrepreneurs lose opportunities for mutually beneficial 

commerce. The result is not protection but the politically enforced suppression of free exchange, 

a transfer of welfare from the many to the politically connected few. 
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Licensing barriers and import permits extend the systemic coercion further still. Individuals 

who wish to engage in peaceful commerce are required to obtain administrative approval before 

conducting economic activity that violates no one’s rights. Trade ceases to be a natural exercise of 

human agency and becomes a privilege conditionally granted by political institutions. Economic 

freedom is replaced by bureaucratic permission, and those with political connections navigate 

these repressive systems far more easily than smaller businesses and independent entrepreneurs, 

who face disproportionate and often prohibitive obstacles. 

Regulatory protectionism achieves the same outcome through more sophisticated and less 

visible means. Governments impose technical standards, certification requirements, compliance 

obligations, and local-content rules that disproportionately burden foreign competitors, often 

under the justification of safety, environmental protection, or quality assurance. While such 

justifications are sometimes legitimate, these measures often serve as hidden trade barriers that 

shield domestic interests from competition while maintaining the appearance of neutral 

regulatory procedures. The effect is identical to more overt restrictions: voluntary exchange is 

suppressed through institutional mechanisms rather than allowed to proceed through free market 

competition. 

The Moral Problem 

The moral problem with such policies is profound and cannot be resolved through economic 

analysis alone. Trade restrictions assume that political authorities possess the right to prevent 

peaceful individuals from exchanging value with one another; a presumption that subordinates 

human agency to state control and replaces consent with coercion as the governing principle of 

economic life. Individuals are denied the freedom to decide what to buy, sell, produce, or 

consume, not because they have violated the rights of others, but because the state seeks to 

engineer economic outcomes that free exchange would not otherwise produce. 

This is why protectionism must be understood as economic violence and as a violation of 

structural justice. It treats individuals as instruments of state economic policy rather than as 

sovereign moral agents entitled to dispose of their own property and labor as they see fit. 

Producers are granted privileges at the expense of consumers. Political interests are elevated 

above voluntary cooperation. The state substitutes its political judgment and agenda for the 

decisions of free individuals acting on their knowledge and in pursuit of their legitimate ends. 

For Africa, the consequences of statist structural violence have been particularly severe and 

historically compounding. Colonial powers fragmented the continent through artificial borders, 
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customs regimes, and trade restrictions deliberately designed to disrupt longstanding free trade 

networks and subordinate African economies to imperial control and extraction. Postcolonial 

governments retained, and in many cases even expanded, the colonial-era barriers and repressive 

measures instead of dismantling them. As a result, Africa has some of the lowest levels of 

intra-continental trade in the world—a tragic waste of the continent’s enormous potential for 

mutual prosperity through specialization and exchange. 

Entrepreneurs across Africa face bureaucratic obstacles when trading with neighboring 

countries that share borders, cultural ties, and centuries-old commercial relationships. Goods 

encounter tariffs and customs delays that would be unthinkable within an integrated economic 

union. Regulatory fragmentation increases costs, discourages investment, and suppresses the 

free-market economic integration that can liberate and transform the continent. The result is 

institutionalized structural violence that suppresses opportunity, hampers prosperity, and 

perpetuates the very fragmentation that colonialism imposed and that African sovereignty 

requires overcoming. 

The Africonomics Alternative 

Africonomics exposes and rejects the Western consequentialist, statist, and protectionist 

paradigm. It affirms that peaceful exchange is not a privilege granted by governments but a 

natural expression of human agency, dignity, and voluntary cooperation. Individuals possess the 

natural right to exchange the fruits of their work with others, provided they do so honestly and 

with consent. Institutions should therefore facilitate trade rather than obstruct it, protect 

exchange rather than restrict it, and uphold justice rather than enforce politically motivated 

economic favoritism. 

Trade restrictions are portrayed as acts of national defense and economic prudence. In reality, 

they are institutionalized coercion against peaceful human interaction, functioning as mechanisms 

of state control and extraction rather than as instruments of legitimate protection. They restrict 

liberty, undermine prosperity, and violate the principles of voluntary cooperation upon which a 

structurally just, civilized social order and genuine human flourishing depend. 

Protectionism is not protection. It is structural violence against human dignity, liberty, and 

agency—and its dismantling is a prerequisite for a free, integrated, and prosperous Africa. 
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4.4. Protectionism, Statism, and Systemic Corruption 

Protectionism is presented as a policy designed to strengthen domestic industries and promote 

national prosperity. In practice, protectionist systems do not function as neutral instruments of 

economic development. Once governments acquire the power to determine who may trade, what 

may be traded, under what conditions, and at what cost, economic activity becomes progressively 

state-controlled and politicized. The result is not only economic distortion and dysfunction but 

also systemic corruption. 

The relationship between state-controlled commerce and systemic corruption is not 

accidental. It is a direct and inescapable consequence of statism itself. Whenever political 

authorities possess discretionary power over economic exchange, individuals and organizations 

have strong incentives to influence, capture, and manipulate that power for private gain. Tariffs, 

quotas, subsidies, licensing regimes, import permits, regulatory exemptions, and industrial policies 

all create opportunities for political favoritism and corruption, because governments must decide 

which industries deserve protection, which businesses qualify for subsidies, which firms receive 

permits, and which products face restriction. These decisions are rarely made neutrally or 

objectively. They generate a continuous and intensifying struggle among competing interest 

groups seeking political advantages. 

Protectionism transforms economic success from a function of service and productivity into a 

function of political access and influence. Entrepreneurs increasingly devote resources to 

lobbying rather than innovation. Businesses seek regulatory privileges rather than competitive 

excellence. Industries demand protection rather than pursuing efficiency. Economic actors 

compete for political favor rather than consumer trust. Over time, political connections become 

more valuable than productive capacity, and the entire structure of incentives governing 

economic life is inverted, shifting from service to extraction. 

This dynamic is especially destructive because it undermines the moral foundations of 

commerce. In a free-market system, prosperity is achieved by creating value for others: producers 

succeed by serving consumers more effectively than their competitors, and wealth creation is 

directly linked to voluntary exchange and mutual benefit. Under statist-protectionist systems, 

prosperity increasingly depends on securing privileges from political authorities. Economic 

rewards become detached from productive contribution and linked instead to bureaucratic 

discretion. Wealth is no longer earned through serving others but through navigating 

administrative systems and cultivating political relationships. 
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This process creates what economists describe as rent-seeking behavior. But from the 

Africonomics perspective, the problem goes beyond economic inefficiency. Protectionism 

institutionalizes systemic corruption and structural injustice by allowing some groups to benefit 

at the direct expense of others through political coercion. Consumers pay higher prices. 

Entrepreneurs face artificial barriers. Competitors are excluded from markets they could 

otherwise serve. Resources are misallocated. Innovation slows. Productivity declines. This 

systemic corruption and harm occur not through free market processes but through state 

intervention and management of economic life. 

The corruption caused by protectionism is not limited to financial misconduct or bribery in 

the narrow sense. It is systemic corruption, a corruption of institutional incentives themselves, 

embedded in the structures of the system rather than confined to the misconduct of particular 

individuals. The entire statist-protectionist arrangement cultivates centralized control and 

encourages dependence on political power. Economic actors learn that influencing the 

government can be more profitable than serving consumers. Bureaucracies gain incentives to 

expand their authority. Politicians gain opportunities to distribute favors in exchange for political 

support. Regulatory systems become vehicles for repressive control and privilege rather than 

instruments of justice. 

The result is a self-reinforcing cycle of institutional decay. Protectionist policies create 

economic distortions. These distortions create demands for additional interventions to correct 

them. New state interventions create further opportunities for favoritism and privilege. 

Autocratic state control expands while voluntary, free-market processes become increasingly 

constrained and repressed. This is why modern economic life has become entirely subordinated 

to political management—and corruption, far from being an aberration within the 

statist-protectionist system, is one of its structural features. 

This pattern is starkly evident across many postcolonial states, where protectionist policies are 

frequently justified in the name of development, industrialization, or economic sovereignty. 

Instead of fostering broad-based prosperity, such policies have consistently produced politically 

connected business classes, inefficient state-supported industries, bureaucratic expansion, and 

persistent corruption. The beneficiaries have typically been narrow political and economic elites, 

while consumers, workers, families, and independent entrepreneurs bear the costs. 

Africa’s experience offers extensive evidence of this phenomenon. Import licensing systems, 

state monopolies, foreign exchange controls, industrial subsidies, and protectionist regulations 
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have created continuous opportunities for political patronage while discouraging 

entrepreneurship and innovation. Instead of nurturing competitive and resilient industries, these 

statist policies have entrenched dependence on government support and administrative 

discretion, producing stagnation, fragility, and elite capture that protectionist policy claimed it 

would prevent. 

The Philosophical Root and the Africonomics Response 

The fundamental problem is philosophical, not technical or administrative. Protectionism 

assumes that governments should direct economic outcomes. Once this premise is accepted, 

political power becomes intertwined with economic opportunity. As a result, corruption becomes 

an inherent part of the system that cannot be eradicated by better governance. That is because 

the discretionary power granted to political authorities through protectionism is exactly what 

fosters corruption. 

Africonomics repudiates the premise that governments should direct economic outcomes. It 

recognizes that justice and prosperity are most effectively advanced when economic relations are 

governed by voluntary exchange rather than political privilege. Free trade limits opportunities for 

corruption precisely because it reduces the discretionary power on which corruption depends, 

thereby constraining governments’ ability to grant favors, allocate privileges, and manipulate 

commerce for political purposes. This does not eliminate human imperfection. No institutional 

arrangement can. But it aligns incentives far more closely with productive service, 

entrepreneurship, and peaceful cooperation than any system of state coercion and political 

discretion can achieve. 

Protectionism should also be understood as a mechanism through which the state expands its 

power over commercial activities. It creates institutional conditions that encourage favoritism, 

dependency, privilege, and systemic corruption. The more governments control commercial life, 

the stronger the incentive to seek political power becomes. When economic success relies more 

on political favor than on providing valuable goods and services, corruption becomes deeply 

embedded in the fabric of society. 

Thus, the Africonomics case for free trade is also a case against systemic corruption. By 

reducing the opportunities for political favoritism and restoring the primacy of voluntary 

exchange, free trade simultaneously strengthens economic prosperity and structural justice and 

addresses the root institutional cause of corruption. 
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Protectionism promises protection. In reality, it generates dependency, favoritism, and 

corruption; the inescapable consequence of any system that places voluntary exchange under 

political control. 

 

5. The Western Contradiction on Free Trade 

The contemporary debate over free trade is marked by a profound contradiction. Western 

governments have long portrayed themselves as champions of open markets, liberalized 

commerce, and the free movement of goods, services, and capital. International institutions 

established or heavily influenced by Western imperial states have consistently promoted trade 

liberalization as a cornerstone of economic development and global prosperity. Yet the historical 

and contemporary record reveals a very different reality. 

Instead of consistently practicing free trade, Western states have consistently practiced 

protectionism, industrial planning, trade discrimination, sanctions, and economic coercion 

whenever these policies served their geopolitical or domestic interests. Free trade has been 

defended as a universal principle while simultaneously being adhered to only nominally and 

suspended whenever political expediency demanded otherwise. This contradiction is not 

incidental. It reflects the philosophical foundations of the Western paradigm. 

As examined in The Western Consequentialist Paradigm: Statism, Darwinian Anthropology, and the Logic 

of Domination (Tacanho, 2026), the Western order is grounded not in principled commitments to 

justice, liberty, or peaceful cooperation but in consequentialist reasoning, state power, and a 

Darwinian conception of international relations. Within such a framework, economic policy is 

governed by calculations of national interest, strategic advantage, and geopolitical dominance. 

Consequently, trade is treated as an instrument of statecraft and domination, rather than as a 

natural expression of peaceful human relations.  

5.1. Free Trade Rhetoric, Protectionist Reality 

The history of Western economic development reveals a pattern that the contemporary free 

trade rhetoric of Western governments and institutions consistently obscures: many of today’s 

most advanced economies industrialized behind substantial protective barriers. Tariffs, subsidies, 

import restrictions, preferential procurement policies, and extensive state involvement played 
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decisive roles in their development, long before these same nations began championing trade 

liberalization as a universal principle to be imposed on the world. 

This pattern did not end once Western economies matured. Even while advocating trade 

liberalization internationally—often as a condition of development assistance or institutional 

membership imposed on poorer nations—Western governments have continued to protect 

politically influential sectors of their own economies through precisely the mechanisms they 

discourage elsewhere. 

Agriculture provides perhaps the clearest and most consequential example. Large-scale 

agricultural subsidies, price supports, and import restrictions remain pervasive across so-called 

developed economies, particularly in the United States and the European Union. These policies 

artificially enhance the competitiveness of domestic producers while severely limiting market 

access for agricultural exporters from developing countries, including many African nations, 

whose comparative advantage lies in the agricultural sector that Western protectionism most 

aggressively forecloses. The resulting distortions reduce, often decisively, the opportunities for 

producers who could otherwise compete successfully and beneficially in truly open markets. This 

is a deliberate choice of Western agricultural policy. It is a systemic transfer of opportunity from 

the developing world to politically protected Western producers, conducted under the rhetorical 

banner of free trade. 

This pattern extends beyond agriculture. Numerous other industries similarly benefit from 

tariffs, anti-dumping measures, local-content requirements, technical standards, and regulatory 

barriers that effectively restrict foreign competition while maintaining the public appearance of 

commitment to open markets. The technical sophistication of these barriers, which include 

certification requirements, environmental standards, and safety regulations, often serves to 

disguise their protectionist function, making them more difficult to identify and challenge than 

the more visible tariffs and quotas of earlier eras, even as their economic effect remains 

substantively the same. 

This contradiction has become increasingly visible and increasingly acknowledged in recent 

years. Growing geopolitical tensions have produced renewed tariff wars, expansive industrial 

policy initiatives, strategic subsidies, and growing rhetorical appeals to “economic security” and 

“strategic autonomy.” Governments that for decades promoted globalization as an unqualified 

good now increasingly advocate reshoring, friend-shoring, and selective protectionism. They 

often invoke the infant-industry and strategic-industry arguments examined in section 4.1, now 

26 



Policy Paper No. 001/2026 

applied to the very economies that once dismissed these arguments when raised by developing 

nations seeking to protect their own emerging industries. 

These developments reveal an important and consistent reality: the Western order has never 

embraced free trade as a principled commitment. It has instead practiced selective liberalization, 

supporting open markets where doing so serves Western economic and strategic advantage, while 

retaining, exercising, and expanding state control whenever political or geopolitical goals require 

it. Free trade has functioned less as a universal principle than as a policy instrument deployed 

selectively in the service of Western hegemonic interests, with its costs disproportionately borne 

by developing economies, including those in Africa, which have been pressured to liberalize their 

markets while facing continued restrictions in the markets that matter most to their export 

potential. 

This duplicity reflects the consequentialist character of the Western paradigm, in which ethical 

principles are based on outcomes rather than being objective and binding. Free trade is 

championed when it advances Western political and economic interests and abandoned without 

hesitation when it does not. There is no principled commitment to voluntary exchange as a moral 

good in itself; only a strategic calculation of when openness serves power and when restriction 

serves it better. 

From the Africonomics perspective, this inconsistency does more than expose Western 

hypocrisy and duplicity. It undermines the moral foundation of commerce by treating trade as an 

instrument of statecraft and domination rather than as the expression of peaceful human 

cooperation that free trade actually is. The failure is not a failure of free trade as a principle. It is 

the failure of the West to ever genuinely commit to a principle it has spent decades prescribing to 

others. 

5.2. Trade as an Instrument of Power 

The contradiction goes beyond tariffs and subsidies. Within the Western-dominated 

international system, trade has long been used as an instrument of geopolitical power. Economic 

sanctions, financial restrictions, export controls, investment prohibitions, secondary sanctions, 

technology restrictions, and conditional access to international payment systems are routinely 

deployed to coerce the behavior of other states. Commerce has become an extension of foreign 

policy; markets have become instruments of strategic competition; and economic relations have 

become conditional upon political alignment rather than mutual benefit. 
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This corrupt transformation fundamentally alters the nature of trade. Instead of promoting 

peaceful cooperation among peoples and nations, trade becomes dominated by considerations of 

power, hegemony, and coercion. This approach embodies the consequentialist and statist logic 

that the Principled Paradigm of Africonomics rejects across every institutional domain. 

As the Africonomics Theory of International Relations has demonstrated, a civilized 

international order cannot be built on systems that weaponize economic interdependence. When 

trade is used as a means of patronage, control, and coercion, it ceases to be a mechanism for 

mutual benefit and becomes another tool of domination. Its underlying logic is similar to that of 

military and political strategies of imperial control, even if its outward appearance may differ. 

The contemporary international monetary system illustrates this dynamic with particular 

clarity. It enables powerful states, particularly the United States as the ruling hegemon, to exert 

extraordinary influence over global commerce through reserve currency dominance, control over 

international payment infrastructure, extraterritorial financial regulation, sanctions enforcement, 

and command over key financial institutions. Access to global finance increasingly relies not on 

traditional commercial factors like creditworthiness, productive capacity, and market demand, but 

rather on geopolitical relationships and alignment with the dominant powers. 

Economic participation is conditional. Financial inclusion is political. Trade is subject to 

administrative and strategic interventions that can be initiated, expanded, or withdrawn based on 

the calculations of the states that control the financial infrastructure—calculations that are often 

entirely independent of the conduct, rights, or interests of the nations and individuals whose 

economic lives are affected. 

The monetary aggression of the fiat dollar system is a form of structural violence: the use of 

monetary and financial systems to coerce, punish, or control nations and peoples who have not 

initiated force against anyone. It is aggression conducted through technical and administrative 

means rather than military ones. But it remains aggression nonetheless, and its victims are 

disproportionately developing nations that lack the financial infrastructure, reserve-currency 

status, or geopolitical leverage to insulate themselves from its harmful effects. 

The promise of economic interdependence has long held that nations bound together by 

mutual commercial benefit would have less incentive to engage in conflict. The Western 

weaponization of trade and finance inverts this promise entirely. Instead of reducing conflict, 

economic interdependence has become another arena within which geopolitical competition is 

conducted, a vector of coercion rather than a foundation of peace, because the underlying 
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commitment to voluntary exchange and nonaggression that would make economic 

interdependence genuinely pacifying has never been honored by the states that control the 

system. 

This is a destructive consequence of treating trade as an instrument of statecraft and 

hegemony rather than as the expression of peaceful human cooperation that free trade is. A 

system of exchange grounded in nonaggression cannot be weaponized, because its very 

legitimacy depends on the absence of coercion. A system of exchange grounded in strategic 

calculation will be weaponized whenever weaponization serves the interests of those who control 

it, and this is what the international economic order has become. The path beyond this corrupt 

and tyrannical dynamic does not lie in further geopolitical maneuvering within the existing statist 

order. It lies in the fundamentally different alternative that Africonomics proposes: trade based 

on voluntary exchange, sound money insulated from state manipulation, and international 

relations governed by nonaggression and justice. 

5.3. The Politicization of Commerce 

The weaponization of trade examined in the preceding section is one expression of a broader, 

more pervasive process: the politicization of commerce itself. 

Commerce should be based on voluntary exchanges between individuals and enterprises that 

seek mutual benefit. However, in the Western system, commercial relationships have increasingly 

become dependent on political considerations unrelated to the legitimacy or mutual benefit of 

these exchanges. Access to markets is often contingent on alignment with dominant powers. 

Investment flows are influenced more by geopolitical goals than by productive opportunities. 

Technology transfers are restricted for strategic reasons that are unrelated to the justice of the 

underlying transaction. Export controls are imposed not because a specific transaction is 

fraudulent or harmful, but rather because it poses political challenges to the interests of those 

who control the relevant markets and infrastructure. As a result, commercial relations now 

require diplomatic approval, and economic freedom has been subordinated to state control. 

As examined in Global Apartheid: The Western Order as a System of Racial Hierarchy and Domination 

(Tacanho, 2026), the politicization of commerce forms part of a broader international hierarchy. 

In this hierarchical system, economic relations are determined more by power imbalances than by 

sovereign equality. Market access, investment, finance, technology, and trade opportunities have 

become mechanisms for exercising imperial power and maintaining structural dependency. These 
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mechanisms are not neutral means of mutual benefit available to all nations; instead, they are 

shaped by the countries’ positions within the global power structure. 

The result is not a free international trading system but a centrally managed global economy in 

which political power, not voluntary consent or productive merit, increasingly dictates 

commercial opportunities. This is the precise inversion of what trade is meant to be. This 

represents a fundamental corruption and inversion of what trade is meant to be. 

From the Africonomics perspective, the Western politicization of commerce and the global 

economy constitutes a destructive systemic corruption and a departure from the moral purpose 

of trade as established in this paper. Trade should unite peoples rather than divide them, because 

it is grounded in recognizing mutual benefit despite differences, not in calculating relative 

advantage. Commerce should reduce incentives for conflict rather than become a battlefield, 

because voluntary exchange aligns the interests of participants instead of pitting them against one 

another. Markets should facilitate peaceful cooperation instead of geopolitical coercion, because 

their legitimacy rests on consent, not power. Economic relationships should develop from 

voluntary agreement rather than political conditionality, because anything less subordinates 

human agency to the strategic calculations of those who control political and financial power. 

The contemporary international order systematically violates each of these principles. It has 

transformed an institution capable of uniting humanity in mutual prosperity into an instrument 

that entrenches the very hierarchy, hostility, and domination that natural-moral law prohibits. 

The Africonomics conception of free trade differs fundamentally from the prevailing 

consequentialist, statist, and Darwinian paradigm. It rejects protectionism; it rejects the 

weaponization of commerce; and it rejects, with equal force, the broader politicization of 

commerce—the economic nationalism that fragments markets along artificial political lines, and 

the geopolitical strategy that subordinates peaceful exchange to power politics and strategic 

calculation. 

In their place, Africonomics affirms a principled framework grounded in natural-moral law, 

nonaggression, sovereign equality, and voluntary cooperation. Under this framework, trade is 

conducted between sovereign equals rather than between dominant and subordinate nations. 

Access to markets, finance, and technology is governed by productive merit and mutual consent, 

not political alignment. And the international economic order ceases to function as an extension 

of racial and geopolitical hierarchy, becoming instead what it was always meant to be: a 

framework for the peaceful and mutually beneficial coordination of human effort across borders. 
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Trade should never be an instrument of domination. It should be an instrument of peace. 

Only when commerce is liberated from protectionism, coercion, and geopolitical manipulation 

can it fulfill its proper civilizational role as one of humanity’s greatest mechanisms for prosperity, 

voluntary cooperation, and genuine human flourishing. This liberation is a prerequisite for the 

civilized global order envisioned by the Principled Paradigm of Africonomics. 

 

6. Colonialism and the Fragmentation of African Markets 

One of the greatest obstacles to African prosperity is the artificial fragmentation of Africa’s 

economic space. The continent that possesses some of the world’s greatest productive potential 

and richest natural endowments remains one of the least economically integrated regions on 

earth. This paradox is not accidental; it is by design. It is the enduring legacy of colonialism and 

its continuation through neocolonial institutional arrangements. 

The prevailing narrative frequently portrays Africa’s fragmented markets as a consequence of 

geography, ethnic diversity, or the failure of African states to cooperate. While these factors may 

influence particular circumstances, they obscure the underlying historical and contemporary 

reality. Africa’s economic fragmentation was deliberately engineered through colonial conquest 

and subsequently reinforced by postcolonial political and economic systems based on Western 

statist models.  

As discussed in Mineral Fixation by Design: How the West Engineered Africa’s Resource Dependency and 

Economic Underdevelopment (Tacanho, 2025), colonialism was not simply territorial occupation. It 

was the systematic restructuring of African economies to serve external interests. Instead of 

fostering regional integration, diversified production, and economic prosperity, colonial regimes 

reorganized African economies around the extraction and export of raw materials to European 

industries. 

The goal was not African prosperity. It was Western prosperity and hegemony. 
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6.1. Africa Before Colonial Fragmentation 

Contrary to entrenched misconceptions, precolonial Africa was not economically isolated or 

organized around subsistence production disconnected from broader systems of exchange. Long 

before European colonization, African societies sustained extensive and sophisticated commercial 

networks that connected people across the continent and beyond. 

The Trans-Saharan trade routes linked West Africa with North Africa and the Mediterranean 

world for centuries, carrying gold, salt, textiles, and knowledge across vast desert distances 

through networks of trust, credit, and reciprocal obligation. The Indian Ocean trade connected 

East African city-states with Arabia, Persia, India, and broader Asia, integrating the Swahili coast 

into one of history’s most enduring transregional commercial systems. River systems, caravan 

routes, pastoral networks, and regional markets facilitated the continuous movement of gold, salt, 

iron, textiles, livestock, agricultural products, manufactured goods, and ideas across distances that 

rivaled the commercial reach of any contemporary civilization. 

These exchanges were never merely commercial in the narrow sense. They fostered cultural 

interaction, technological diffusion, political cooperation, and peaceful relations among 

communities that might otherwise have had little contact. In precolonial Africa, trade was a 

natural outcome of the organic development of African civilization, shaped by local conditions. 

Commerce arose from voluntary exchanges among communities seeking mutual benefit, rather 

than through centralized political planning or external imposition. This organic economic 

integration existed for many centuries before colonial rule, which dismantled these established 

trading practices. 

As noted in The Philosophical Structure of Africonomics: A Principled Framework for African Sovereignty 

and Prosperity (Tacanho, 2025), African polities were historically active participants in commerce, 

both locally and across vast transregional networks. The Trans-Saharan trade routes, the Swahili 

coast trading cities, the Hausa city-states, the kingdoms of Mali and Ghana, and the mercantile 

centers of Great Zimbabwe represent only a few of the sophisticated economic systems that 

African societies developed. These systems were grounded in property ownership, voluntary 

exchange, and free enterprise. These societies traded gold, salt, textiles, livestock, iron, and 

countless other commodities, using diverse and well-developed forms of money to facilitate 

exchange across cultural and linguistic boundaries. 

Markets within African kingdoms and polities were typically open, free, decentralized, and 

integrated into the fabric of social life. Economic activity was not centrally planned, 
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technocratically managed, or bureaucratically imposed from above. It was governed by property 

ownership, custom, mutual trust, social bonds, and moral responsibility. Commercial disputes 

were settled primarily through community assemblies, customary arbitration, and other peaceful 

mechanisms based on social accountability rather than coercive state enforcement. 

The scholarship of economist and economic historian George Ayittey provides decisive 

documentation of this reality. Ayittey’s work conclusively demonstrates that Africa’s economic 

heritage comprises free markets, free enterprise, and voluntary trade systems, not the socialist or 

collectivist arrangements that postcolonial statist ideology has projected onto Africa’s precolonial 

past to legitimize its centralizing ambitions. In his foundational book Indigenous African 

Institutions (1991), Ayittey examines the economic, social, and political systems of precolonial 

Africa in detail, providing essential clarity on the institutional arrangements that governed the 

continent before European imperial regimes disrupted them and imposed the statist, centralized, 

and autocratic governance systems that continue to characterize the continent today. 

This history is important for reasons that go beyond historical accuracy. It provides empirical 

evidence that the free-market principles advocated by Africonomics are not foreign impositions 

to be justified against an alleged tradition of collectivism in Africa. Instead, these principles 

represent a recovery and articulation of Africa’s own economic heritage. This heritage was 

disrupted by colonialism and further suppressed by the statist models adopted after 

independence. Yet it remains a valuable resource for rebuilding free, integrated, and prosperous 

economies across Africa. 

6.2. Colonial Borders and Economic Disruption 

Colonialism fundamentally transformed and corrupted the African economic landscape, not 

as an incidental byproduct of conquest, but as a deliberate restructuring of African economic 

geography and governance to serve imperial interests. 

The partition of Africa divided historically interconnected commercial regions into numerous 

artificial political units. These boundaries were determined by European geopolitical negotiations 

in Berlin, rather than reflecting the economic, cultural, or commercial realities of Africa. 

Communities that had engaged in trade for generations—sharing language, customs, and 

commercial relationships—suddenly found themselves separated by colonial borders that 

disrupted their established economic networks. 
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Commercial infrastructure was reshaped by this disruption. Trade routes that once connected 

African producers to local and regional markets in Africa were redirected towards European 

ports. Railways were built not to integrate African economies but to transport minerals and 

agricultural products from inland extraction areas to coastal export terminals, where these goods 

were shipped to European industries with maximum efficiency. The infrastructure of colonial 

Africa was designed for extraction rather than integration. This has had lasting effects on the 

continent’s transportation networks, making it often easier to ship goods from an African capital 

to Europe than to a neighboring African capital just a few hundred kilometers away. 

This infrastructural reorientation was accompanied by a comprehensive restructuring of 

African production itself. Economic activity became increasingly specialized around a narrow 

range of export commodities demanded by European industry, such as cash crops, minerals, and 

raw materials extracted with minimal local processing. Manufacturing was actively discouraged, 

both through explicit colonial policy and through the incentives of an economy organized around 

raw-material exports. Regional value chains that might have connected African producers, 

processors, and markets were disrupted or never permitted to develop. Industrial diversification 

was systematically neglected in favor of the narrow specialization required by extraction. African 

economies became structurally dependent on exporting raw materials while importing the 

manufactured goods that those same raw materials, processed elsewhere, eventually became. 

The colonial economy was never an integrated African economy. It was a collection of 

externally oriented extraction enclaves, economically disconnected from one another, structurally 

connected to European metropoles, and arranged to serve imperial prosperity and hegemony 

rather than African development. This is a structural inheritance that postcolonial African 

economies received at independence, and it is one that continental integration, as Africonomics 

envisions it, must finally overcome. 

6.3. Neocolonial Trade Structures 

Political independence did not fundamentally alter the economic structures established by 

colonialism. Although colonial regimes formally departed, the statist institutional architecture of 

centralization and dependency remained intact. Most African states inherited colonial borders, 

colonial administrative systems, colonial monetary arrangements, colonial legal frameworks, and 

export-oriented economic structures designed for centralized control and extraction rather than 

for development and prosperity. These structures, instead of being dismantled, were, in most 

cases, preserved and, in some, actively reinforced. 
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Political sovereignty without economic sovereignty has left the underlying relations of 

dependency and subordination substantially unchanged. Many African economies continue to 

rely heavily on the export of unprocessed commodities while importing higher-value 

manufactured products, now sustained through institutional mechanisms rather than direct 

colonial control. International financial institutions, reserve-currency dependence, external debt 

entrapment, unequal trade relationships, and state-centered development models have reinforced 

this pattern, producing autocratic governance, chronic instability, vulnerability to fluctuations in 

external demand, volatile commodity prices, and persistent underdevelopment. 

The Colonial Logic and Its Postcolonial Continuation 

As established in Mineral Fixation by Design (Tacanho, 2025), colonial infrastructure, taxation, 

and governance systems were deliberately designed to support the Western extractivist logic. 

Railways connected mines to ports, not communities to markets. Schools produced clerks for 

colonial administration, not entrepreneurs or innovators. Native industries were stifled or 

dismantled outright. Value-added production was systematically discouraged. Every dimension of 

colonial policy was calibrated to keep African economies dependent, fragmented, and externally 

oriented—ensuring permanent reliance on colonial metropoles for manufactured goods, 

technical expertise, and financial capital. 

Economic sovereignty and local prosperity were never part of the colonial design because they 

were fundamentally antithetical to colonial objectives of continued domination. The goal was to 

subjugate populations, control markets, and extract resources; not to cultivate dignity or 

prosperity. Africans were meant to serve imperial economies, not to build their own. The 

extractivist logic and the racial hierarchy that justified it remain unchanged in the contemporary 

global economic order. 

Tragically, this coercive and extractive model persists after independence under neocolonial 

arrangements. Far from dismantling these autocratic structures, many postcolonial governments 

replicated and reinforced them, often with greater bureaucratic scale and ideological intensity 

than the colonial regimes they replaced. Under the influence of Western-trained technocrats, 

international donor institutions, and imported statist development models, the 

repressive-extractivist logic was further institutionalized rather than overcome. 

Post-independence African governments inherited and consolidated these tyrannical systems 

within a broader Western racialized, statist, and militarist global order.  
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Compounding these systemic constraints, many postcolonial governments adopted 

interventionist and protectionist economic policies imported from Western and socialist 

traditions alike. Instead of dismantling the architecture of colonial fragmentation, these policies 

frequently deepen it through tariffs, restrictive customs regimes, import licensing, foreign 

exchange controls, state monopolies, and bureaucratic barriers that obstruct intra-African 

commerce as thoroughly as colonial borders ever had. The result has been a continent with 

immense and largely untapped productive capacity, constrained at every turn by artificial, divisive, 

and repressive measures that neither geography nor culture nor African agency created. 

Fragmentation as Structural Injustice 

From the Africonomics perspective, Africa’s statist economic fragmentation is structurally 

unjust, tyrannical, and harmful. Artificial barriers and repressive measures prevent peaceful 

exchange between neighboring communities that share history, culture, and commercial relations. 

Entrepreneurs face unnecessary bureaucratic obstacles to cross-border trade for reasons 

unrelated to legitimate protection of rights. Consumers face higher prices and fewer choices than 

free trade and economic integration would provide. Capital, labor, knowledge, and innovation 

move less freely across the continent than productive cooperation requires. Entire societies are 

denied the opportunities for specialization and mutually beneficial exchanges that voluntary 

commerce, left unobstructed, would naturally create. 

This fragmentation constitutes an ongoing structural violence, as discussed in section 4.3, 

because it hinders voluntary human interactions without safeguarding any corresponding natural 

rights. Trade that should occur peacefully between consenting individuals is obstructed by 

political barriers that lack any legitimate, justice-based purpose. As a result, the prosperity that 

could naturally arise from free enterprise and voluntary cooperation is delayed, diminished, or 

entirely prevented due to institutional repression and fragmentation inherited from colonial rule 

and perpetuated by postcolonial statism. 

African Economic Integration as Civilizational Reconstruction 

The solution to Western-imposed fragmentation is not more trade agreements, nor merely the 

reduction of tariffs through technocratic negotiations. Africa requires a principled reconstruction 

of its economic order from its foundations. Genuine economic integration must rest upon a 

more profound civilizational commitment to free enterprise, free exchange, sound money, secure 

property rights, limited state interference, and unwavering respect for human dignity and agency. 
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From the Africonomics perspective, economic integration is not a technocratic project to be 

managed by trade negotiators and regional bureaucracies. It is a moral and civilizational project, 

one that seeks to restore the natural commercial relations that colonial rule and neocolonial 

statism disrupted, replacing artificial divisions with voluntary cooperation and transforming 

neighboring states from isolated and competing markets into interconnected partners in mutual 

prosperity. Most fundamentally, it enables Africans to trade first and foremost with one another, 

not because governments compel it through regional trade agreements and bureaucratic 

frameworks, but because free human beings naturally cooperate for mutual benefit once the 

institutional barriers that obstruct that cooperation are removed. 

An integrated, thriving, and sovereign Africa cannot be built upon the economic architecture 

inherited from colonialism and perpetuated by neocolonial statist dependency. It requires the 

reconstruction of African markets according to the principles of structural justice, voluntary 

exchange, and peaceful cooperation articulated throughout this paper. Only through a principled 

reconstruction of its economic order can Africa realize the immense productive potential that 

colonial fragmentation first constrained and that neocolonial dependency has, for too long, 

repressed. 

 

7. Economic Integration and the African Renaissance 

Africa’s economic transformation depends on fundamentally reconstructing the continent’s 

economic architecture, not merely on increasing trade volumes. The colonial partition of Africa 

fractured what had historically been interconnected commercial networks into dozens of 

politically separated economies. Postcolonial governments inherited and preserved this 

fragmentation through tariffs, customs regimes, regulatory barriers, visa restrictions, monetary 

divisions, and the broader architecture of comprehensive state control. The result has been one 

of the least economically integrated continents despite possessing enormous human, natural, and 

entrepreneurial potential. 

From the perspective of Africonomics, African economic integration is a civilizational project. 

It seeks to restore the natural patterns of peaceful exchange, entrepreneurship, and voluntary 

cooperation that characterized African commerce long before colonial disruption. Economic 

integration is inseparable from Africa’s reconstruction as a free, prosperous, sovereign, and 

morally grounded civilization. 
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7.1. The Economic Logic of Integration 

The case for African economic integration is straightforward. Larger markets lead to increased 

productivity. When markets expand, they allow for greater specialization, a wider division of 

labor, more dynamic competition, more efficient capital allocation, greater innovation, and larger 

economies of scale. Entrepreneurs can access larger consumer bases, while businesses can scale 

production more efficiently. This creates more investment opportunities. Consumers enjoy a 

greater variety of products, higher quality, and lower prices, benefits that fragmented markets 

cannot provide. 

Economic integration enhances capital formation in ways that fragmented economies cannot 

achieve. Investment thrives in environments where markets are predictable, accessible, and large 

enough to support long-term commitments. In contrast, fragmented markets discourage 

investment by restricting commercial opportunities, raising transaction costs at each border 

crossing, and diminishing the potential returns for entrepreneurs. As a result, investors may 

choose to direct their capital elsewhere rather than commit to productive enterprises in Africa. 

With only a few exceptions, no single African nation has a domestic market large enough to 

fully realize its productive potential across many sectors. Yet collectively, Africa represents one of 

the world’s largest and most rapidly growing markets—a demographic and economic scale that, 

properly integrated, could rival or surpass those of the world’s major economic blocs. Genuine 

economic integration transforms fragmented national economies, each constrained by its 

individually limited scale, into a continental marketplace capable of supporting industrialization, 

technological innovation, financial development, and entrepreneurial dynamism on a scale 

commensurate with Africa’s human and productive potential. 

More fundamentally, integration reflects the principle of voluntary cooperation examined 

throughout this paper. Human prosperity increases as the sphere of peaceful exchange expands, 

because every additional opportunity for voluntary cooperation is an opportunity for mutual 

benefit that artificial barriers would otherwise suppress. Artificial barriers, whether colonial in 

origin or postcolonial in design, reduce the range of mutually beneficial interactions available to 

individuals and businesses, regardless of the productive capacity, entrepreneurial ambition, or 

comparative advantage that might otherwise bring trading partners together.  

Removing repressive barriers allows society to harness dispersed knowledge, entrepreneurial 

discovery, and productive specialization at a scale that fragmentation cannot match. Economic 

integration is not merely about increasing trade flows as a statistical measure. It is about 
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expanding the sphere within which human cooperation can occur freely and, in doing so, 

expanding the scope of human flourishing that voluntary exchange makes possible. 

The case for African economic integration carries additional force once its historical context is 

properly understood. The continent has been deliberately and systematically kept 

fragmented—first through colonial partition, then through the neocolonial preservation of that 

partition—to ensure continued African subordination, suppression, and dependency within the 

Western order of global racial hierarchy and domination.   

Fragmentation was not a mere accident of geography or an unavoidable result of Africa’s 

cultural diversity. It has been, and continues to be, a structural mechanism of control. Achieving 

economic integration across Africa is essential for restoring African humanity, dignity, and 

sovereignty. This integration is the foundation upon which the broader civilizational renewal 

envisioned by Africonomics must be built. 

7.2. Intra-African Trade 

Despite significant progress in recent decades, intra-African trade remains suppressed by 

numerous institutional barriers, many inherited from colonial fragmentation, others exacerbated 

by postcolonial statism. None of these barriers reflects any genuine economic necessity or a lack 

of African entrepreneurial capacity. 

Tariffs have declined across many regions, yet customs procedures often remain slow, 

inconsistent, and bureaucratically burdensome in ways that functionally replicate the obstruction 

that tariffs once provided. Border delays increase transportation costs and discourage 

cross-border commerce that would otherwise occur readily between neighboring economies. 

Complex documentation requirements, inconsistent regulatory standards across jurisdictions, 

overlapping and uncoordinated administrative agencies, and pervasive bureaucratic inefficiency 

continue to impose costs on African entrepreneurs that bear no relationship to any legitimate 

protective or regulatory purpose. 

Visa restrictions are a particularly striking obstacle, and one that illustrates the depth of 

Africa’s continuing fragmentation. Africans often encounter greater difficulty traveling to 

neighboring African countries than to destinations far outside the continent. This circumstance 

would have been unthinkable to the merchants who traveled the precolonial trade routes 

examined in section 6.1. Entrepreneurs, investors, professionals, researchers, and ordinary 

workers face administrative barriers that unnecessarily restrict the movement of people, 
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knowledge, and commercial opportunity across a continent whose people share deep historical, 

cultural, and economic ties. 

Infrastructure constraints continue to impede integration. As noted in section 6.2, colonial 

transportation systems were primarily designed to export resources to coastal ports, rather than 

to connect African economies. Although significant investments have improved infrastructure in 

many areas over the past few decades, transportation networks remain uneven and often 

disconnected, reflecting the patterns established by extractive colonial rule. This situation 

increases the cost of regional commerce and restricts the efficient movement of goods and 

services between African markets that should naturally engage in trade with one another. 

Monetary fragmentation compounds these issues. Multiple fiat currencies, persistent 

exchange-rate volatility, payment system inefficiencies, and continued dependence on external 

reserve currencies for cross-border settlement increase transaction costs and introduce 

unnecessary uncertainty and hindrances into commerce that should be straightforward between 

neighboring economies. These monetary obstacles are the institutional residue of the colonial and 

neocolonial monetary architecture, and they cannot be resolved through customs reform alone. 

Collectively, these barriers suppress entrepreneurship, discourage specialization, reduce 

investment, and limit the natural expansion of African commerce that geography, history, and 

economic complementarity would otherwise generate. 

The problem is not a lack of entrepreneurial capacity. Africa possesses this capacity in 

abundance, as both its precolonial commercial history and its contemporary entrepreneurial 

dynamism demonstrate. The problem is that peaceful exchange between Africans continues to 

face repressive institutional obstacles; obstacles whose removal is not a matter of technocratic 

refinement but of the fundamental decolonization that genuine African economic integration 

requires. 

7.3. Beyond the AfCFTA 

The establishment of the African Continental Free Trade Area constitutes one of the most 

significant achievements in contemporary African economic policy. It reflects an important 

recognition that Africa’s long-term prosperity requires greater economic integration rather than 

continued fragmentation. By seeking to reduce tariffs, expand market access, and strengthen 

continental commerce, the AfCFTA moves Africa in the right direction and deserves recognition 

for the political will required to negotiate it. 
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However, from the Africonomics perspective, the AfCFTA is an important beginning, not a 

final destination. Its principal limitation lies in its philosophical foundations, not in its goals. 

The AfCFTA has been conceived within the prevailing Western intellectual framework that 

continues to dominate contemporary economic governance. Consequently, it reflects the 

assumptions of consequentialist, statist, and technocratic approaches to trade rather than the 

principled framework that Africonomics advances. Instead of fully embracing free trade as a 

natural expression of voluntary human cooperation, it approaches integration primarily through 

negotiated political management, administrative harmonization, regulatory coordination, and 

bureaucratic oversight. 

It is, in essence, a framework for managed trade rather than actual free trade—and this 

distinction is fundamental, not semantic. 

Managed trade assumes that governments remain the principal architects of economic 

integration. Political institutions negotiate permissible exchanges, establish administrative 

conditions, coordinate regulatory systems, and manage commercial life from above. Markets 

expand under this model, but always within frameworks designed and controlled by centralized 

authorities, whose continued discretion over the terms of exchange replicates, at a continental 

scale, the same statist assumptions that section 4 identified as the philosophical root of 

protectionism and systemic corruption. A model that grants political institutions ongoing 

authority to manage African commerce is not a decisive break from the Western statist paradigm; 

it is an extension of that paradigm, however good its stated intentions may be. 

Free trade arises from an entirely different premise. It recognizes that peaceful exchange is a 

natural right rather than a state concession to be negotiated, conditioned, and bureaucratically 

supervised. Markets do not require political management so much as institutional freedom; 

namely, the removal of barriers, the protection of property rights, and the recognition that 

economic integration emerges organically whenever individuals are permitted to exchange freely. 

This distinction reflects Africa’s own historical experience. Long before colonialism, African 

commercial networks developed without supranational bureaucracies, centralized trade 

authorities, or technocratic regulatory institutions. Trade emerged organically through 

entrepreneurship, customary institutions, mutual trust, reciprocity, and voluntary cooperation. 

Commerce expanded across the Trans-Saharan and Indian Ocean networks because people were 
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free to exchange, not because political authorities negotiated administrative frameworks to permit 

it. The AfCFTA’s managed-trade architecture, however well-intentioned, departs from Africa’s 

economic heritage of free enterprise and free trade in favor of a bureaucratic, technocratic model 

that Western economic governance has normalized as the only conceivable path to integration. 

Africonomics champions a principled approach to African integration, moving beyond merely 

incremental tariff reductions within an expanding bureaucratic structure. The aim should not be 

to lower tariffs while maintaining or expanding bureaucratic control over continental commerce. 

It should be constructing a continental economic order based on actual freedom of exchange, 

secure property rights, free enterprise, sound money, freedom of movement, and consistent 

adherence to natural-moral law. 

Economic integration should be market-led rather than bureaucracy-led. It should emerge 

from the voluntary choices made by entrepreneurs, consumers, investors, workers, and 

communities who seek mutual benefits, not from continuous political negotiations and arbitrary 

management imposed by technocratic continental institutions. This highlights the difference 

between an Africa that engages in free trade because its people have the freedom to do so, and an 

Africa that trades within constraints set and reset by political authorities. 

This analysis does not diminish the importance of the AfCFTA as a meaningful step forward. 

On the contrary, it recognizes the agreement as a significant advance toward continental 

integration, while insisting that Africa’s genuine economic integration and prosperity require 

moving beyond bureaucratically managed trade toward actual free trade grounded in Africa’s own 

economic heritage. The AfCFTA opened a door; Africonomics calls for walking fully through it. 

7.4. Economic Integration as Liberation and Civilizational Renewal 

The significance of African economic integration goes beyond economics. At its most 

fundamental level, it is a question of civilizational identity and direction. 

As noted in Africonomics and the Rebirth of Civilization: A Moral Vision for a Truly Civilized World 

(Tacanho, 2025), the longstanding narrative portraying Africa as a continent in need of 

civilization from more “advanced” societies is a product of colonial ideology rather than 

historical reality. This narrative, rooted in racism, has not only justified conquest and exploitation 

but has also obscured Africa’s civilizational depth, philosophical heritage, and moral traditions; 

traditions that predate Western claims to civilization by millennia and that the precolonial 

commercial networks embodied in practice. 
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Africonomics rebuts and inverts the prevailing narrative. It does not position Africa as a 

passive recipient of civilization defined and exported by others, but as the civilization that offers 

moral and institutional renewal to a world in profound crisis. This inversion is not symbolic. It is 

a substantive recognition that Africa possesses the moral clarity and philosophical grounding 

essential to true civilization, rather than a nominal one. The Western paradigm, which has 

claimed civilizational superiority, has demonstrably failed, as evidenced by its coercive 

governance, institutional corruption, systemic dysfunction, recurring conflict, chronic instability, 

and increasing social fragmentation across multiple indicators. 

As examined in The African Worldview: A Principled and Civilized Vision in Contrast to the Western 

Aggressive Ethos (Tacanho, 2025), the Western worldview approaches life, wealth, and human 

relations through a rivalrous, zero-sum, and violent conception, reducing human action to 

animalistic instinct and overlooking the distinctly human capacities for moral reasoning, ethical 

discernment, and the recognition of objective moral principles. The African worldview, by 

contrast, affirms the nonrivalrous and collaborative nature of human flourishing, grounding 

society in natural-moral law and the higher human faculties that the Western consequentialist, 

statist, and Darwinian paradigm systematically denies and obscures. 

The difference between the African and Western worldviews is fundamental and concrete, not 

merely abstract. It shapes institutional design, economic policy, and the entire structure of social 

and international relations. Western frameworks construct hierarchies based on race, nationality, 

and power—hierarchies that must be maintained through force, fraud, and coercive 

manipulation. The African ethos, expressed most clearly through the philosophy of Ubuntu, 

affirms the inherent humanity and dignity of every person and promotes collaborative, 

nonaggressive systems that foster peaceful relations and just governance. 

The fundamental distinction between these two worldviews has direct implications for 

economic integration. The socialist and statist economic models adopted by African governments 

after independence are foreign impositions that are fundamentally incompatible with African 

moral and economic traditions. These models, rooted in European utilitarianism, materialism, 

centralization, and coercion, disrupted longstanding free-enterprise and free-trade systems, 

criminalized informal enterprise that had thrived for generations, and concentrated power in the 

hands of predatory states. These states resemble the colonial regimes they replaced more than 

they do authentic African governance. In other words, African statism is not African; it is 

Western. 
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There is no cultural, historical, or philosophical basis for statist systems within the African 

worldview or economic heritage. The African worldview is principled and nonaggressive, 

emphasizing voluntary and peaceful relations while rejecting coercion and aggression as 

illegitimate foundations of social order. Hence, it aligns naturally with a free-market economy 

underpinned by sound money, and it stands in contrast to the coercive, confiscatory, and 

oppressive statism imported by postcolonial governments, which continues to fragment African 

economies. 

Understood through this lens, economic integration represents far more than a strategy for 

increasing trade volumes or aggregate output. It represents the reconstruction of African 

civilization on principles that affirm liberty over coercion, cooperation over domination, 

entrepreneurship over bureaucracy, and peaceful exchange over political management. African 

integration is an economic and civilizational imperative, congruent with the broader 

Africonomics project of moral and institutional reconstruction. 

An integrated Africa would not only become wealthier in conventional economic terms. It 

would demonstrate, to itself and to the world, that genuine prosperity emerges not from 

centralized state control, technocratic management, or geopolitical domination, but from free 

human beings cooperating peacefully within institutional frameworks grounded in truth, justice, 

sound money, and natural-moral law. This demonstration would have significance beyond Africa’s 

borders, presenting a principled alternative to the morally bankrupt and structurally anti-human 

Western paradigm. 

Statist systems cannot achieve African economic integration, transformation, and prosperity. 

If they could, six decades of authoritarian governments and statist experimentation since 

independence would have already achieved this goal. They have not, and they cannot, because the 

nature of statism creates centralization, dependency, and fragmentation. 

Achieving African economic sovereignty, stability, and prosperity requires abandoning 

prevailing statist models and returning to the continent’s sound money and free-market roots. 

This approach is not a nostalgic return to an unchangeable precolonial past but instead a strategic 

step toward a prosperous, sovereign, and dignified postcolonial Africa—an Africa whose 

economic integration is grounded in free cooperation, peaceful exchange, and structural justice. 
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8. Sound Money and Free Trade 

Free trade cannot fully flourish within a system of unsound money. While tariffs, quotas, and 

regulatory barriers visibly restrict commerce, monetary instability undermines trade 

silently—distorting prices, discouraging investment, increasing transaction costs, and eroding the 

trust upon which voluntary exchange depends. Sound money is therefore a foundational 

prerequisite for genuine economic integration and decentralized, broad-based prosperity. 

From the Africonomics perspective, trade and money are inseparable. Trade enables the 

voluntary exchange of goods and services; money enables that exchange to occur efficiently 

across time and distance and through increasingly complex economic relations. When money 

becomes politically manipulated, the integrity of trade is invariably compromised, regardless of 

how thoroughly tariffs and quotas have been eliminated. As established in The Africonomics Theory 

of Monetary Justice: A Refutation of Fiat Money and Fractional Reserve Banking (Tacanho, 2025), 

monetary systems should uphold justice by preserving the integrity of exchange, not by becoming 

instruments of state management, redistribution, and control. 

Monetary Fragmentation as a Barrier to Trade 

One of the least discussed obstacles to African economic integration is monetary 

fragmentation. The continent currently operates through dozens of separate national currencies, 

most of which experience persistent inflation, exchange-rate volatility, limited convertibility, and 

continued dependence on external reserve currencies. Businesses engaged in cross-border 

commerce must navigate fluctuating exchange rates, multiple payment systems, conversion costs, 

and foreign exchange restrictions that unnecessarily increase trade costs and uncertainty. For 

many small and medium-sized enterprises, these monetary barriers prove every bit as significant 

as the tariffs and customs procedures. Instead of facilitating commerce, fragmented monetary 

systems discourage investment, complicate pricing, increase financial risk, and reduce 

opportunities for the regional specialization that genuine integration requires. A truly integrated 

African economy demands not only freer movement of goods and services but a monetary 

framework that supports stable and trustworthy exchange across the continent. 

Fiat Money and Distorted Trade 

The existing international monetary system exacerbates these issues. In a fiat monetary system, 

governments and central banks have broad discretion to expand the money supply, manipulate 

interest rates, finance government spending through monetary expansion, and influence exchange 
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rates for political or macroeconomic purposes. These interventions distort the price mechanism 

upon which voluntary exchange market coordination depends. Inflation changes relative prices 

without corresponding increases in productivity, leading to further distortions. Suppressed 

interest rates promote unsustainable investments, while manipulated exchange rates affect 

international competitiveness without reflecting productive efficiency. And credit expansion fuels 

speculative activities rather than supporting productive capital formation. As a result, trade 

becomes increasingly determined by monetary policy rather than by the principles of comparative 

advantage and voluntary cooperation that should guide it. 

From the Africonomics perspective, these distortions violate monetary justice because they 

redistribute wealth through political mechanisms. Inflation quietly transfers purchasing power 

from savers to debtors, from wage earners to asset holders, and from productive sectors toward 

politically connected financial institutions. This redistribution undermines institutional trust, 

weakens long-term investment, and introduces corrosive uncertainty into commercial relations 

that sound money would otherwise stabilize. Instead of providing a stable foundation for 

exchange, fiat money transforms the monetary system into an instrument of centralized 

economic management and extraction; precisely the statist logic that section 4 identified as 

incompatible with free trade. 

Fiat money is one of the most destructive institutions imposed on the modern world. 

Engineered and institutionalized primarily by the United States as the issuer of the global reserve 

currency, fiat money has enabled systemic wealth extraction through inflation, distorted 

investment decisions worldwide, fueled state expansion and tyranny, and entrenched economic 

instability globally. Nowhere are these consequences more acutely felt than in Africa, where fiat 

currencies, inflation crises, and persistent monetary manipulation have devastated livelihoods, 

savings, and economic potential across generations. Fiat money is the central engine of tyrannical 

governance and structural injustice within contemporary statist socioeconomic systems, and 

African economic integration cannot succeed while this engine remains intact. 

The Nilar and African Economic Integration 

Africonomics proposes a fundamentally different monetary foundation. As developed in The 

Nilar: A Gold-Based Framework for African Economic Sovereignty and Prosperity (Tacanho, 2025), the 

Nilar restores monetary integrity through sound money anchored in objective value rather than 

state coercion and political discretion. For Africa, restoring economic truth, justice, and stability 

requires rejecting the fiat dollar standard and its unethical, uncivilized, and destructive monetary 
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practices. Establishing a sound monetary system tailored to African realities and aspirations is a 

moral, economic, and civilizational imperative. 

The Nilar is a gold-based currency designed to provide African economies with a stable, 

reliable, and ethically sound monetary framework. Unlike fiat currencies, which are subject to 

arbitrary manipulation, continuous debasement, and the political interests of whoever controls 

their issuance, the Nilar is grounded in honest, objective value and governed by the principles of 

truth, property ownership, voluntary exchange, and economic sovereignty. 

The significance of the Nilar goes beyond monetary stability. A sound continental currency 

would substantially reduce the transaction costs associated with cross-border trade, eliminate 

much of the uncertainty created by exchange-rate volatility, facilitate long-term investment, 

strengthen commercial confidence, and deepen regional economic integration in ways that 

customs reform alone cannot achieve. Entrepreneurs would be able to conduct business across 

African borders without the constant concern of managing currency risk and volatility. Investors 

could allocate capital with reliable certainty. Businesses would be able to plan for the long term, 

which is essential for productive enterprise. Consumers would enjoy greater price stability and the 

preservation of their purchasing power over time. Most importantly, African monetary 

sovereignty would be restored, freeing the continent’s economies from reliance on external 

reserve currencies and politically managed fiat systems that serve Western imperial interests. 

The Nilar, therefore, represents more than a monetary innovation. It forms part of the 

broader institutional architecture that supports African economic sovereignty and prosperity. It is 

a historic opportunity to break free from the cycle of authoritarianism, instability, dependency, 

and systemic exploitation that Western statist models have sustained. African policymakers face a 

moral, economic, and civilizational responsibility in this regard. Implementing a sound 

continental currency is a foundational act of liberation and restoration, laying the cornerstone for 

a sovereign, prosperous, and dignified postcolonial Africa. 

The Nilar represents a comprehensive reimagining of how African nations can organize their 

economic life on the principles of sound money, natural-moral law, and free markets—principles 

that contemporary statist-fiat systems systematically violate. It also offers Africa an opportunity 

to lead in global civilizational development. Throughout the fiat-dollar era, monetary alternatives 

have been dismissed as impractical or regressive by the very institutions whose interests the fiat 

system serves. A gold-based, regionally integrated, and ethically grounded monetary system 

would demonstrate the falsity of these claims. Africa, having suffered disproportionately under 
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Western-imposed fiat systems, is uniquely positioned to lead humanity’s transition beyond them; a 

historic reversal in which the continent most exploited by the current monetary order pioneers 

the framework for replacing it. 

The Nilar is a fundamental choice: whether African nations will accept permanent 

subordination within a fiat-dollar system designed for their exploitation or restore the monetary 

sovereignty that genuine continental integration, liberation, and flourishing require. 

Monetary Justice and Human Flourishing 

Sound money is fundamentally a question of justice. Money should reliably facilitate voluntary 

exchange rather than become an instrument of state control and political manipulation. It should 

preserve value rather than systematically erode purchasing power through continuous 

debasement. It should encourage productive investment rather than speculative conduct driven 

by artificially distorted incentives. It should strengthen trust rather than institutionalize instability 

that undermines productive enterprise and economic flourishing. 

These objectives are indispensable to free trade. Without monetary stability, free exchange 

remains perpetually vulnerable to distortion; producers cannot calculate accurately, investors 

hesitate to commit capital, entrepreneurs face unnecessary and avoidable uncertainty, and the 

productive cooperation that prosperity requires is structurally undermined. Therefore, 

Africonomics regards monetary justice as an essential pillar of economic integration, stability, and 

prosperity. 

Free trade cannot succeed without sound money. Economic integration is fragile without 

monetary integrity. Prosperity cannot be sustained without monetary justice. A free, integrated, 

and thriving Africa requires more than the elimination of tariffs or regulatory barriers; it also 

requires institutions that safeguard the integrity of exchange. These institutions should ensure 

that money, like trade, is governed by truth, justice, and objective value rather than by state 

coercion or technocratic management. 

Together, free trade and sound money provide the institutional foundations for peaceful 

cooperation, productive enterprise, capital formation, and genuine prosperity. They are 

complementary expressions of a single underlying principle: human flourishing is best advanced 

when individuals are free to cooperate within institutions grounded in the natural-moral law 

principles of truth, justice, and human dignity.  
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9. Free Trade and Human Flourishing 

The ultimate purpose of free trade is not simply to increase economic output, expand markets, 

or improve statistical indicators of growth. These are important consequences, but they are not 

its highest end. The true purpose of free trade is human flourishing: prosperity that is meaningful 

because it enables individuals, families, and communities to live lives characterized by dignity, 

liberty, peace, creativity, responsibility, and moral development. 

This distinction is fundamental, and it structures the Africonomics case for free trade. 

Much of contemporary economics evaluates trade through utilitarian measures such as gross 

domestic product, trade balances, export performance, and aggregate welfare. While these 

indicators provide useful information, they cannot capture the moral significance of trade 

examined in this paper. Trade is about human beings, not statistics. It is about enabling free 

individuals to cooperate peacefully, pursue their aspirations, serve one another through 

production and exchange, and improve their lives through voluntary interaction. 

From the Africonomics perspective, free trade is an expression of human dignity and agency. 

Every voluntary exchange recognizes the moral autonomy of the individuals involved. It affirms 

that people possess the capacity to make decisions, pursue opportunities, evaluate risks, and 

determine what they value. This stands in contrast to having politically determined outcomes 

imposed on them by coercive authorities who claim to know better. Free trade respects 

individuals’ freedom to shape their own economic lives through peaceful cooperation. In this 

way, trade is one of the clearest expressions of dignity and liberty in human societies. It enables 

individuals to transform their talents into productive enterprises, allows entrepreneurs to discover 

and pursue opportunities, permits workers to apply their skills where they are most valued, and 

empowers consumers to choose according to their preferences rather than those enforced by 

political authorities. Thus, each exchange in trade expands the sphere of human freedom. 

At the same time, free trade promotes social cooperation in ways that contradict the assertion 

that markets are inherently aggressive or adversarial. Voluntary exchange creates relationships of 

mutual dependence and mutual benefit. Producers succeed by meeting consumers’ needs, while 

businesses thrive by solving problems. Entrepreneurs create wealth by improving the lives of 

others. Commerce consistently rewards cooperation more than it does conflict. Successful 

exchange strengthens trust. Commercial relationships reinforce interdependence. Productive 

enterprise demonstrates that prosperity is created through service rather than domination. 
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Trade, therefore, performs a profoundly civilizational function. Historically, societies have 

acquired wealth through either coercion or cooperation. Empires accumulated wealth through 

conquest, slavery, tribute, confiscation, and state domination. Free societies create wealth through 

production, innovation, entrepreneurship, and voluntary exchange. Although incomplete, the 

transition from extraction to exchange is one of humanity’s greatest civilizational achievements: 

commerce replaces violence with cooperation, markets replace conquest, and mutual benefit 

replaces zero-sum rivalry as the organizing principle of human relations. 

This insight carries particular weight for Africa. The continent’s economic integration and 

prosperity cannot rest upon reproducing the rivalrous Western logic that has characterized the 

modern international order. Africa does not need to become another geopolitical competitor 

seeking advantage through protectionism, economic nationalism, or strategic domination. It 

instead has the historic opportunity to demonstrate that prosperity is most enduring when it 

arises through peaceful cooperation among free people. 

This insight is particularly important for Africa. The continent’s economic integration and 

prosperity cannot be based on replicating the rivalrous and aggressive Western logic that has 

shaped the modern international order. Africa does not need to become another imperial 

competitor that seeks advantage through protectionism, economic nationalism, or domination. 

Instead, it has a unique opportunity to demonstrate that genuine prosperity comes from 

structural justice and peaceful cooperation among free people. 

As established in Africonomics and the Rebirth of Civilization (Tacanho, 2025), Africa’s role—to 

itself and to humanity—lies not in imitating the Western paradigm but in advancing a 

fundamentally different and morally superior civilizational model: the Principled Paradigm of 

Africonomics. The Western order, grounded in consequentialism, statism, and Darwinian 

anthropology, has corrupted commerce into an instrument of state power, political manipulation, 

and international rivalry. It has subordinated trade to sanctions, protectionism, financial coercion, 

and geopolitical competition, as documented in section 5. 

Africonomics presents a fundamentally different conception of trade. Trade is not a weapon. 

It is not an instrument of domination. It is not a mechanism for securing political advantage. 

Trade is an economic expression of peaceful human relations. It enables strangers to become 

partners. It transforms diversity into specialization. It converts interdependence into prosperity. It 

strengthens genuine sovereignty because it rests on voluntary consent rather than coercive power, 
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and views sovereignty as a moral responsibility rather than as a justification for domination and 

exploitation. 

This understanding also redefines the meaning of prosperity itself. Prosperity is not simply the 

accumulation of wealth measured by aggregate statistics. It is the expansion of human 

capability—the ability of individuals to exercise responsibility, create value, support their families, 

participate meaningfully in their communities, and pursue lives of purpose and significance. 

Economic institutions should therefore be evaluated not merely by the output they generate but 

by the extent to which they respect and cultivate human dignity, liberty, agency, and peaceful 

cooperation. Free trade meets this higher, principled standard because it is based on voluntary 

exchange rather than state coercion. 

For Africa, adopting free trade is about far more than increasing exports or attracting foreign 

investment. It is about reconstructing an economic order consistent with the continent’s own 

heritage of free markets, decentralized commerce, reciprocity, and voluntary cooperation; a 

heritage disrupted by colonial and neocolonial statist structures. It is about replacing colonial 

fragmentation with continental partnership, dependency with productive enterprise, and 

bureaucratic management with entrepreneurial freedom. 

Ultimately, the Africonomics case for free trade is the case for a freer humanity. When 

individuals are allowed to cooperate peacefully across communities, regions, and nations, 

prosperity naturally expands. Innovation thrives, trust deepens, social harmony strengthens, and 

opportunities increase. African creativity, long suppressed by colonial fragmentation, neocolonial 

dependence, and postcolonial statism, is finally free to operate at the scale that Africa’s human 

and productive potential has always warranted. 

Free trade does not emerge as an economic arrangement to be negotiated and managed, but 

as a moral institution and a civilizational principle; one of the clearest manifestations of a society 

based on truth, justice, nonaggression, voluntary cooperation, and respect for human dignity. 

This is the vision that the Principled Paradigm of Africonomics offers, and it is the vision that a 

free, integrated, and sovereign Africa is uniquely positioned to demonstrate to a world whose 

prevailing paradigm cannot deliver genuine human flourishing. 

Human flourishing is the highest purpose of free trade; and the standard against which every 

institution this paper has examined, from law to money to governance to trade itself, must 

ultimately be evaluated. 
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10. The Africonomics Framework for Free Trade 

The preceding chapters have demonstrated that free trade is not merely an economic 

arrangement but a moral institution, a civilizational principle, and a natural expression of peaceful 

human relations. The question that remains is institutional, namely: what framework is necessary 

for actual free trade to flourish in practice? 

Africonomics answers this question by grounding trade within a broader natural-moral order 

of human relations. Unlike prevailing economic models, which approach trade primarily through 

efficiency calculations, geopolitical strategy, or state management, Africonomics begins with 

objective moral principles and builds economic institutions upon them. Trade is understood not 

as an end in itself but as one component of a structurally just, peaceful, and civilized social order. 

The Africonomics framework for free trade rests on six mutually reinforcing pillars. 

1. Natural-Moral Law 

Trade is morally legitimate because it arises from peaceful and voluntary cooperation between 

human beings. Individuals possess the natural freedom to exchange the fruits of their work with 

others, provided they do so honestly, peacefully, and without violating the rights of others. This 

principle precedes governments, constitutions, and international agreements. Political institutions, 

such as the state, do not create the right to trade; they merely recognize or violate it. Trade should 

therefore be governed by objective moral principles rather than state coercion and political 

expediency. Truth, justice, honesty, reciprocity, and nonaggression provide the ethical framework 

within which commerce can legitimately flourish. 

2. Human Agency and Voluntary Exchange 

Only individuals think, choose, create, innovate, and exchange. Markets are not abstract 

mechanisms but networks of purposive human interaction and social coordination. Every 

voluntary exchange recognizes the dignity and moral responsibility of the individuals involved; 

producers, consumers, entrepreneurs, workers, investors, and innovators cooperate because each 

expects to benefit through peaceful interaction. Africonomics rejects the paternalistic and 

authoritarian assumption that governments should direct commercial decisions on behalf of 

society. Human beings are moral agents capable of responsible economic choice, not objects of 

state management. The role of institutions is to protect voluntary exchange, not to replace it with 

bureaucratic direction.  
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3. Structural Justice 

Free trade cannot exist without institutions that consistently protect individual rights and 

uphold the rule of just law. Property rights must be secure, contracts must be reliably enforced, 

and fraud and coercion must be prohibited. Justice should be impartial and applied consistently, 

regardless of political connections or economic power. Markets function effectively because 

institutions consistently protect the conditions under which voluntary cooperation can occur, not 

because governments continuously intervene to correct their outcomes. Structural justice 

establishes the institutional environment within which entrepreneurship, investment, innovation, 

and trade can flourish naturally. 

4. Sound Money 

Stable and trustworthy exchange requires stable and trustworthy money. Inflation, monetary 

manipulation, exchange-rate instability, and politically managed fiat systems distort prices, 

undermine long-term planning, discourage investment, and weaken commercial confidence. As 

discussed in section 8, sound money protects the integrity of trade. Trade and money are 

complementary institutions; neither can function optimally without the other. 

5. Free Markets and Economic Integration 

Africonomics distinguishes sharply between free trade and state-managed trade. Free trade 

removes unnecessary barriers to peaceful exchange. Managed trade substitutes bureaucratic 

discretion for entrepreneurial discovery. Protectionism, quotas, subsidies, licensing barriers, 

discriminatory regulations, and administrative restrictions all reduce opportunities for voluntary 

cooperation while expanding coercive state control over economic life. African prosperity hinges 

on dismantling the artificial barriers that separate its people, markets, and entrepreneurs. 

Economic integration should emerge through expanding freedom rather than expanding 

technocratic control and bureaucracy. The goal is not administrative harmonization for its own 

sake, but the restoration of Africa’s commercial unity through free exchange. 

6. Peaceful International Cooperation 

Trade should never become an instrument of domination, sanctions, geopolitical coercion, or 

economic warfare. As established in The Africonomics Theory of International Relations (Tacanho, 

2026), peaceful exchange is fundamentally incompatible with systems that weaponize commerce 

for political control and advantage. International trade should be governed by sovereign equality, 
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nonaggression, mutual respect, and voluntary cooperation; not geopolitical rivalry, racial 

hierarchy, or hegemonic control. Commerce should unite nations, not divide them. 

A Coherent Framework for Prosperity 

These six principles create a coherent framework for free trade that is based on an objective 

moral order rather than arbitrary power or political expediency. The ethical foundation is rooted 

in natural-moral law. Human agency legitimizes voluntary exchange. Structural justice safeguards 

the institutional environment. Sound money upholds the integrity of economic calculations. Free 

markets expand opportunities for peaceful cooperation. Lastly, peaceful international relations 

ensure that commerce benefits humanity instead of serving political domination. 

Unlike prevailing statist approaches, which increasingly subordinate trade to state 

management, geopolitical competition, and economic nationalism, Africonomics views trade as 

an extension of peaceful human cooperation. Prosperity emerges not because governments 

manipulate and engineer markets, but because free individuals create value, specialize, innovate, 

and exchange within an institutional environment that respects their dignity and natural rights. 

This principled framework holds particular importance for Africa. The continent does not 

need another imported model of managed commerce, industrial planning, or protectionist 

development. It should also not replicate the contradictions of the Western trading system, which 

advocates free trade while engaging in protectionism and weaponizing commerce. Africa has its 

own heritage of free enterprise, decentralized exchange, and regional cooperation. Africonomics 

reclaims that heritage and develops it into a comprehensive framework capable of supporting 

continental integration, fostering genuine prosperity, and promoting peaceful international 

relations. 

In this sense, the Africonomics framework for free trade is more than an economic proposal. 

It is a vision for reconstructing economic life based on truth, justice, liberty, voluntary 

cooperation, and human dignity. It is a framework through which trade ceases to be an 

instrument of domination and becomes one of humanity’s greatest expressions of peaceful 

coexistence and collaborative flourishing. 

Restoration, Not Imitation 

Africa has a long and rich history of free trade. Long before colonization, Africans built 

sophisticated commercial networks, ranging from the Trans-Saharan trade routes to the coastal 

merchant cities along the Swahili coast. These networks were built on principles of decentralized 
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cooperation, voluntary exchange, and respect for property rights. These systems were disrupted, 

not improved, by colonial conquest and the postcolonial statism that followed it. 

Many African leaders hesitate to adopt free trade because the West has failed to uphold its 

professed free-market ideals. This is the wrong lesson to draw from that failure. The West’s 

failure stems not from the principle of free trade but from its abandonment of that principle in 

favor of statism, protectionism, fiat monetary imperialism, and technocratic management. 

Africa must move in the opposite direction. African policymakers must reject Western statist 

models, which have proven arbitrary, repressive, and destructive across the postcolonial period, 

and instead revive Africa’s own economic heritage of free enterprise, voluntary exchange, sound 

money, and economic liberty. Adopting true free trade is not an imitation of the West. It is the 

restoration of what colonialism interrupted. 

Free markets, voluntary cooperation, and sound money are the foundations of genuine 

prosperity and civilizational advancement. Free trade is essential for African economic 

integration, development, and sovereignty. It should not be manipulated for state control, 

political patronage, geopolitical coercion, or ongoing dependency. Instead, it should be upheld as 

the moral and civilizational imperative that this paper has demonstrated it to be. 

Africa must abandon Western economics and embrace Africonomics—not to replicate the 

West’s failures, but to rise and lead the world by principled example. Let this be the foundation of 

a free-market order that fosters justice, prosperity, and peaceful human relations across Africa 

and beyond. 

 

11. Conclusion 

Free trade is not a Western invention, a technocratic ideal, or a tool of imperial dominance. It 

is a natural, moral, and civilizational foundation for peaceful human coexistence. It arises 

naturally when individuals, families, and communities are free to cooperate, specialize, and serve 

one another without interference, coercion, or the artificial borders imposed by states. 

This paper has established that trade is, before it is anything else, a moral institution. It is 

legitimate not because it generates favorable statistics or aggregate growth, but because it is an 

economic expression of natural-moral law: voluntary exchange based on truth, consent, and 

nonaggression—between human beings recognized as moral agents with dignity and the capacity 

55 



Free Trade and Human Flourishing... 

to determine their own interests. This is what distinguishes free trade from managed trade, 

weaponized finance, and politicized commerce that characterize the Western statist and 

Darwinian global order. It is also what distinguishes the Africonomics understanding of trade 

from both Western protectionism and the technocratic trade frameworks that have replaced 

genuine liberalization across Africa. 

In the Africonomics tradition, trade is defined by ethics, consent, and the peaceful pursuit of 

mutual benefit, not by treaties or tariff schedules. Trade is a practice as old as African civilization 

itself, grounded in relationships of trust, local autonomy, and social reciprocity. From the trade 

caravans that crossed the Sahel for centuries to the merchant cities of the Swahili coast that 

linked Africa to the wider Indian Ocean world, Africa has long embodied the spirit of free 

exchange, a spirit that colonialism disrupted and that true African liberation must recover. 

The West’s failure to uphold free trade is not a failure of principle. It is a failure of civilization. 

A worldview rooted in Darwinian struggle, racial hierarchy, and consequentialist ethics could 

never sustain a system based on liberty and peace, because its fundamental philosophical 

commitments are incompatible with the voluntary cooperation that free trade requires. Africa 

must not follow the West down the path of protectionism, statism, and fiat-driven dependency 

that this paper has examined. Nor should it adopt the façade of “free markets” while sustaining, 

beneath that rhetoric, the machinery of state control, political manipulation, monetary fraud, and 

domination. 

Instead, Africa must lead by reclaiming its own heritage of free trade, its moral commitment to 

justice, and its civilizational mission to build a peaceful, prosperous, and genuinely collaborative 

order. This leadership does not require Africa to imitate any external model, Western or 

otherwise. It requires Africa to recover what is authentically its own. 

Free trade is a moral and civilizational imperative, not merely an economic preference among 

competing policy options. For Africa, it is the path to material prosperity and a renewed sense of 

identity, sovereignty, and global moral leadership. It is the path from a fragmented continent 

managed by external powers to an integrated, thriving, and sovereign civilization. With such a 

transformation, Africa can demonstrate to itself and the world what principled human 

cooperation can achieve. 

Africonomics envisions an Africa that is free—economically, politically, and morally—built on 

natural-moral law, human dignity, sound money, and voluntary cooperation. In this Africa, trade 

will not be feared, weaponized, or bureaucratically managed. It will be celebrated as what it has 
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always been: the lifeblood of liberty, the foundation of mutual prosperity, and one of the clearest 

expressions of a society organized around truth, justice, and human flourishing. 

Human flourishing does not emerge through protectionism, economic nationalism, central 

planning, tariffs, sanctions, or state management of commerce. It emerges through free human 

beings engaging in voluntary exchange within a framework of structural justice, sound money, 

and respect for natural rights. Trade is more than a mechanism of economic coordination. It is 

one of humanity’s highest expressions of peaceful cooperation and civilized social order. 

 

 

 

 

References 

Tacanho, Manuel. 2025. The Philosophical Structure of Africonomics: A Framework for 

African Economic Sovereignty. Afrindependent Institute Paper No. 001/2025. Available at SSRN: 

https://ssrn.com/abstract=5236633. 

 

Tacanho, Manuel. 2026. The Myth of Modern Capitalism: Why the Western Economic Order 

Is Statist, Not Free-Market. Afrindependent Institute Academic Paper No. 001/2026. Available at 

SSRN:  https://ssrn.com/abstract=5805072. 

 

Tacanho, Manuel. 2025. The Scale of Statism: A Principled Framework for Ranking 

Socioeconomic Systems. Afrindependent Institute Paper No. 005/2025. Available at SSRN:  

https://ssrn.com/abstract=5392745. 

 

Tacanho, Manuel. 2026. The Western Consequentialist Paradigm: Statism, Darwinian 

Anthropology, and the Logic of Domination. Afrindependent Institute Academic Paper No. 004/2026. 

Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=6656758.  

 

Tacanho, Manuel. 2026. Global Apartheid: The Western Order as a System of Racial Hierarchy 

and Domination. Afrindependent Institute Academic Paper No. 005/2026. Available at SSRN: 

57 



Free Trade and Human Flourishing... 

https://ssrn.com/abstract=6654298. 

 

Tacanho, Manuel. 2026. Corruption by Design: Western Statism and the Making of Africa’s 

Institutional Decay. Afrindependent Institute Academic Paper No. 007/2026. Available at SSRN: 

https://ssrn.com/abstract=6906183. 

 

Tacanho, Manuel. 2025. The Pseudoscience of Statist Economics: An Africonomics 

Refutation of Utilitarian and Positivist Models. Afrindependent Institute Academic Paper No. 

014/2025. Available at SSRN: http://ssrn.com/abstract=6656638.  

 

Tacanho, Manuel. 2025. Restoring Objective Morality: The Africonomics Refutation of 

Western Consequentialist Philosophies. Afrindependent Institute Academic Paper No. 012/2025. 

Available at SSRN:  https://ssrn.com/author=5930078. 

 

Tacanho, Manuel. 2026. The Africonomics Theory of International Relations: A 

Natural-Moral Framework for Civilized Global Order. Afrindependent Institute Academic Paper No. 

003/2026. Available at SSRN:  https://ssrn.com/abstract=6906182. 

 

Tacanho, Manuel. 2025. The African Worldview: A Principled and Civilized Vision in Contrast 

to the Western Aggressive Ethos. Afrindependent Institute Academic Paper No. 003/2025. Available at 

SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=5346402. 

 

Tacanho, Manuel. 2025. Africonomics and the Rebirth of Civilization: A Moral Vision for a 

Truly Civilized World. Afrindependent Institute Academic Paper No. 010/2025. Available at SSRN: 

https://ssrn.com/abstract=5640650. 

 

Tacanho, Manuel. 2025. The Africonomics Theory of Structural Justice: A Transformative 

Framework for Civilized and Prosperous Society. Afrindependent Institute Academic Paper No. 

006/2025. Available at SSRN:  https://ssrn.com/abstract=5404094. 

 

Tacanho, Manuel. 2026. The Structural Violence of Socialist Systems: An Africonomics 

Refutation of Socialism and Coercive Governance. Afrindependent Institute Academic Paper No. 

002/2026. Available at SSRN: http://ssrn.com/abstract=6656799. 

 

58 



Policy Paper No. 001/2026 

Tacanho, Manuel. 2025. The Africonomics Theory of Monetary Justice: A Refutation of Fiat 

Money and Fractional Reserve Banking. Afrindependent Institute Academic Paper No. 002/2025. 

Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=5295888. 

 

Tacanho, Manuel. 2025. The Fiat Dollar Standard: A Global Experiment in Monetary 

Destruction. Afrindependent Institute Academic Paper No. 011/2025. Available at SSRN: 

https://ssrn.com/abstract=5721282. 

 

Tacanho, Manuel. 2025. The Nilar: A Gold-Based Framework for African Economic 

Sovereignty and Prosperity. Afrindependent Institute Policy Paper No. 001/2025. Available at SSRN: 

https://ssrn.com/abstract=5256797. 

 

Tacanho, Manuel. 2025. Mineral Fixation by Design: How the West Engineered Africa’s 

Resource Dependency and Economic Underdevelopment. Afrindependent Institute Policy Paper No. 

005/2025. Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=5365835.  

 

Tacanho, Manuel. 2025. The Fetishism of Money and Minerals: A Policy Framework for True 

Economic Wealth. Afrindependent Institute Policy Paper No. 004/2025. Available at SSRN: 

https://ssrn.com/abstract=5320253.  

Tacanho, Manuel. 2026. The Principled Paradigm: Africonomics and the Moral 

Reconstruction of Civilization. Afrindependent Institute Academic Paper No. 006/2026. Available at 

SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=6728420. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

59 



Free Trade and Human Flourishing... 

Appendices 

Appendix A: Rebutting the Critics—Common Objections to Free Trade 
 

Despite its ethical and economic foundations, free trade is often misunderstood, 

misrepresented, or dismissed outright, particularly in African policy circles shaped by postcolonial 

skepticism, dependency theory, and state-centric development models. These critiques deserve 

serious engagement, not dismissal, because they stem from legitimate frustration with real 

historical exploitation. Yet that frustration is consistently misdirected at free trade itself, when its 

proper target is the state-managed trade imperialism that the West has long practiced under the 

rhetoric of free markets. Africonomics engages these objections by reasserting first principles and 

historical clarity. 

Objection 1: “Free Trade Is a Western Concept” 

This is among the most pervasive and historically inaccurate myths in contemporary economic 

discourse. It assumes that free trade is a neoliberal or colonial imposition, alien to African 

civilization and incompatible with African identity. The historical record, examined in section 6.1 

of this paper, demonstrates the opposite. African civilizations sustained thriving systems of 

voluntary, decentralized trade for centuries before colonization. The Trans-Saharan trade routes 

and the merchant cities of the Swahili coast were organic, sophisticated, and ethically grounded 

commercial networks, built on trust, reciprocity, and mutual respect rather than bureaucratic 

management or coercive extraction. 

The idea of peaceful exchange is not Western. It is human. Free trade reflects the natural 

desire of people everywhere to cooperate, specialize, and serve one another for mutual benefit. 

Africonomics reclaims this tradition as part of Africa’s rightful economic heritage, a heritage that 

long predates Western claims to economic modernity. Africa was trading freely before the West 

even existed in recognizable form. From Timbuktu to Kilwa, Africans built trade networks 

grounded in trust rather than tariffs, in voluntary reciprocity rather than state control.  

Free trade is African. Statism is the import. 

Objection 2: “Free Trade Harms the Poor” 

Critics often argue that free trade produces exploitation, inequality, or deindustrialization. This 

claim fails to distinguish between two fundamentally different things: actual free trade based on 
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voluntary cooperation and sound money, and state-managed trade (examined in sections 4 and 5 

of this paper)—a system distorted by subsidies, arbitrary tariffs, debt dependency, and fiat 

monetary manipulation. 

When markets are actually free, choices increase, and prices fall, directly benefiting poor 

consumers who bear the heaviest burden of artificial scarcity created by repressive state policies. 

Opportunities expand for small producers, farmers, and entrepreneurs who gain access to 

markets that protectionism and licensing barriers would otherwise suppress. Innovation 

flourishes, and productive work is rewarded according to the value it creates, not the political 

connections it commands. Crony elites lose the privileged position that political power grants 

them, because true free trade disciplines inefficiency and corruption through competition rather 

than shielding them from it. 

What harms the poor is not free trade. It is the manipulation of trade through rent-seeking, 

technocratic management, and political favoritism; the dynamics documented in section 4.4’s 

analysis of protectionism and systemic corruption. High prices, closed markets, and state 

interference and repressive control hurt the many for the benefit of the few. Free trade gives 

consumers more choices and small producers wider reach. It empowers ordinary people, not 

entrenched elites. 

Objection 3: “Protectionism Protects Sovereignty” 

Some argue that protectionism is necessary to defend national sovereignty against foreign 

economic domination. Yet sovereignty does not mean isolation. It means self-determination—the 

capacity of a people to govern their own affairs according to their own values and choices within 

an institutional architecture grounded in natural-moral law. A truly sovereign people chooses 

whom to trade with, rather than being dictated to by tariffs, quotas, and other repressive 

measures imposed by their governments. They compete on moral and productive grounds 

instead of relying on state manipulation to shield them from accountability. They hold their 

governments accountable rather than empowering technocrats to control prices, allocate licenses, 

and manage access on their behalf. 

Protectionism strengthens state power and control at the direct expense of the people it claims 

to protect and serve. It substitutes political coercion for free choice and traps nations in the 

cycles of dependency, inefficiency, and autocratic governance. The empirical record across Africa 

and the world bears this out: most economies today operate under extensive protectionism, yet 
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sovereignty remains nominal, and genuine economic prosperity remains elusive precisely where 

protectionist intervention is most extensive. 

Objection 4: “We Need Fair Trade, Not Free Trade” 

The demand for “fair trade” often stems from a legitimate and well-founded frustration with 

exploitative trade practices. But policies marketed under the “fair trade” label enforce arbitrary 

standards that burden small producers more heavily than the large corporations they claim to 

discipline, create new layers of bureaucracy and opportunities for rent-seeking, and effectively 

replace one form of exploitation with another. 

True fairness in trade is not a standard imposed by an administrative authority. It arises from 

four conditions inherent to voluntary exchange itself: voluntariness, meaning all parties genuinely 

consent; transparency, meaning the terms of exchange are known and accepted by all involved; 

honesty, meaning value is genuinely exchanged rather than obtained through fraud; and equality 

before the law, meaning no party enjoys special privileges, monopolies, or political protection 

unavailable to others. 

Many who call for “fair trade” believe that markets are inherently exploitative and require 

correction to achieve fairness. But trade is fair by its very nature, precisely because it is voluntary. 

Unlike government policy or coercive extraction, commercial transactions are consensual. Each 

party gives what they value less in exchange for what they value more, and neither would proceed 

unless they expected to benefit. When trade is free from force and fraud, it is just by default—not because 

an authority has certified it as fair, but because its voluntary character is itself the standard of 

fairness that natural-moral law establishes. 

The confusion surrounding “fair trade” arises because the system wrongly branded as free 

trade today is, in fact, statist, politicized, and coercive. When Western governments subsidize 

their industries, expand the money supply to finance their own consumption, and manipulate 

international institutions to their advantage, they distort the playing field and corrupt the very 

principle of voluntary exchange that free markets require. The solution to this corruption and 

distortion is not to abandon free trade in favor of a managed “fairness” arbitrarily defined by 

political authorities. This path would only deepen the politicization already responsible for the 

problem. The solution is to restore trade to its natural-moral foundations: voluntary, 

decentralized, and governed by objective ethical principles. 
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Africonomics affirms that free trade grounded in natural-moral law is the fairest system of 

exchange humanity can achieve. “Fair trade” should not mean more central planning, more 

bureaucratic certification, or more state control. It should mean restoring the principles of free, 

peaceful, and human-centered exchange that this paper has defended. That is, allowing people the 

freedom to buy, sell, and exchange with others—across communities, cultures, and 

borders—without coercion or interference. A system based on consent, not control; grounded in 

service, not exploitation; and sustained by voluntary cooperation, not state permission. 

 

Appendix B: Why the West Failed at Free Trade 
 

The failure of the West to build and sustain a structurally just global order grounded in free 

enterprise, free trade, and sound money is one of the most consequential realities of modern 

history and one of the most thoroughly obscured. Despite centuries of professing a commitment 

to open markets and economic freedom, the Western paradigm has consistently undermined the 

principles it claims to uphold. This has occurred through imperial conquest, mercantilist policies, 

monetary manipulation, and protectionist duplicity that has persisted long after formal 

colonialism ended. 

Africonomics is unambiguous on this point. The West’s failure is not a failure of the principle 

of free trade. It is a reflection of the philosophical and institutional foundations of the Western 

paradigm, which are incompatible with the moral conditions required by free trade. 

1. Preaching Freedom, Practicing Control 

The Western political tradition has long claimed to champion freedom, individual rights, and 

open markets. Its actual global economic actions, particularly in its dealings with Africa and the 

broader developing world, tell a categorically different story. Colonial expropriation and forced 

labor extracted African wealth to fund Western industrialization. Tariffs, subsidies, and import 

restrictions protected Western industries from competition while developing economies were 

pressured to liberalize. Manipulative trade agreements, enforced through military power or 

financial leverage, created asymmetric arrangements that served Western interests while 

restricting the economic agency of weaker partners. And the dollar system institutionalized fiat 

monetary imperialism as the permanent operating condition of the global economy, thereby 

enabling Western states to finance their spending through currency expansion while exporting 

inflation and instability worldwide. 
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Western imperial states have used the language of free trade to justify interventions that are 

anything but free, deploying the rhetoric of open markets to advance systems of centralized 

control that are essentially indistinguishable from the mercantilist arrangements that preceded 

them. This is not hypocrisy or duplicity in the ordinary sense. It is the expression of a paradigm 

incompatible with free trade. 

2. The Darwinian and Racial Foundations of Western Economic Failure 

The Western failure at free trade is rooted in the Darwinian conception of human nature, 

which is examined in The Western Consequentialist Paradigm: Statism, Darwinian Anthropology, and the 

Logic of Domination (Tacanho, 2026) and analyzed in this paper. A worldview that conceives human 

nature as animalistic and human relations as a violent struggle in which stronger individuals, 

nations, and races dominate weaker ones cannot sustain free trade. It can only produce a system 

in which trade is treated as a weapon rather than a partnership, economic policy is justified by 

national advantage rather than mutual benefit, and the international order is structured on racial 

hierarchy and domination rather than sovereign equality and nonaggression. 

Within this animalistic paradigm, other peoples and cultures are seen as obstacles to be 

overcome, resources to be exploited, or markets to be conquered, rather than as equal moral 

agents with the same natural rights to participate in the global economy on voluntary, peaceful, 

and mutually beneficial terms. Such a worldview cannot sustain free trade because it does not 

recognize the moral equality of trading partners that voluntary exchange requires. It recognizes 

only power, and where power determines the terms of exchange, what results is not trade but 

exploitation conducted through commercial mechanisms. 

The Darwinian, rivalrous, and belligerent worldview embedded in Western political economy 

is the fundamental reason why the West has failed at free trade, sound money, structural justice, 

and the broader project of a civilized global order. These are not independent failures in separate 

domains; they are the unified expression of a fundamentally flawed and anti-human paradigm. 

3. Consequentialism as a Tool of Economic Aggression 

Western economic thought has been dominated by utilitarianism and other consequentialist 

models, philosophical models that evaluate actions solely by their outcomes rather than by their 

adherence to moral principle. As established in section 2 of this paper and developed throughout 

the Africonomics analysis of the Western paradigm, these frameworks have been consistently 

used to justify actions that no principled moral standard would permit. These include brutal 
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slavery and colonial conquests that were justified as contributions to economic development; 

trade wars and sanctions that were rationalized as protecting domestic employment; inflationary 

monetary expansion defended as a way to stimulate demand; and market manipulation along with 

foreign destabilization presented as tools for promoting stability. 

By treating people as means to an end—as tools for achieving specific goals rather than as 

individuals with inherent dignity and agency—and by reducing the moral dimensions of 

economic life to mere outcome-based calculations, Western economic models have caused 

immense and systematic harm, all while masquerading as technical progress and scientific 

governance. This is the sophisticated barbarism that Africonomics identifies: material 

advancement combined with the systemic violation of moral principles strips advancement of its 

civilizational significance. 

Free trade cannot flourish in a culture that rejects objective ethical standards in favor of state 

control and political expediency. Voluntary exchange requires the recognition of moral 

constraints that consequentialist frameworks are constitutively incapable of sustaining, because 

they make moral constraints conditional on outcomes, which are always subject to political 

redefinition by those with the power to impose their preferred interpretations. 

4. The West’s Collapse as Confirmation, Not Refutation, of Free Trade 

Africonomics emphasizes an important distinction that is overlooked in discussions of the 

failures of Western economies. The collapse of Western global economic leadership into 

protectionism, financial imperialism, and managerial statism is not evidence that free trade is 

outdated, impractical, or harmful. Instead, it highlights that free trade requires a moral framework 

that the Western paradigm cannot provide. 

The principles of free exchange, peaceful cooperation, and voluntary association demand 

truth—in money, in the terms of exchange, and in the information systems through which 

market participants make decisions. They demand justice—in the institutional structures that 

govern trade, in the monetary systems through which exchange is conducted, and in the 

international frameworks through which commercial relationships are organized. And they 

demand consistent adherence to natural-moral law—the recognition that the right to voluntary 

exchange is grounded in the inherent dignity and moral agency of every person, regardless of 

nationality, race, or economic power. 
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These demands cannot be met by empires, fiat currencies, protectionist bureaucracies, or 

technocratic institutions that prize control over freedom and strategic advantage over principled 

commitment. In other words, the West has failed at free trade because it never committed to the 

moral principles that it requires. 

Africa must recognize this failure for what it is: not a reason to abandon free trade, but a 

reason to reclaim it on the stable ethical and civilizational grounds that the Principled Paradigm 

of Africonomics provides. The failure belongs to the West. The principle remains sound. And 

Africa, whose economic heritage was built on voluntary exchange, decentralized commerce, and 

peaceful cooperation long before the rise of European empires, is uniquely positioned to 

demonstrate what free trade, grounded in natural-moral law and human dignity, can achieve. 

 

Appendix C: Strategic and Policy Implications for Africa 
 

Africa today stands at a decisive crossroads. As the world retreats into protectionism, 

economic nationalism, and neo-mercantilist rivalry, African leaders face a fundamental choice: 

follow the West down the proven path of coercion, managed trade, and statist economic control; 

or forge a principled, post-statist order grounded in voluntary exchange, free markets, sound 

money, and natural-moral law. Africonomics is clear about which path leads to African prosperity, 

sovereignty, and dignity, and which reproduces the conditions that keep Africa fragmented, 

dependent, and subordinated. 

1. The AfCFTA Must Prioritize Liberty, Not Bureaucracy 

The African Continental Free Trade Area presents a unique and historic opportunity to 

advance intra-African commerce, reduce dependency on Western-dominated trade systems, and 

begin the continental economic integration that section 7 of this paper has demonstrated is both 

an economic and civilizational imperative. Yet this opportunity will be squandered if the AfCFTA 

remains a bureaucratic framework for centralized management of commerce—a platform for 

regional technocrats and large-state dominance, and a system that reproduces the same managed 

trade at a continental scale. 

Free trade means individuals and businesses are at liberty to exchange goods and services 

across borders voluntarily, peacefully, and without administrative permission. Managed trade 

means governments and regional institutions control who trades, what is imported, what is taxed, 
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who receives licenses, and under what conditions commerce may proceed. The former empowers 

ordinary Africans—farmers, traders, entrepreneurs, and communities. The latter entrenches the 

autocratic power of political elites and regional technocrats while denying the majority of 

Africans the economic prosperity that free-market integration would otherwise create. 

Africonomics calls for an AfCFTA that prioritizes the freedom of individuals and businesses 

to trade across borders, rather than expanding regulatory frameworks that dictate how that trade 

should occur. It calls for respecting the principle of subsidiarity, allowing local and customary 

commercial systems to operate freely within a continental framework. It emphasizes that 

integration must be based on sound money and voluntary cooperation, not bureaucratic control. 

If the AfCFTA becomes another layer of top-down management, essentially continental statism 

disguised in pan-African rhetoric, it risks repeating the same mistakes that have kept Africa 

divided, suppressed, and subordinated under neocolonial governance. True African unity must be 

based on economic liberty, not managed regionalism. The AfCFTA should be the framework 

through which African trade is liberated, not the mechanism through which it is more 

comprehensively administered. 

2. Rejecting Protectionist Mimicry of Western Statism 

As the Western global order fragments—economically, geopolitically, socially, and 

demographically—African policymakers are likely to face increasing pressure to respond with 

familiar tools of economic nationalism. These include imposing tariffs to ‘protect’ domestic 

industries, implementing industrial policies to direct investment, applying capital controls to 

manage external risks, and using technocratic planning to achieve politically preferred 

development goals. Africonomics advises against this statist approach, underlining that these 

strategies have consistently failed in Africa; not just once, but throughout the entire postcolonial 

era. 

Protectionist and statist strategies have failed in the West itself, producing mounting deficits, 

crushing debt, chronic instability, stagnation, elite capture, and the systemic corruption and 

dysfunction now evident in Western political-economic systems. They also failed across 

postcolonial Africa under state-led development models that generated authoritarianism, 

impoverishment, dependency, and institutional decay. And they will continue to fail for the 

reasons this paper has established: they concentrate discretionary power, distort market signals, 

suppress voluntary cooperation, and create the institutional conditions in which corruption is 

rational, and integrity is costly. 
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Instead of shielding domestic enterprises through coercion, African governments should 

dismantle barriers to entry that exclude small producers, traders, and entrepreneurs from formal 

commercial life. They should recognize and legally protect the informal markets that have 

functioned as the continent’s most vital entrepreneurial engines; markets that operate on 

voluntary, trust-based principles that reflect Africa’s economic heritage. They should end fiat 

monetary manipulation, confiscatory taxation, and the subsidy regimes that entrench politically 

connected incumbents while suppressing productive competition. They should promote 

economic sovereignty through free exchange and sound money rather than through the illusory 

sovereignty of economic isolation. 

Western statist models have harmed Africa for long enough. The continent cannot afford 

another generation of imported failures rebranded as a development strategy. 

3. Empowering African Consumers, Entrepreneurs, and Communities 

Trade liberalization and integration should start at the grassroots level, rather than solely 

through treaties negotiated by heads of state and enforced by continental bureaucracies. It is 

essential to prioritize the protection and empowerment of ordinary Africans, allowing them to 

engage in commerce on their own terms. 

This requires legal protections for informal traders and market participants who currently 

operate in legal grey zones due to excessive and repressive regulations; access to sound money 

and decentralized financial systems that do not require intermediation by institutions that 

prioritize political interests; the decriminalization of low-level cross-border trade that artificially 

suppresses the organic commercial interactions of neighboring communities; and the recognition 

of local, native, and customary trade systems as legitimate forms of commercial organization that 

deserve legal protection rather than state suppression. 

Africa’s economic transformation does not lie in establishing new continental bureaucracies to 

manage trade from above. It is about freeing the continent’s people to revitalize commerce from 

the ground up. This involves recovering, developing, and expanding the decentralized, 

trust-based, entrepreneurial commercial traditions that colonialism and postcolonial statism have 

long suppressed. 

4. Sound Money, Free Trade, and African Economic Sovereignty 

An integrated, stable, and prosperous Africa requires free trade and a sound monetary 

foundation. Fiat money, inflationary monetary policies, and currency systems that are controlled 
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from outside the continent undermine local businesses. These factors disrupt the predictable 

price signals necessary for effective entrepreneurial decision-making, distort economic 

coordination, and create a dependency on foreign financial institutions. These institutions allocate 

access to credit and capital based on political rather than commercial criteria, which diminishes 

African monetary sovereignty in ways that political independence alone cannot address. 

Without sound money, trade is distorted and ultimately extractive. The monetary mechanism 

through which commerce occurs becomes the vector through which value is systematically 

transferred from African producers and savers to political and financial elites. Without trade 

freedom, sound money cannot effectively foster the productive cooperation and market 

integration that make monetary stability economically meaningful. Free trade and sound money 

are complementary institutional foundations of the same principled, structurally just economic 

order. 

To minimize the devastating impact of the converging crises currently afflicting African 

economies—including debt crises, currency collapses, the inflationary destruction of purchasing 

power, stagnation, and deepening external dependence—African policymakers must act 

decisively. They must dismantle the heavily statist economic structures that have held the 

continent captive since independence, and adopt free enterprise, free trade, and sound money 

(the Nilar) through the AfCFTA as the framework for an integrated, thriving, and sovereign 

Africa. 

Western statist and socialist models have oppressed, destabilized, impoverished, and harmed 

Africa enough. They are incompatible with Africa’s economic heritage, antithetical to the African 

worldview, and incapable of fostering the integration, stability, and prosperity that Africans 

deserve. 

5. Africonomics as a Roadmap for Post-Statist African Leadership 

Africonomics offers Africa the only truly liberating and transformative alternative: a principled 

economic framework grounded in natural-moral law, human dignity, sound money, free markets, 

voluntary cooperation, and structural justice. Not a Western model. Not an Eastern model. A 

framework rooted in Africa’s own philosophical heritage and moral traditions, articulated through 

rigorous first-principles analysis, and capable of fostering the free, integrated, and prosperous 

Africa that the continent’s people deserve and that the world needs Africa to demonstrate is 

possible. 
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The strategic choice before African leaders is clear. Continue with Western statist models that 

have produced six decades of instability, dependency, authoritarianism, stagnation, and 

fragmentation. Or adopt Africonomics to dismantle the barriers that fragment African markets, 

liberate African entrepreneurs, establish sound money, embrace the AfCFTA as a framework for 

genuine trade freedom rather than managed regionalism, and demonstrate to the world that 

principled voluntary cooperation can produce what state coercion, technocratic management, and 

external dependency never have and never will. 

A new reality of integrated, stable, and thriving African economies is achievable. But it 

requires a decisive and principled departure from Western statist models, which have proven 

arbitrary, repressive, and destructive—and courage to build something fundamentally different in 

their place. 
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