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1. The most common method of acquiring slaves in Africa by Africans was by military enslavement. 

2. The average size of African empires was relatively small to those of Europe, Asia, and America. There was no African state as large as the larger Asian or Euro-American empires of the period. In Africa, the largest states controlled areas in the range of 500,000-1 million square kilometers. Late imperial China had 3-4 million square kilometers, the Russian empire had 2.5 million square kilometers, and in its American possessions Spain had 4.5 million square kilometers.

3. The advantages of acquiring slaves rather than land in warfare was that the state and its citizens could increase their wealth by acquiring slaves and did not need to acquire land, unless they were short of land at home. Also, acquiring slaves only required a short campaign that need not create any new administrative conditions. Slaves were unable to bargain as wealthy landlords might have and could be integrated individually or in small groups into existing structures. 

4. The demand by Europeans in the early slave trade between the Africans and the Europeans was greater for males due to the Atlantic trade. 

5. The evidence presented in Chapter 4 better supports the conclusion that African participation in the slave trade was voluntary.  Europeans possessed no means, either economic or military, to compel African leaders to sell slaves.
Essay


European firearms and missile weapons were not as dominant on the field of battle in Africa as one might assume. European firearms and crossbows were designed to counteract armored cavalry or for naval warfare in Europe. Although they had great range and lots of power, they had a slow rate of fire. Africans generally did not use armor and so the advantages of range were offset by the slow rate of fire disadvantages. 


Although European arms may have assisted African rulers in war in some cases, they were definitely not decisive. It was very unlikely that their technology or assistance increased chances for Africans to wage successful war. Also the new technology did not make the attackers suffer fewer losses.


Very large numbers of muskets were produced as European armies made new military technology. Larger quantities of the improved weapons were available to ship to Africa where they may have revolutionized warfare. Thus, by directing weapons selectively to those willing to supply slaves, European merchants may have been able to effect the gun – slave cycle.  
