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l ] NITED 5States military
carried out missile
attacks on Afghanistan

and Sudan on 20 August 1998.

The attacks were conducted

from US ships off Pakistan

coast on Arabian Sea and Red

Sea. The weapons employed

were  Tomahawk cruise

missiles, used profusely during
the Gulf War in 1991. About
hundred missiles hit six sites in

eastern Afghanistan and a

pharmaceutical plant in Su-

dan’s capital.

After the attacks, US Presi-
dent justified it in a public ad-
dress, He said, the attacks were
a Pre-emptiva measure and re-
taliatory actions for bombing
US missions in Kenya and Tan-
zania. He said, "Let our actions
today send this message loud
and clear — there are no ex-
pendable American targets”. He
claimed that, "Our mission was
clear — to strike at the network
of, radical groups affiliated
with, and funded by, Osama bin
Laden, the pre-eminent organ-
iser and financier of interna-
tional terrorism in the world
today”.

As the attacks were being
conducted, thousands of miles
away, in a Washington court
room, Monica Lewinsky, a for-
mer White House unpaid intern,
was giving testimony before the
gran juléy for the second day.
The grand jury is investigating
the nature of sexual relations
Monica had with President
Clinton .and whether he lied
under oath about their rela-
tionship or encouraged anyone
else to do so.

The independent Counsel
Ken Starr, meanwhile requested
DNA sample from the Presi-
dent. He received the samples
from Bethesda Naval Hospital,
which stores the President's
blood for emerﬁﬂnrélv supply.
Earlier, Monica handed over a
stained blue dress to Ken Starr
which is now being tested at
FBI's crime laboratory.

According to news reports,
the President, who himself ap-
peared before the same grand
jury under special arrange-
ment, admitted for the first
time, that Monica performed

oral sex on him,. He refused to-

provide answers to other
graphic questions about their

sexual encounters.
President Clinton, over the
last eight months, steadfastly

denied having any sexual rela-

tionship with Monica. He de-
nied the relationship while ilv-
ing testimony in a sexual ha-
rassment case filed by his for-
mer employee Poula Jones. Af-
ter the grand jurgcdcpuslliun*
Clinton appeared before Ameri-
can public and arﬂallﬁ admit-
ted about the relationship. The

eneral consensus is this that

resident had sex with Monica,
and he lied on oath. The opposi-
tion Republicans are vying for
his blood by initiating im-
peachment procedure, because
of this lie.

Mere Coincidences?

Are President's predica-
ments and the missiles coinci-
dence ? The answer, in all prob-
ability, is no. It has happened
before. When Clinton is cor-
nered at home, he creates an
international crisis. This has
been the habit of Presidents.
For some years, the scapegoat
has been Lﬁe evil man Saddam.

Only few months back, un-
der a similar scenario, he sent
thousands of US soldiers,
scores of ships to Gulf to teach
Saddam a lesson. His military
muscle, flexing drew attention
of all the world's press away .
He was denied the opportunity
by excellent diplomacy of UN
Secretary General Kofi Annan.
This time a round, the US ad-
ministration was preparing to
heat up the Irag non-coopera-
tion issue with UN Inspectors;
but luck smiled at him, Explo-
sions took place in Tanzania
and Kenya. He got what he was
looking for, enough to divert
gyes off from his sexual scan-

al. The world and more imlx»r-
tantly. US media now full of
news, pictures, analysis of US
attacks.

A New Kind of War

The uUs attack on
Afghanistan and Sudan has
created a new kind of war be-
tween the countries. The
boundaries of war has now been
extended. The war now has new
definition. So far, a State would
have attacked another Stale,
but now, US President says, the
devastating missiles were
aimed at a single person and his
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Monica-Missiles : Coincidences or Clash of
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In his public broadcast, Clinton said, this was not an attack against Islam. But it seems, he already has

started what American Jewish pundit

up.
gm’l‘ﬁe missiles were intended
to carry US message that no
place is safe for terrorists, as
defined by US. US admitted that
no warning was given before the
attacks, the sovereignty of the
two countries were violated,
without those countries having
had any say in the matter. In
this war, the frontier is the rest
of the world, where US can seek
out any individual anywhere
without regard to the country in
question.

US has not said that em-
bassy bombings, which were the
immediate pretext of these at-
tacks, were carried out either by
Sudan or Afghanistan, or that
the governments of these two
countries sponsored these par-
ticular acts. Nevertheless, US
has attacked .

These attacks have estab-
lished a new kind of precedent,
that a State can wage a war
against a country even when

H_llgil:ﬁ are no disputes between

Friend Turned Foe

The US President said, he
has got enough intelligence re-
ports to suggest that Osama bin
Laden was involved in the em-
bassy bombings. He was about
to have a meeting of his follow-
ers on the day of the attack with
about 600 people. The meetin
would have discussed future an
further attacks on American
people and on interests. How-
ever, the President has yet to
produce any tangible evidence
to substantiate his claim.

The question which remain
unanswered is, if US intelli-
gence was so sure about all
movements of Osama bin
Laden, how could he carried out
such devastating attacks with-
out US knowing about it ? The
US was watching him, and even
Clinton referred Osama bin
Laden’s latest pronouncement
on US government. A grand
ﬁg was also looking to indict

en

Thé US should know more
about him and his network,

method of work etc.; because it
was USA which made Osama
bin Laden a “pre-eminent” per-
son he is now. He was a war
hero, in the eye of USA, when
Soviets occupied Afghanistan.
The camps, which was hit by US
missiles, were made of US
money, where “terrorists” were
being produced with US funds,
and the production of terrorists
have continued, only the targets
have changed. Instead of Soviet
Union, terrorists now aim at
USA. The friend had turned in

to foe.

Osama bin Laden has his
own reasons. He left comfort-
able life in Saudi Arabia to
fight in Afghanistan. to join the
Jihad, to liberate an Islamic

‘cou

ity from occupying atheist
Soviets. And he wai?isugcccuful
in organising an effective cam-
paign. Now he considers USA
an occupying force. with its
huge military establishment in
Saudi Arabia and Saudi regime
as "a branch or an agent of US".

His reply to CNN rter Pe-
ter Arnett in March 1997 said
all. He said, "We declared jihad
against the US government, be-
cause the US government is un-
{uat.— criminal and tyrannical.
t has committed acts that are

i Ossama Hio

en
extremely unjust, hideous and
criminal whether directly or
through its puppet of the Israeli
occupation of the Palestine.”

He said, "We believe the US is
directly responsible for those

Professor Huntington described as ‘“‘clash of civilisations”.

who were killed in Palestine,
Lebanon and Iraq. The mention

- of the US reminds us before ev-

erything else of those innocent
children who were dismem-
bered. their heads and arms cut
off in the recent explosion that
took place in Qana (in
Lebanon). This US government
abandoned even humanitarian
feelings by these hideous
crimes. It transgressed all
bounds and behaved in a way
not witnessed before by any
power or any imperialist power
in the world".

He went on, "They should
have been considerate that the
quibla (Mecca) of the Muslims
upheaves the emotion of the en-
tire Muslim World. Due to its
subnrdinatfl;ldlu the Jews thui'

ce tiness.
R regme e Torched, 1
the extent that they occupied
quibla of the Muslims, who are
more than a billon in the
world today”.

He concluded, “For this and
other acts of aggression and in-
justice, we have declared jihad
against the US, because in our
religion it is our duty to make
jihad so that the God's word is
the one exalted to the heights
and so that we drive the Ameri-
cans away from all Muslim
countries”.

Laden used similar rationale
against Soviet occupation of

ghanistan.

Clash of Civilisations

In his public broadcast,

Clinton said. this was not an at-
tack against Islam. But it
seems, he already has started
what American Jewish pundit
Professor Huntington described
as “clash of civilisations™. Ac-
cording to Professor Hunting-
ton. with the demise of Soviet
Union and cold war, the enemy
number one of the west would be
Islam. Cold war was conflict be-
tween communism and west,
Islam to replace communism
now.

All the signs are there, this
clash is taking $hape. This lat-
est US attack puts another

Civilisations?
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block on to the puzzle.

challt of US attacks : USA
has cited both national and in-
ternational law to justify these
attacks. .

US Justice Department
maintains that the attacks were
authorised under the Constitu-
tion of USA and Anti-Terror-

ism and Effective Death
Penalty Act passed in 1996. The
Act says, e President should

use all necessary means, in-
cluding covert action and mili-
tary force, to disrupt, dismantle
and destroy international in-
frastructure used by interna-
tional terrorists. including
overseas terrorist training fa-
cilities and safe havens.”

At the UN, Bill Richardson,
US Ambassador to UN, in-
formed the Security Council
that the United States acted in
self-defence, in accordance with
the UN Charter.

There are serious reserva-
tion about the validity of US at-
tacks in law. The law on anti-
terrorism, appears to have ex-
tra territorial effects, which au-
thorises the US President to
impose his judgement on other
countries. The fundamental
question is, can a US legislature
legislate anything whose dic-
tates cross beyond the US
boarders ? The US legislature is
not an international forum and
as such, cannot pass laws with
repercussions abroad. There-
fore, this attack has no legal
basis under US municipal laws.

About USA's right under in-
ternational law, the UN Charter
authorised the member States
to act in self-defence, but all use
of force, under customary in-
ternational law, st be
of last resort. All peaceln
means must be exhausted before
any force can be deployed. Here,
US has attacked first and then
putting out justifications.

Also, all actions for self-de-
fence must be proportional. It is
hard to understand the use of
cluster missiles in attackjng a
bread and pharmaceutical fac-
tory in Sudan., as a propor-
tional response.

The UN Charter also obliges
members to refrain from threat
or use of forces against the terri-
torial integrity or political in-
dependence of another State.
The US attack breached this

o

cardinal principle of interna-
tional law, when it violated
mvercign;er. Fifty or so mis-
siles penetrated Pakistan's air-
space violating Pakistan's
sovereignty. - :

It perhaps has also violated
Pakistan's sovereignty when
missiles landed on its soil. But,
because of real politic, after a
phone call from Clinton, Pak-
istan’s Prime Minister Newaz
Sharif retracted earlier claim
and protest to US, about attacks
on its territory. Pakistan
wanted some profit out of this
US adventure by lessening tight
US sanctions in the wake of re-
cent nuclear explosion, which

already has gripped Pakistan.

With these attacks, US has
set and began thgrn:rumey on a
slippery slope. ¢ question
now is, who is next, which
country? If US adheres to the
same principle, US missiles
should also land in US saoil,
where there are many Osama
bin Ladens, individuals and
groups, who consider US gov-
ernment as enemy. Oklahoma
bombing is an example.

The next question is, where
will this process end ? How
many more bases, factories,
individuals must be eliminated
to protect USA ?

Like USA, other countries
can also attack non-belligerent
countries in pursuit of a terror-
ist or his/her network, and
thus, no country is now safe fol-
lowing these US attacks.

Moreover, with this attack,
US has, this time a round, re-
ally hurt feelings of the Mus-
lims around the world. A gt
number of Muslims have n
alienated. Moderate Muslims
are being pushed to the edge,
and more and more of them will
now be sympathetic to the ex-
tremist cause. Many Muslims
are taking it as an attack on Is-
lam and on Muslims, regardless
of what Clinton said. It is not a
ood policy to make over a bil-
ion le an enemy.

Finally, the USA has lost
credibility too and is an unreli-
able power now. By using force
first. USA can no longer be
trusted.

The writer is a researcher at
Brussels Catholic University.

‘What Happened to the 50 Missing Missiles? |

The United States cruise missile attacks on Afghanistan and Sudan add a dangerous dimension to the new
Cold War between Islamic fundamentalists and the West. The US action, reports Gemini News Service,
may be influenced more by strategic considerations than by President Clinton's domestic difficulties.

- by Daya Kishan Thussu

ESPITE its dubious
legality and the threat of
anti-Western retaliation,

the US strikes against two of
the world's poarest ]slamic
countries make perfect sense in
strategic terms.

Not only do such actions ex-
ploit Western fears of a real or
imagined Islamic enemy, they
also give the Pentagon an op-
portunity to display its latest
"smart” weapons.

The US attacks on Sudan
and Afghanistan were in re-
sponse to the bombing — al-
legedly by Islamic terror net-
works — of the US embassies in
Kenya and Tanzania, which
killed 263 people, 12 of them
from the United States, and in-
jured more than 5,000.

However, even FBI Director
Louis Beech was reported to
have said that he had come to
"no final conclusions” about
who was responsible.

The US []ustiﬂi:t:l its actions,
which violated international
law and the UN Charter, as
"self-defence” under Article 51,
even though the state was
hardly in imminent danger. As
usual, a pliant media was ready
to defend the indefensible.

The Washington Post edito-
rial said Clinton "has taken the
right step," while the New York
Times approved the choice of
targets, saying "the Pentagon's
selection of targets looks rea-

SoNNMfever. there are strong

?rnunds for doubting that the
actory, which makes half of
Sudan's medicines, was produc-
ing chemical weapons, as
Washington claimed.

As usual, Britain voiced the

loudest support for the US, with
the S Te

legraph editorial
saying it "wholeheartedly ap-
plauded President Clinton's in-
tention,” and the Sunday Times
arguing that "had he done noth-
ing, he would have betrayed his
higher oath to defend America's
interests and the wider cause of
freedom."”

With glaring irony, it was in
the same cause that the US cre-
ated and armed Islamic groups
like the one led by the Osman
bin Laden. In the 1980s, the CIA
helped the Saudi fugitive organ-
ise resistance against the Soviet
occupiers of Afghanistan.

In those Cold War days he
and his band of fanatics were

hailed by the Western media as

“freedom fighters."

Now that he is demanding
that the US withdraw its forces
from Saudi Arabia — home to
the holiest sites of Islam — he
has been transformed into "en-
emy number one", with his pic-
tures splashed across the world.

The and wealth of bin
Laden has been fantastically

erated to project him as a
threat to "clvilisation as we
know it", as if his fortune, vari-
ously estimated at $200-$300
million could rank with the fi-
nancial muscle of the world's
remaining superpower (each
Tomahawk missile alone costs
about one million dollars).

The global Islamic network
that bin Laden is supposed to
control with this money "re-
sembles nothing so much as.,”
said the usually staid London
Financial Times, "the sect of
the Assassins which terrorised
the Middle East for some 150
years in the 11th and 12th cen-
turies.”

THE

TOMAHAWK
TERROR —
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The American strike into Afghanistan and Sudan has stirred woridwide
controversy, adding to fears of a looming western showdown with Islam.
Secretary of State Madeleine Albright said the Islamic terrorism threat

was 'the war of the future'.

Such archaic groupings, it
was implied, should be de-
stroyed. But the reasons behind
this Islamic anti-Americanism
have larﬁ:l_',r been ignored.

The US-dominated Western
media has played a central role

in demonising Islam — one of

the world's great religions with

one billion followers.

Large and influential sec-
tions of the media have con-
tributed to a paranoia about the
“clash of civilisations" between
the ostensibly liberal and
democratic West and the fanati-
cal Islamic fundamentalists led
by people like bin Laden.

In the post-Soviet, post-Cold
War era such projections have
replaced communism as the
l;il}r:at to the Western way of

e.

One report in the gcncrally
measured London Observer
even went to the extent of pre-
dicting a nuclear nightmare,
saying the destablisation that
may ensure in the wake of
United States attack could even
endanger Pakistan's recently
acquired "nuclear capability”
which may "fall into the hands
of Islamic fundamentalists who -
wish to wage total war against
Am‘ﬁrllca." -

is type of coverage helps
to promote the divide ghva:npa
rational 'us' and the irrational
‘them' for the Western public.

A CNN 11 taken immedi-
ately after the strikes were an-
nounced from 66 per cent of
United States citizens favoured
the attacks. A poll by Newsweek
a couple of days later, showed

that figure to have reached 73
cent.
Although there has been

much speculation about the
timing of the attack — with
most commentators linking it
with "Monicagate” — Washing-
ton's action has to bg viewed In
a wider context.

Apart from reinforcing the
Islamic threat, such actions
also provide the US military es-
tablishment with the chance to
show off their new and sophis-
ticated weapons systems.

Such long-distance strikes,
with no risk to US forces and no
countries to ask for permission,
offer the ideal o l];M:u'tunit_',iIr for
test-firing, as well as being an

apparently acceptable form of
warfare for US public opinion,
regardless of the loss of life and
damage to property in far-off,
primitive lands.

The new improved Toma-
hawk missiles, we are told,
have far greater range and are
much more accurate than their
predecessors used during the
1991 Gulf War.

One key improvement which
accounts for their brutal accu-
racy and awesome for de-
struction, has been the deploy-
ment of satellite-borne elec-
tronics, known as the Global
Positioning Systems, which
can guide the missile over hun-

F = =

dreds of miles without any need
to rely on the terrain for orien-
tation.

The missiles can fly up to
1,000 miles and carry 1,000
pounds of explosives. These are

impressive credentials. And it
is important that the Pentagon
invents new enemies in distant
lands to justify their develop-
ment.

Britain is soon to acquire
these latest Tomahawks — per-
haps as a token of appreciation
for its unquestioning support
for Uncle Sam.

However, one key question
seems to have been overlooked
by most commentators. The US
reportedly fired more than 70
cruise missiles. The Associated
Press, reporting from Khar-
toum. quoted Sudanese gov-
ernment sources that the fac-
tory was hit by six missiles,
while the seventh missed its
target.

here were conflicting re-

rts about how many missiles

anded in Afghanistan — the es-

timates v from 15 to 20. But

that still leaves nearly 50 Tom-

ahawks unaccounted for. What
happened to them?

How many more people have
to be killed or maimed by these
"smart” weapons? Since US
Secretary of State Madeleine
Albright has said the Islamic
terrorism threat is "the war of
the future,” do we have to brace
ourselves for more Tomahawk
terror?

The author teaches journal-
ism and international commu-
nication at Britain's Coventry
University. A former associate
editor of Gemini News Service,
he is t editor of 'Electronic
Empires — Global Media and
Local Resistance.’

Seesaw Battles for Control of Congo

by A'S M Nurunnabi

The powers behind Kabila's success turned a
promised. This has triggered the repetition of the very process that unseated Mobutu.

T has been said that ‘the

more things change in

Congo, the more they remain
the same." It is an irony that
Laurent Kabila, President of the
Democratic Republic of Congo.
within his l’uurtc%n-munttlj} :;Lhﬂe
is being opposed exac e
same fnresa which {m had {:aed
last year to get rid of the former
late President Mobutu® Sese
Seko. The reason for this
sudden change is said to be that
President Kabila is perceived to
be a ‘disaster’ for Congo by his
former mentors who he %cd
him into power. The tide has
now turned against him.

Kabila won enthusiastic
backing in his bid to lead a gov-
ernment with his promise of
political stability through
democracy and a revitalised
economy. N:ighbaurin% coun-
tries were assured rebel factions
would no longer be allowed to
use this third largest country in
Africa as a base for guerrilla
activities.

The powers behind Kabila's
success turned against hin be-
cause he could not deliver the

oods which he promised. This

as triggered the repetition of
the very process that unseated
Mobutu. On that occasions last
year, Congolese rebels swept
into Kinshasa with the military
assistance of Congo's neigh-
bours Rwanda, Uganda, Angola
and Burundi.

“This time, reports indicated
that Rwanda was actively en-

aged in helping the rebels with
the tacit support of Uganda. It
also appeared that a group of
smaller neimnng countries
in the east, da and Uganda
had effectively set themselves
up as "trustees” of Congo's fu-
ture”.

There were other reasons for

that the developing world
is facing due to its rapidly
expanding population could se-
riously hinder growth, accord-

ing to a study.
In many developing coun-
tries, lack of water could cap fu-

ture improvements in the qual-
ity of life, says Don Hinrichsen,
lead author of the study by the
Johns Hopkins University and
a consultant with the United
Nations Population Fund
(UNFPA).

"Populations are growin
rapidly in these countries an
at the same time, per capita use
must increase — to grow food,
for better personal health and
hygiene and to supply growing
cities and industries,” he adds.
"Meanwhile, there is no more
fresh water on earth than there
was 2000 years ago, when popu-
lation was three per cent of its
current size."

Hinrichsen notes that con-
flicts over water are brewing
and could turn violent as short-
ages grow. "In Africa, Central

Asia, the near East and South

inland seas," he says.
"Even within a country,
competition for use can be

America, countries are already
l-zﬂmring over access to rivers

fierce. The water on China's
Yellow River, for example, is
under so much demand that the
river has dried up before
reaching the ocean. In 1996,
when there was enough water,
the government ordered the
farmers not to use it because a
state-run oil field further
downstream needed the water to
operate,” he adds.

In developing countries, the
report by the university's
School of Public Health notes,
overuse and pollution are ma-
{;};‘ problems. India, it says, will

one of the 48 countries where
one in three persons will face

. shortage of water by the year

2025. "China, with a population
of 1.5 billion, will not be far be-
hind,” it adds.

According to the parameters
of the study, a country faces
"water stress" when annual wa-
ter supplies drop below 1,700
cubic metres per person. Water-
scarce countries have annual
water supplies of less than
1,000 cubic metres per person,
Currently, it says, 31 countries
face water stress or scarcity.

In 1996, it says, people
worldwide used an estimated 54
per cent of all accessible fresh
_‘Ergter. The next 30 years of

pulation growth will TAISE-

Developing-World’s Impending Water

Crisis will Impede Growth

Ashok Easwaran writes from Chicago
ITHE chronic water shortage

the number to 70 per cent and
by much more if per capita wa-
ter use continues to rise at its
current pace. |

Agriculture is the biggest
polluter, even more than indus-
tries and municipalities, ac-
cording to Hopkins researchers.
“In every country where cul-
tural fertilisers and pesticides
are used, they have contami-
nated groundwater and surface
waters.

In dcv:lt:éping countries, on
an average 90 to 95 per cent of
all domestic e and 75 per
cent of all industrial waste are
discharged into surface waters
without any treatment. All of
India's 14 major rivers are
badly polluted and over three
quarters of China's 50,000
kilometers of major rivers are
unable to sup fish."

Refe to the adverse ef-
fects of polluted water, the re-
port says "about 2.3 billion peo-
ple in the world suffer from dis-
eases that are linked to water
such as dysentery, cholera, ty-
phoid and schistosomiasis.”

The researchers have called
for a "blue revolution" to con-
serve and manage fresh water
supplies,

—Indhﬂhrﬂudﬂmnlﬁﬂvﬂl
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gainst him because he could

not deliver the goods which he
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Troops of five neighbouring countries in central Africa
are involved in civil war between Congo government of
President Laurent Kabila and rebels trying to oust him.
Fighting centres around area of capital, Kinshasa

Cameroon \ Republic,

Clrltrli African

Democratic Republic
of Congo (Zaire)

Iroops

{ Kabila

Sudan

Kisangani . ==X Uganda
Uganda and g - n.dﬂ

RHwanda 1.11_]-"|F‘.|-.,‘ t‘
Burundi I

supporl rebels

Tanzania|

Zimbabwe sends L
troops, planes o

support Kabila

dissatisfaction with Kabila's
regime’. Uganda is fighting with
its rebels, known as Lord's Lib-
eration Army in the north,
Rwanda is being raided by mili-
tia of former Hutu rulers, Presi-
dent Kabila reportedly made lit-
tle effort to cut the supply lines
of the rebels from Congo. This
failure angered both Uganda
and Rwanda governments.
Secondly, President did not
introduce the necessary eco-
nomic reforms. The n bour-
ing countries wanted Congo to
be an engine of economic
growth that will have a
spillover effect on them.

Thirdly, President Kablila
sabot the UN investigation
of the alleged massacres during

his campaign against Mobutu.
Finally, Kabila failed to bring
about democracy in the country.
He imprisoned his opposition
leaders, leading to deep tribal
factionalism and political
Anstability.

In a pre-dawn shoot-out on
August 3, rebel troops clashed

“with Congolese soldiers in two |
Kinshasa Army barracks. The
same day, rebel commanders in
the east declared war against
the government and attacked
bases near Goma, a provincial
capital. In two days, the rebels
— mainly members of Congo's
‘Tutsiminority backed by their
jethnic cousins who rule
Rwanda — tured

town in eastern Congo. Next
they hijacked a 737 in Goma,
flew 2000 kilometres west and
took the military base at Kitnoa
and the oil port of Moahda, Last
week the airport at’ Matadi on
‘the main supply route to Kin-
shasa fell. The rebels promised

Angolan pincer |

|
move into DRC ‘

®

that by the end of the month
thci,(‘wnuld be in the capital.

ow, in just two ., Kabi-
la's former allies have captured
territory that took him four
months to win. No wonder most
observers believe his time is

running out. "l doubt he'll last

this month," a western diplo-
mat said, "he's already history.”
Support for Kabila waned
both at home and abroad. Like
his predecessor, Kabila has de-
nied rights of full citizenship to
Putshis even though they have
lived in what is now Congo for
200 years. Other Congolese have
their own complaints; opinion
lls show that 70 per cent be-
ieve life was better under
Mobutu. Though Kinshasa resi-
dents credit Kabila with stabil-
ising the currency, they com-
plain that he created an even
more repressive regime than
Mobutu's. Economically, Con-
olese are reportedly worse off
than ever: they lack jobs and
roads, schools and hospitals.
Kabila's fnrei?l‘x Sponsors are
disappointed in him too. Wash-
ington, a major patron of
Rwanda and Uganda, had
ro up Mobutu for decades.
ut in his waning days, the US
State Department withdrew its
support and looked consciousl
to Rghlla as a champion o
democracy. Now these hopes
have fizzled.
with his support fading|
abroad, Kabila has t
perate measures to win friend
as at home. He has released po-
litical opponents from deten-
tion. And he is seeking to capi-.
talise on the deep Congolese re-
sentment of Tutsis.
Last week, the US State De-

en des- '

partment admitted that there
was ‘credible evidence' of sup-
port of Rwandan interference in
neihgbouring country affairs
and closed its emmbassy "because
of a deteriorating security situ-
ation'.

Meanwhile, the rebels were
preparing for a final push for
the capital. At a rally in Sake,
35 km west of Goma, rebel mili-
tary leader Jean Pierre Ondeane
was ted by 500 men ready
for the coming battle for Kin-

shasa. Meanwhile, South
Africa urgently sought a diplo-
matic solution to the mounting
crisis in Congo, as foreign
troops flowed in to back belea-
guered President Kabila. Re-
ional stability hung in the
alance as Zimbabwe President
Mugabe sent combat troops to
support Kabila. Uganda and
Rwanda, sup?orung the rebels
warned Angola and Zimbabwe
assisting Kabila to keep out,
Forces loyal to President Kabila
and Rwanda-backed rebels
lately appeared to be shaping up
for a show-down in the strategic
western corridor linking the
capital Kinshasa with the
South Atlantic. =

South Africa and other
member-states of the South
African Development Commu-
nity called for a ceasefire dur-
ing a hastily called week and

eace meeting in Pretoria.
gnuth African leaders at the
emergency summit mandated
South African President Nelson
Mandela to implement their
decision calling for an end to
the Congo crisis.

Meanwhile Congo's Ango-
lian allies have reportedly
driven rebel forces from a
string of Atlantic coast town in
a stunning reversal of rebel
gains,

Buoyed up by recent suc-
cesses, the Congo government
was reported to have rejected a
ceasefire pro . Insis all
Rwanda and Ugandan troops
must first withdraw from Con-
golese territnr{.

Kabila's allies may have
their own interests to safe-
guard,

Zimbabwe, having extended
more than $200 million in mil-
itary credits to Congo has a fi-
nancial stake in Kabila's gov- '
ernment. ola’s involvement
may be partially driven by a '
concern that Congo's rebels
could link up with Angola's
UNITA insurgent movement.

All this seems to set a dan-
erous trend in the volatile

rican continent for govern-
ments to interfere in the inter-
nal affairs of a sovereign state.
In this nightmarish scenario,
observers argue that Organisa-
tion of African Unity (OAU)
may take more active interest
in convening a summit to bro-
ker a negotiated settlement for
%t:m:e and progress of Africa.
e UN may also involve itself

' for the sake of peace, develops

ment, good governance H
human rights. B

17 Since the seesaw nlltur-ﬁ.of
' ,_'.r,he ru%lr:f battles: in ‘has
mparted an international

character to the conflict on ac-
count of the involvement of the
outside power, it seems '
likely that the t

may not admit of any short-
term solution.



