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Introduction 

By Daniel Volman and Meredeth Turshen 

Since the death of General Sani Abacha on 
8 June 1998, the continuing crisis in Nigeria 
has entered a new, and potentially more 
positive, phase. A number of political 
prisoners have been released, constraints on 
civil and political rights have been loosened, 
and a new program for a transition to 
democracy and civilian rule has been 
announced. But many crucial issues remain 
unresolved. Among these are the question 
of which political institutions can 
legitimately determine the rules for the 
transition program and govern the country 
during the process; how the armed forces 
should be reformed to ensure their 
subordination to civilian rule and to prevent 
future military interventions in politics; 
whether the constitutional order should be 
changed to decentralize political power and 
provide greater representation to Nigeria's 
various regions and its ethnic and sectarian 
communities; and regional inequalities and 
protest, most notably related to Ogoniland. 

The articles in this issue of the 
Bulletin, edited by Meredeth Turshen, 
examine the evolution of Nigeria's crisis, 
describe the current situation, and explore 
the country's future prospects. They 
include a report from the United Democratic 
Front ofNigeria on a meeting with the new 
Nigerian leader, General Abdulsalam 
Abubakar; background pieces on the role of 
students and teachers in the struggle for 
democracy and on a renewed and revisionist 
debate over the significance of the Nigerian 
civil war of the 1960s; and a report on an 
important international conference held this 
summer at Dartmouth College. The authors 
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come from both scholarly and activist 
backgrounds and present a variety of 
different perspectives on the Nigerian crisis. 

Report on ACAS Activities in 1998 
and ACAS Events at ASA 

~ _ .... 
li 

In this issue we also present a report 
by Bill Martin and Merle Bowen, ACAS 
Co-Chairs, on ACAS activities during 1998, 
along with information on the ACAS 
meetings and sponsored panels that will be 
held at the 1998 African Studies Association 
Conference in Chicago. 

In the Next Issue of the Bulletin 

The next issue of the Bulletin will be 
a double issue edited by Ed Ferguson that 
will focus on recent developments in the 
Democratic Republic of Congo (formerly 
Zaire). It will be published almost 
immediately following this issue. 
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Academics Against Abacha: • 
Notes on the Struggles ofNigerian University Students and Teachers, 1993-1998 

By George Caffentzis 
Coordinator of the Committee for Academic Freedom in Africa 

The death of General Abacha on June 8, 1998 
punctuated, but did not transform, the politics 
of Nigeria. Whatever the ending of 
negotiations between the democracy movement 
and the military government under General 
Abubakar, the appearance of talks immediately 
after Abacha' s demise demonstrates that the 
balance of forces between the movement and 
government had already changed. Abacha's 
death merely stopped obscuring this fact . 

A crucial element in the democracy 
movement's growing strength against Abacha's 
rule has been the five-year struggle ofNigeria's 
university students and faculty. For a variety 
of reasons I will review their struggle in this 
brief article. My first reason IS to 
commemorate the sheer courage and 
determination of Nigerian students and 
teachers in defense of academic freedom 
against great odds. My second reason is that 
their struggle illuminates important questions 
concerning the role of the student and faculty 
movements in contemporary Africa. Third, the 
struggle intimates aspects of the next phase of 
the struggle against neo-colonialism in Nigeria. 

A Precis of Struggle 

The Nigerian student and faculty 
movements, organizationally embodied in the 
Academic Staff Union of Universities (ASUU) 
and the National Association of Nigerian 
Students (NANS), were in opposition to 
Abacha from the moment he overthrew the 
"transition government" in November 1993. 
ASUU and NANS supported the legitimacy of 
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Abiola's claim to the presidency and made his 
freedom a basic demand in their struggles while 
Abacha's refusal to recognize Abiola as 
Nigeria's president was a necessary condition 
of his rule. 

However, it should not be forgotten 
that Abacha began his regime with a political 
surprise. He severely criticized the IMF and 
took steps to present himself as a "nationalist" 
of the Buhari stripe. Abacha terminated the 
structural adjustment program his predecessor, 
General Babangida, put into place in 1986, he 
halted negotiations with the IMF, and his 
publicists initially deployed anti-nee-liberal 
rhetoric. As a result, the IMF and World Bank 
put Nigeria on its pariah list for a while. 
Moreover, until June of 1994, Abiola had 
escaped from house arrest and was still trying 
to negotiate, via international and domestic 
pressure, his ascension to the presidency. 

· This period of hesitation ended in the 
summer of 1994. Abiola was re-arrested and 
sent to prison, while the government's open 
complicity with Shell in repressing the Ogoni 
struggle in the Delta and its draconian reaction 
to the oil-worker's strike made it plain that any 
hopes for a military government with an anti
neo-colonial stance were illusory. This 
recognition was concretized in the first major 
university crisis of the Abacha period in mid
August 1994. While Major Paul Okutiimo's 
troops were ravaging Ogoniland, government 
troops and police were massacring students in 
Benin and Edo States. On August 17, 
University of Benin students protesting a 
variety of national Issues were attacked by 
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armed police who beat, shot at, and raped 
students. On August 19, students from Edo 
State University at Ekpoma who were 
demonstrating at the home of former Vice
President Admiral Aikhomu (in the Babangida 
regime) were ambushed by a combined team of 
police army and secret service agents. Four 
students were shot dead. 

It is no coincidence that the first major 
university teachers' strike of the Abacha 
regime began in the midst of these massacres 
on August 18, 1994. The strike had its roots in 
a previous agreement with the Babangida 
government in 1992 that stipulated an increase 
in teachers' salaries and a major increase in 
investment in university infrastructure which 
had deteriorated throughout the country. 
Though the government did increase most 
teachers' salaries, it reneged on increasing the 
investment in the higher education system. 
ASUU also included in its demands the end of 
the authoritarian "one-man administration" at 
the University of Ahuja that violated due 
process rights of students and faculty, and it 
insisted on the release of the June 1993 
presidential election results (which would 
clearly show that Abiola was the victor) . 

Abacha doled out to ASUU the same 
draconian treatment the oil workers union 
received--intransigence, threats, and lies. But 
the decision of ASUU members to keep up the 
strike in the face of the government's decision 
to stop their salaries, forced the government to 
begin the semblance of negotiations. In 
January 1995 a loose face-saving agreement 
was reached to create a favorable environment 
for the implementation of the 1992 agreement 
by the government. 

Abacha, however, did nothing to 
implement this agreement. Indeed, in 1995 he 
reversed his government's "nationalist" 
economic policy and put into place an even 
more stringent structural adjustment program 
than Babangida' s, with predictable 
consequences from the universities. In the face 
of Abacha' s evident bad faith, ASUU ended 

the temporary truce on April 9, 1996 by calling 
for a nation-wide strike, after it had conducted 
a referendum on all campuses and then 
engaged in a series of demonstrative, 
"Monday-only" work stoppages for one month 
to give the government a chance to respond to 
the teachers ' grievances. The Abacha' s 
government's response was predictably 
tyrannical. On May 16, 1996 it banned ASUU, 
in July it demanded that union locals negotiate 
separately with each university administration, 
then on August 21 , 1996 it passed a law 
stipulating that any person participating in 
ASUU activities be fined or be imprisoned 
from one to three years or both, and in the fall 
it issued a directive to all parastatals barring 
them from hiring any former official of ASUU. 

The Abacha government unilaterally 
declared the strike was over by simply defining 
ASUU to be non-existent and then 
criminalizing it! By September 30, 1996, 
universities were formally declared open, but in 
actual fact work did not begin. Some teachers 
merely registered their presence on campus, 
but held no classes, practicing "a new strategy 
of teaching according to how much they are 
paid." Others responded by resigning en mass 
and demanding their entitlements. For 
example, almost 300 teachers resigned from 
the University of Ilorin, while at the University 
of Ibadan 400 teachers resigned out of a staff 
of 1,000 in this period. These mass 
resignations expressed the feeling among 
Nigerian teachers that matters had reached a 
breaking point; unless the government infused 
new resources into the universities and ended 
the climate of intimidation on campuses, 
teaching was absolutely impossible. 

Slowly the strike came to an end, but 
with dire consequences for the Nigerian 
university system. For it began to be clear that 
the Abacha regime was deliberately intensifYing 
the deterioration of the universities in order to, 
the parlance of the World Bank, "rationalize" 
them, in effect to close departments and 
colleges and raise the tuition fees for students 
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(called "cost sharing" by the World Bank). For 
example, in October of 1997 Bayero University 
in Kano was closed down because students and 
the remaining faculty members were protesting 
the dismal living conditions on campus, which 
one newspaper described as a "frightening 
situation," with students and teachers not being 
able to bathe for days and having to go to the 
bushes because the toilets on campus and in the 
hostels were out of order. But by the that time 
many teachers at Bayero had already resigned 
and some departments were so understaffed 
that they were failing to win accreditation--for 
example, ten out of a former staff of fifteen in 
the Mathematics Department had resigned 
while in the Pharmacology Department only 
one teacher was left, who doubled as the head 
of the department. 

This report has concentrated on ASUU 
and the nation-wide faculty strikes in the 
Abacha period, but inevitably the struggles of 
the students have been more numerous, were 
inspired by more diverse and local conditions, 
involved large numbers, and suffered greater 
losses in terms of deaths, injuries, and 
imprisonments. The close cooperation 
between the students' and faculty 
organizations, · ASUU and NANS, has been 
remarkable in Nigeria. This is not surprising, 
however, because they shared many of the 
same national demands: new investment in the 
university infrastructure, defense of academic 
freedom, and rejection of the military 
government. Thus in the wake of the 
execution of Ken Saro-Wiwa and eight other 
Ogoni activists on November 10, 1995, 
students and faculty members all over the 
country joined in protest . In the spring of 
1998, during the numerous demonstrations 
against Abacha' s attempt to transform himself 
into a civilian elected president (by 
manipulating the electoral process so that he 
would be the only person in all of Nigeria to be 
legally nominated for the post I), students and 
faculty joined in the demonstrations and the 
jails. 

They also had common enemies: the 
police and army, as was to be expected, and, 
most insidiously, the "secret cults." These 
"cults" were well-financed, well-armed, and 
state-protected groups of students who took 
physical control of much of social life on 
campus and propagated a vague ideology of 
force and immediate pleasure. Violence by 
these "cultist groups" became so common in 
the Abacha period that teachers and students 
no longer dared to walk alone at night on 
campus, and acts of aggression, rape, and 
murder especially against opponents of the 
military government became a fact of university 
life. For example, at the University of Port 
Harcourt on January 1 7, 1996 at noon, ten 
"cult members" hacked down another student 
at the convocation area while hundreds of 
students and four lecturers were scared away 
from the scene of the murder with gun shots. 
As a result of the Mafia-like attack, the 
stricken student died four days later. 
Moreover, the assembly of the University of 
Port Harcourt student government two weeks 
later did not address the murder, possibly out 
of fear, or because students no longer hoped 
the authorities would punish the culprits. 
Students said, in fact, that the so-called cult 
members had virtual immunity and received 
their weapons straight from the police, so that, 
even when assailants are identified, little is 
done against them. 

These cults were Abacha' s contra-army 
on the Nigeria campuses. They specialized in 
harassing and intimidating leaders of ASUU, 
they regularly broke up NANS meetings, and 
they challenged NANS victories in student 
elections, forcing fairly-elected candidates 
associated with NANS to give up their 
positions in favor of cult members. When 
students protested with the university 
administrators, they often found themselves 
charged with the crimes committed by their 
victimizers and expelled from school. For 
example, in July 1995 at Obafemi Awolowo 
University, one Anthony Fashayo brutalized the 
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wmner of the student umon election, had 
himself elected by force, and gained 
recognition by the university Chancellor, who 
rushed to disburse into his hands the funds due 
to the union, and then criminalized the 
lawfully-elected students. 

The large-scale creation of these fascist 
personalities on the Nigerian campuses in the 
1990s posed one of the most difficult problems 
for the student and faculty movements. Their 
appearance on the Nigerian scene during the 
era of structural adjustment is another example 
that a necessary accompaniment of the so
called "rationalizing" policies of the World 
Bank and IMF in a resistant population is a 
state-sponsored turn to the most "irrational" 
forms of political psychology. But the inner 
terror these "cultist" students generated was 
conditioned on the protection of the 
authoritarian university administration who, in 
turn, could only exist in the climate of arbitrary 
tyranny the Abacha regime required and 
propagated. The mass student support for the 
nation-wide anti-Abacha demonstrations in the 
spring of 1998 demonstrated the failure of this 
strategy of terror. With the end of military rule 
and the return of a university administration 
abiding by the principles of academic freedom, 
the "cults" will inevitably die. 

Conclusion 

This short review of the struggles of Nigerian 
university teachers and students clearly 
demonstrates their courageous persistence in 
the face of the united front of one of the most 
tyrannical regimes on the planet, Abacha' s, 
with the planet's most sophisticated (and 
sophistic) academic "rationalizers," the World 
Bank. But it does more than that. It also 
shows that the politics of the Nigerian 
university students and faculty movements 
were not plagued by short-term goals nor were 
they open to being co-opted by divisive 
rewards. Critics of Mrican academics and their 
movements have often bemoaned their elitism, 
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lack of anti-neocolonial politics, and 
opportunism. These critics confront a 
formidable counter-example in Nigeria. For in 
the country universally decried as the home of 
"419"* and voted most corrupt on the planet in 
1996 (by the Berlin-based Transparency 
International), the student and faculty 
movements have shrugged off cynicism and co
optation at great cost in terms of life, career, 
and liberty. 

Thus in the post-Abacha period one of 
the first tasks of the new democratic 
government of Nigeria should be to invest in 
the students and faculty that made its existence 
possible. For Nigeria universities have proven 
to be the national institution they were 
designed to be by the anti-colonial generation 
that launched them, largely due to the students 
and faculty members who struggled in them 
during a long season of despair. 

*"419" is the number of the section in the 
Nigerian legal code that refers to crimes of 
fraud . It became a slang term among Nigerians 
in Nigeria and the diaspora in the 1990s to 
describe all the incredible schemes their 
countrymen and women have concocted to 
trick businessmen (and others) out of millions 
of dollars. 

Note Bene: Most of the factual material for this 
article is derived from the Newsletters of the 
Committee for Academic Freedom in Africa, 
especially numbers 8, 10, 11, and 13. If you 
wish back issues, please write to one of the 
coordinators: Ousseina Alidou, Dept. ofBlack 
Studies, Ohio University, Columbus, Ohio 
4321 0-1319; George Caffentzis, Dept. of 
Philosophy, University of Southern Maine, 
P .O. Box 9300, Portland, Maine 04104-9300; 
or Silvia Federici, New College, Hofstra 
University, Hempstead, NY 11550-1090. 
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Beyond Biafra: The Civil War in Nigeria's Political Debates 
I I' 

By Axel Harneit-Sievers 
Center for Modern Oriental Studies, Berlin 

The Nigerian Civil War (1967-70) was among 
the first major armed conflicts in post
independence Africa. It caused hundreds of 
thousands - some estimates go up to two or 
even three million - of deaths, mostly among 
the civilian population of the former Eastern 
Region which seceded in June 1967 as the 
independent state of Biafra. Most of the 
victims died because of starvation in 1968-69, 
after Biafra had been enclosed by Nigerian 
Federal troops; an airlift of food supplies 
organized by international relief organizations 
was able to relieve the situation only to a very 
limited extent. Due to the intense media 
coverage of Biafra, the images of starving 
children suffering from kwashiorkor are still 
present and have become a metaphor for 
"crisis in Africa" in general. In fact, the 
Nigerian Civil War stood at the beginning of a 
long series of crises resulting from drought, 
hunger, displacement, and war, which created 
the by now common image of Africa as a 
continent of disasters. 

Since Biafra's defeat in January, 1970, 
Nigeria has experienced manifest political 
instability, as testified by various military 
coups and coup attempts, and by various 
outbreaks of political and religious violence, 
as well as a severe economic crisis since the 
mid-1980s. However, in contrast to a 
number of other African countries affected by 
civil war, Nigeria has been able to avoid the 
outbreak of another war and to keep national 
unity intact. In this sense, at least, Nigeria has 
proved remarkably stable. 

Except in the former war-affected 
areas themselves, for more than two decades 
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after 1970, the Civil War played little role in 
public debate in Nigeria. This silence has been 
broken since the crisis resulting from the 
annulment of the 1993 presidential election by 
the military regime of General Ibrahim 
Babangida: Fears of a repetition of history, 
with (ethnic) rioting, instability within the 
military itself, and a violent confrontation 
between northern and southern Nigeria, again 
became widespread. Such perceptions have 
become even more prevalent since June 1998, 
after the sudden deaths of the military dictator, 
General Sani Abacha, and his most prominent 
opponent, Chief Moshood Abiola, the 
presumed winner of the 1993 elections. In 
the 1990s, the Civil War experience has, more 
than ever, become a background foil before 
which current political issues are interpreted 
and debated. After a short overview about the 
history of the war and its aftermath, this article 
looks at the role of the Civil War in Nigeria's 
political debates, the ways it is remembered, 
and especially its threatened "return" in recent 
years. 

The Civil War and its Aftermath 

Much of Nigeria's political problem 
results from its regional and ethnic diversity, 
which became increasingly politicized in the 
period of decolonization after World War II . 
The political party system with which Nigeria 
gained independence in 1960 continued to be 
based on the colonially-created three regions, 
each of which was dominated by one major 
ethnic group, but also comprised strong ethnic 
minorities. Overall political control of the 
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country remained with the Northern Region 
because of its population strength. However, 
massive (and often violent) political party 
conflict removed the legitimacy of electoral 
democracy within a few years ' time. When a 
number of junior officers staged a coup in 
January 1966, they were first applauded by 
people in all parts of the country. Soon, 
however, the military government began to be 
perceived as an attempt by the Igbo, the 
Eastern Region' s majority ethnic group, to 
dominate the country. A counter-coup in July 
1966 restored northern political control under 
General Y akubu Gowon; a series of pogroms 
against migrants of Eastern origins in the 
North cost many thousands of lives and led to 
the mass flight of Easterners back into their 
home region. The military itself disintegrated 
along regional and ethnic lines, as did the 
country as a whole; the Eastern Region under 
Lt. -General Odumegwu Ojukwu declared 
secession in June 1967, and a few weeks later, 
the war broke out Because of widespread 
fear of genocide, the federal government's 
underestimation of Biafra' s potential, and 
international support in humanitarian 
(churches, International Red Cross), 
diplomatic (Tanzania, Ivory Coast, Gabon) 
and military (France, Portugal) terms, Biafra 
was able to survive for about 30 months, albeit 
at terrible human costs. 

Since 1970 Nigerian military rulers 
have frequently stressed the role of the 
military as guarantor of national unity. 
However, this argument overlooks the 
decisive role that political intervention by the 
military, and especially the conflicts within it, 
played as causes of the Civil War. With 
Ojukwu, largely perceived to be personally 
responsible for secession, in his Ivorian exile, 
few among the former Biafran civilian 
leadership were victimized for their role in 
secession. A military tribunal was established 
only against a number of military leaders, most 
of whom had been officers in the pre-war 
Nigerian Army and were retired; about thirty 

of them were held in detention up to 197 5. 
The Gowon government's declared post-war 
policy of "no victors, no vanquished" allowed 
a recovery from the effects of the war to a 
large extent Early fears that the Igbo as an 
ethnic group might be systematically 
oppressed proved unfounded. However, a 
number of post-war government policies, 
especially in the field of economics (for 
example, the "abandoned property" issue by 
which Igbo owners of buildings in some non
Igbo areas were not able to recover their 
ownership rights; and the official exchange of 
Biafran currency, in mid-1970, into a lump 
sum, annihilating not only wartime commercial 
gains, but also the savings ofthe middle class) 
continue to be perceived to this day as 
punitive measures designed to make the Igbo 
"second class citizens," as the common phrase 
holds. With certain exceptions, economic 
reconstruction in the former war area came 
within three or four years after the end of the 
war. It was helped by the oil boom which 
reached its peak around 1973-7 4 - though its 
effect was mainly indirect: the government 
used little of the oil revenue to directly fund 
any reconstruction projects. However, the oil 
boom created an overall favorable economic 
framework within which reconstruction took 
place by communal self-help and individual 
mttiattve. In this environment, and with the 
help of a well-established commercial culture, 
Igbo entrepreneurs were able to get back into 
business, to expand, and to reestablish 
themselves in some of the top positions of 
Nigeria' s economy. Also, the Igbo educated 
elite regained important roles in the civil 
service and parastatals, though its position in 
these sectors remained weaker than it had 
been in the prewar period. 

Politically, the Igbo core areas of the 
former Eastern Region became just one of the 
new (originally twelve) states by which the 
Federal Government replaced the former 
regions. From this densely settled East
Central State - which (as is often said, though 
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difficult to prove statistically) received little 
Federal investment - the lgbo after 1970 
continued to migrate in large numbers into 
urban centers throughout Nigeria and beyond. 
Two new states were created in the ethnic 
minority areas of the former Eastern Region, 
fulfilling demands for autonomy dating back to 
the 1950s. Much of Nigeria' s oil production 
is concentrated in one of these new States -
Rivers - but the local population has gained 
little from the enormous wealth generated, as 
Ken Saro-Wiwa' s Ogoni movement has made 
clear to the world public in the 1990s. (Similar 
unrest - though without much international 
attention - continues today in the Ijo areas 
along the coastline, with militant youths taking 
hostages from among employees of oil 
companies.) While the local population 
suffers severe ecological damage from oil 
production, the royalties derived are largely 
appropriated by the Federal Government and 
spent elsewhere; or they disappear in an 
endemically corrupt government machinery. 

While the creation of new states 
appeased the larger minorities within the old 
regions, it again created new minority groups 
within, resulting in demands for further states. 
In the meantime, the practice of state creation 
- Nigeria today comprises thirty-six states -
has turned out to undermine the very basis of 
federalism, as the new, and ever smaller states 
have become hopelessly weak vis-a-vis the 
Federal Government, which shows a strong 
tendency towards centralization. 

Remembering the War 

Commemoration of the Civil War 
experience remained difficult in post-war 
Nigeria, and it has for a long time been largely 
restricted to the southeast of the country, i.e. 
the areas immediately affected by the war. 
Immediate post-war policies, both by the 
Federal Government under Gowon and under 
the East-Central State' s administrator, Ukpabi 
Asika (who had been one of the few lgbo 

intellectuals on the federal side during the war 
and was regarded by many as a "traitor"), 
focused on "reconciliation" and thereby 
promoted forgetting rather than a critical look 
into the past. However, a few books of self
reflection (and, sometimes, self-justification) 
by Biafran activists and administrators 
appeared in the early 1970s. 

Overall, however, few seem to have 
felt the need, or capacity, for public self
reflection about the war experience during the 
period of post-war reconstruction and the oil 
boom years. Moreover, continuing military 
rule might not have provided an enabling 
climate for such undertakings. The atmosphere 
changed somewhat after the coup against 
Gowon (1975) and more so in the period of 
civilian rule under President Shehu Shagari 
(1979-83 , the "Second Republic"), when 
several former political and military leaders of 
both sides began to publish accounts of their 
role during the war and the crisis preceding it. 
In particular, the events around the first coup 
of 1966 and especially the intentions and acts 
of the officers involved became topics of a 
heated public debate. Besides the prolific 
book production, the public debate extended 
into newspapers and popular journals like 
Quality Magazine which has published many 
long interviews with more or less prominent 
witnesses of the war years. The extent of such 
public debate (in an extraordinary depth and 
intensity, compared to what seems possible in 
most other Mrican countries) is to the credit 
of the Nigerian publishing industry, and it 
shows the degree to which freedom of 
expression, despite occasional (and in recent 
years increased) repression, is still alive. 

On the official side, after more than a 
decade of preparations and debate, the 
National War Museum in Umuahia was 
opened to the public in 1989 with an 
exhibition stressing military tradition and 
values, as well as the issue of national unity. 
The History of Nigeria since Independence 
(1989), a semi-official attempt at historical 
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synthesis by prominent academics, covers 
more varied political and military issues of the 
federal and Biafran sides. Apart from that, 
Nigerian historians and social scientists have 
to date been markedly reluctant to address the 
Civil War as a topic of study. There remain 
several blind spots that have never been 
adequately addressed - probably the most 
difficult among them (in terms of potential for 
political conflict) is the 1966 pogrom against 
Igbo and other Easterners in the North, of 
which some personal accounts exist but no 
academic study and no official inquiry. State
organized violence in wartime can obviously 
much easier become an object of study than 
the massacre of a defenseless civilian 
population. 

It may be characteristic of the 
problems of official approaches to the war 
experience that some writers felt obliged to 
use the term "Biafra" only within quotation 
marks. In the meantime, however, it has 
become more common to accept Biafra as a 
historical entity which - like it or not - existed 
for some time and therefore deserves its own 
name, without typographical reservations. 

Beyond such published debates, 
popular perceptions and collective memory of 
the war are much more difficult to grasp, of 
course. Fiction writers, among them Chinua 
Achebe, Cyprian Ekwensi, Buchi Emecheta 
and Flora Nwapa, have published numerous 
literary accounts, mostly in a rather "realistic" 
fashion; they illuminate forms of experience 
and perception of the war by "ordinary 
people" - those who do not normally write 
books and may not even be able to read them. 
It is in such accounts that the victims and 
losers of the war and post-war periods receive 
attention. Also, historians (among them this 
author) have recently begun to document the 
ways in which people who lived through it 
remember the Civil War today. From such 
accounts it becomes clear that, for many 
people in the former war area, the war still 
means a traumatic experience of suffering 

from hunger and displacement, violence and 
loss of lives. Few of them wish to run the 
risk of getting into a similar situation again, 
even if many are very critical of the state of 
political affairs in post-war Nigeria and 
perceive the Igbo as "marginalized." Women 
in particular describe their war experience in 
terms of suffering; at the same time, they are 
conscious of the important roles they played at 
that time for the survival of their families, in 
trade, and even as contributors to "the war 
effort ." Of course, there are also "die-hards," 
some among them former soldiers, who find it 
difficult to accept Biafra' s defeat and who 
seek to redress what they perceive as 
injustices of the past. 

Certain aspects of the Civil War 
history remain a matter of pride in popular 
consciousness in the former war area. Some 
Biafran military successes during the war 
continue to be remembered with self
confidence, as well as an awareness that 
Biafrans were able to withstand the much 
superior military power of the federal forces 
for two and a half years. This pattern is 
confirmed by a widespread popular myth, 
existing in the Igbo areas today, that Biafra' s 
final surrender was brought about not by the 
federal army, but by an external intervention. 
In reality, such an intervention, mostly 
believed to have consisted of troops of the 
Organization of African Unity, never took 
place, nor was it even considered. 
Furthermore, the various technological 
inventions developed in the Biafran enclave as 
surrogates for unavailable imports (like arms 
and fuel) have received much attention; books 
and articles popularizing this theme not only 
display it as a matter of pride for those who 
lost the war, but also as an incentive to 
promote Nigerian national development by 
recourse to local resources. 

Many Civil War-related issues, 
including personal wartime accounts, are 
discussed daily within the virtual Igbo 
community created by the "Igbo-Net" Internet 
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mailing list. While certainly not 
"representative" of Igbo opinion as a whole, 
Igbo-Net has since 1994 become a forum for 
numerous well-educated Igbo migrants to the 
U.S. and Europe, debating affairs of their 
home area and Nigeria as a whole. Activities 
on Igbo-Net show how much the Civil War 
experience still intervenes in many facets of 
Igbo contemporary life. 

Igbo Perceptions of 
Post-War Nigerian Politics 

Despite the comparatively fast and 
comprehensive socioeconomic recovery of the 
former war areas during the first half of the 
1970s, the impression prevailed among many 
people in the Igbo areas that the Igbo have 
been treated by Nigerian politics in an unfair 
way, and that they have not received what 
they were entitled to. "Igbo marginalization" 
(as the issue is frequently phrased) is primarily 
understood in terms of lack of access to 
economic resources, distributed centrally from 
the Federal Government's oil revenue, and to 
federal political power. 

Economically, the deplorable state of 
the road network in Eastern Nigeria and the 
lack of Federal government investment in 
large-scale industrial projects (like the steel 
industry) during the 1970s and 1980s are 
frequently quoted as -cases in point. 

Politically, the Igbo were indeed little 
represented under military regimes, a result of 
the Civil War bringing to an end the careers of 
virtually all senior Igbo military officers. They 
fared better during the Second Republic, 
which saw a renewal of the coalition between 
parties based in northern and eastern regions 
on lines similar to the early 1960s (despite the 
fact that the war was widely perceived as a 
conflict primarily between the North and the 
East) . Consequently, many Igbo political 
leaders continue to hold high hopes for a 
future transition to civilian democratic role, 
although they have, much more than some of 

their southwestern Nigerian Y oruba 
colleagues in the 1990s, been careful not to 
alienate the military government - as the 
infamous saying goes, they supported 
"AGIP"- "any government in power." 

However, the reasons for 
marginalization are not entirely clear; the 
frequently-asked question "Who is 
marginalizing the Igbos?" receives varying 
answers. One line of argument sees 
marginalization coming from the power 
center, as a result of the lost Civil War. At the 
same time, however, members of the Igbo 
political elite and political commentators often 
also point to the lack of unity among 
themselves - a lack of unity that contrasts with 
the cohesiveness that other regional-ethnic 
units in Nigeria are believed to have achieved. 
Typical models of such cohesiveness are either 
the individual strong leadership personality 
(like Obafemi Awolowo, who died in 1987, 
had been for the Y oruba since the late 1940s ), 
or the "mafia," i.e. a co-operating group of 
political leaders. This perception certainly 
involves much stereotyping, as there are many 
rifts among other regional-ethnic groups as 
well. The Igbo themselves are often perceived 
to "gang-up" in order to promote ethnic 
interests - thus, disunity may be the rule rather 
than the exception. At any rate, the situation 
of the Civil War years, when - for better or 
worse - Ojukwu' s leadership was largely 
undisputed, contrasts starkly with the 
patchwork of subregional groupings and 
individuals competing for leadership positions 
that has characterized Igbo politics since 1970. 

Some leaders with strong wartime 
credentials have emerged in Igbo politics, for 
example Sam Mbakwe and Christian C. Onoh. 
Both had been Biafran provincial 
administrators and became state governors in 
the Second Republic . Mbakwe in particular 
has consistently argued that the Igbo were 
marginalized as punishment for losing the war. 
He kept the "abandoned property" issue in 
debate for a long time, and by a publicly 
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dramatic measure in 1979 he declared the Igbo 
commercial and industrial center of Aba a 
"disaster town." Ojukwu himself was allowed 
to return from exile in 1982, a fact often 
interpreted as the ultimate indication of post
war reconciliation. Under the circumstances 
prevailing, however, Ojukwu' s return 
constituted an attempt by the then-ruling 
National Party of Nigeria to attract Igbo 
votes, though it proved of very limited 
success. Since the 1980s, Ojukwu has 
displayed a high degree of visibility in Nigerian 
public affairs, and he has even tried to 
reestablish himself as an Igbo leader. 
However, his personality and role remain 
highly disputed. This became particularly 
clear when he was installed, in 1996 at Nri, as 
Eze lgbo ("king of the Igbo"), a rather 
presumptuous "traditional" title in a society 
which consisted, in the pre-colonial period, 
mostly of autonomous communities without 
much formal political hierarchy, and where the 
saying lgbo enwe(ghi) eze ("the Igbo have no 
kings") virtually constitutes a self-definition of 
communal and ethnic identity. By the 1990s, 
other political "heavyweights" had emerged 
whose connection to the Civil War period is 
weak and who are successfully competing for 
leadership positions among the Igbo, 
especially the business magnate Emmanuel 
Iwuanyanwu who has shown strong 
aspirations for the position of an elected 
civilian president ofNigeria. 

The Return of Civil War Fears in the 1990s 

In those parts of Nigeria outside of the 
former war area - and these form the major 
part of the country in terms of population and 
area - the Civil War experience did not, for 
many years, play any major role in public 
consciousness. However, this changed in the 
1990s, and fears of a repetition of history have 
become more widespread with every new 
major political crisis. 

The first indication of things to come 
was a coup attempt (the so-called "Orkar 
coup"), in April 1990, by officers mainly from 
the "Middle Belt," i.e. the non-Emirate, 
strongly Christian-influenced areas of the 
former Northern Region. The coup attempt, 
for some days, not only posed a serious threat 
to the Babangida regime, but it also gained 
much more symbolic importance through the 
announcement of the excision of the five 
Emirate Northern States - the political "core" 
of the North - from Nigeria; obviously, this 
was a kind of "negative secession" threat. 
The demand showed that the "classical" 
North-South conflict (which had dominated 
Nigerian politics since the 1950s and led to 
Civil War, but was believed to have been 
overcome in the meantime by more complex 
patterns of regional-ethnic competition) was 
still dangerously alive. 

However, the most serious crisis 
Nigeria entered into since the end of the Civil 
War resulted from the annulment, by the 
Babangida government, of the June 12, 1993, 
presidential elections that were widely 
perceived to have been won by Abiola. 
Abiola had received not only a strong majority 
in his Y oruba home region, but also a majority 
in some areas - especially in the towns - of 
the North. He even gained a substantial 
number of votes in the Igbo States (a 
remarkable development, given the long Igbo
y oruba competition, and the fact that both 
Abiola and his running mate were Muslims). 
Abiola's electoral victory carried a decidedly 
supra-ethnic character, despite - or because 
of? - the manipulation of the party system by 
the military government. The aftermath of the 
annulment, however, instigated a new round 
of regional-ethnic conflict, as the perception 
became widespread that the Northern
dominated military had "stolen" the presidency 
from the Yoruba. After 1993, in consequence, 
the opposition against the Abacha military 
regime (which took over in November 1993 
from a weak and short-lived transitory 
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government under Ernest Shonekan) had its 
center in the Y oruba Southwest. There, 
demands to install Abiola as president were 
strongest, whereas in other parts of the 
country, even people who were very critical of 
military rule were much less enthusiastic, as 
became clear after Abacha's death in June 
1998. After Abiola died just one month later, 
only a day or so before he was supposed to be 
released from detention, rioting erupted in 
Lagos and in other cities of the Southwest. 
Much of it was directed against Northerners 
resident there, and there were fears that 
revenge would be taken in the North. 

All these events have provoked 
reminiscences of the pre-Civil War situation of 
1966-67. Since 1993, threats of large-scale 
violence and "secession" are back in Nigeria' s 
political debate, in a way that seemed rather 
unimaginable ever since 1970. This time, 
however, it has been Y oruba politics which 
most strongly stood against the Federal 
military government. lgbo politics largely took 
an attitude of "wait and see" what the other 
major Southern group would do. This 
attitude, again, is connected to the Civil War 
experience: For some time in 1967, it had 
seemed that the Y oruba Southwest might 
attempt secession along with the lgbo 
Southeast, a scenario which would have had 
much better chances to succeed than Biafra. 
In 1967, this did not happen, and many Igbo 
still perceive this as a major act of betrayal by 
Awolowo, and Yoruba politics in general. 
Abacha' s policies against the (Y aruba
centered) opposition, especially the detention 
of Abiola in 1994 and of most senior Y oruba 
military officers (alleged to be involved in a 
coup plot) in December 1997, were frequently 
seen in Igboland as making up for the 
"treachery" of 196 7. This attitude even 
received a peculiar term, the "ntoo-syndrome" 
(Igbo: "it serves you right"). 

Though few political leaders openly 
call for a dissolution of the country, the threat 
of secession forms a background on which 

demands for a re-negotiatiOn of Nigeria' s 
fundamental political structures are made. 
Numerous models are discussed, usually 
aiming at a more fair distribution of power 
(i .e. practically an end to the de facto 
Northern monopoly of power on the Federal 
level), at higher degrees of regional autonomy, 
and a strengthening of federalism. One of the 
solutions currently discussed is to create a 
system of six "geo-political zones," 
representatives of which rotate key power 
positions among them (an arrangement that 
political scientists have come to call 
"rotational consociationalism"). At the time 
of writing (end of August 1998), it is not yet 
clear to what extent the new military 
government of General Abdulsalam Abubakar 
will allow such concepts into the coming 
process of party formation and elections that 
are supposed to bring Nigeria a civilian and 
democratically government in May, 1999. 

Surely, history does not simply repeat 
itself. Conditions in Nigeria today are much 
different from 1 96 7; a much higher degree of 
social and economic (and possibly also 
military) integration has been achieved during 
the 1970s and 1980s. The awareness of the 
Civil War is strong among Nigerians, as 
interpretations of current political issues on 
the background of the war experience show. 
There is reason to hope that the very fear of a 
repetition ofhistory might help to avoid this to 
happen. 

Further Reading 

Comprehensive accounts of the 
Nigerian Civil War are John de St. Jorre, The 
Nigerian Civil War (London: Hodder & 
Stoughton 1972) and John J. Stremlau, The 
International Politics of the Nigerian Civil 
War (Princeton: Princeton University Press 
1977); for U.S. policies and the politics of 
humanitarian aid see Joseph E. Thomson, 
American Policy and African Famine: The 
Nigeria-Biafra War, 1966-1970 (New York: 

12 



J 

Greenwood 1990). Okwudiba Nnoli, Ethnic 
Politics in Nigeria (Enugu : Fourth Dimension 
1978) studies the historical background and 
political instrumentalization of regional-ethnic 
conflict. One of the few academic studies of 
the Civil War produced in Nigeria itself is 
Siyan Oyeweso, ed., Perspectives on the 
Nigerian Civil War (Lagos: OAP 1992). 
However, the most important general studies 
about state, society, and politics in Nigeria, 
published since the late 1970s - among them 
Keith Panter-Brick, ed., Soldiers and Oil: The 
Political Transformation of Nigeria (London: 
Frank Cass 1978), Oyelele Oyediran, ed., 
Nigerian Government and Politics under 
Military Rule 1966-79 (London: MacMillan 
1979), William D . Graf, The Nigerian State: 
Political Economy, State Class and Political 
System in the Post-Colonial Era (London: 
James Currey 1988), Tom Forrest, Politics 
and Economic Development in Nigeria 
(Boulder, Col. : Westview 1993, updated 
1995), and Paul A. Beckett & Crawford 
Young, eds ., Dilemmas of Democracy in 
Nigeria (Rochester, NY: University of 
Rochester Press 1997) - make surprisingly 
little reference to the Civil War and its 
aftermath. A study of modem Nigeria as the 
"history of a post-war society" remains to be 
written . 

Important early post-war self-
reflections by ex-Biafrans are Raph Uwezue, 
Reflections on the Nigerian Civil War. 
Facing the Future (New York: Africana 
1971), Ntieyong Udo Akpan, The Struggle for 
Secession, 1966-1970. A Personal Account of 
the Nigerian Civil War (London: Frank Cass 
1971 ), and Arthur A. Nwankwo, Nigeria: The 
Challenge of Biafra (London: Rex Collings 
1972). Akinjide Osuntokun, "Review of 
Literature on the Civil War" , in The Civil War 
Years (= Nigeria Since Independence: The 
First 25 Years, Vol. VI), eds. Tekena N . 
Tamuno and Samson C. Ukpabi (Ibadan: 
Heinemann 1989), pp. 85-105, provides an 
overview of the quite extensive war-related 

(auto )biographical literature published in the 
late 1970s and during the 1980s. The volume 
edited by Tamuno and Ukpabi constitutes a 
"semi-official" history of the Civil War; it was 
technically independent from the Nigerian 
Federal Government, but received its financial 
support. The volume by Axel Hameit-Sievers, 
Jones 0 . Ahazuem and Sydney Emezue, A 
Social History of the Nigerian Civil War: 
Perspectives From Below (Enugu/Hamburg: 
Jemezie!LIT 1997) collects popular 
experiences and perceptions of the war and 
post-war periods. Reuben N . Ogbudinkpa, 
The Economics of the Nigerian Civil War and 
its Prospects for National Development 
(Enugu : Fourth Dimension 1985) explores the 
theme ofBiafran technology. 

There are still very few studies that 
evaluate the post-war history of the Nigerian 
South-East, among them Herbert Ekwe-Ekwe, 
The Biafra War: Nigeria and the Aftermath 
(Lewiston/Queenston: Edwin Mellen 1990), 
focusing on the lgbo situation. Ken Saro
Wiwa's autobiography On A Darkling Plain: 
An Account of the Nigerian Civil War 
(London/Lagos/Port Harcourt : Saros 
International 1989) contains some information 
on this from the point of view of the 
Southeastern minorities. 

Much of this article's analysis of post
war developments is based on dispersed news 
and press items, official and "grey" 
publications, and interviews conducted by the 
author, who is currently preparing a book on 
this theme. The address of the Igbo-Net 
Internet mailing list 1s <igbo-
net@mcfeeley. cc. utexas. edu>. 

Dr. Axel Hameit-Sievers 
Center for Modem Oriental Studies 
Kirchweg 33 , D-14129 Berlin, Germany 
+49-30-80307-233, fax -210 
E-Mail: ahs@rz.hu-berlin.de 
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UDFN Leadership Meets General Abubakar in New York 

United Democratic Front ofNigeria (UDFN) Press Release, 26 September 1998 

At the request of 9eneral Abdulsalami 
Abubakar, Professor Wole Soyinka held a 
meeting with the Nigerian military leader on 
Friday evening, September 25, 1998 at his 
New York hotel. Also present at the 
meeting were two officials of the UDFN, 
Professor Julius Ihonvbere, Vice-Chair and 
Professor Olusola Adeyeye, Secretary
General. Professor Ibrahim Gambari, 
Nigeria's Permanent Representative to the 
United Nations was also in attendance. The 
discussion was cordial, full and frank, and 
the democratic aspirations of the Nigerian 
people were once again placed before 
General Abdulsalami Abubakar. 

A UDFN letter around which the discussion 
centered was delivered to General Abubakar 
with a copy of the London communique 
released after the August meeting of 
Nigeria's pro-democracy groups. The Head 
of State was also given a list containing 
names of detainees yet to be released and 
decrees yet to be repealed. For the record, 
the text of the letter is reproduced below. 

Further information will be made available 
in due course. 

Professor Olusola Adeyeye 
Secretary-General 

September 25, 1998 

General Abdulsalami Abubakar, FSS, DSS, 
Head of State and Commander-in-Chief 
Armed Forces of the Federal Republic of 
Nigeria 

Introduction 

We wish to seize this opportunity of your 
invitation to the UDFN Chairman, Professor 
Wole Soyinka, to make direct contact with 
you over issues that still bedevil the nation 
under the present transition administration. 
We are fully aware of some positive changes 
made in our beloved country since you took 
office. In particular, we commend the 
release of some political prisoners. 

Even so, the UDFN remains gravely 
concerned by the continued incarceration of 
many others. We also note your openly 
declared commitment to an eventual 
disengagement of the military from politics 
in May 1999. As eyewitnesses to the 
seemingly endless metastasis of perfidy and 
broken promises in contemporary Nigeria, 
the UDFN owes (and will continue to give) 
Nigeria our continued vigilance in the cause 
of liberating our fatherland from the 
paralysis oftyranny. The UDFN position is 
encapsulated in the communique (attached) 
issued by the Nigerian pro-democracy 
groups at the end of our recent London 
meeting. We note that some of the issues 
raised in that communique have attracted 
your attention. Even so, honesty behooves 
us to recognise that Nigeria is still nagged 
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by the aftermath of bungled opportunities of 
our recent past. Moreover, on-going 
foreboding realities shroud our nation' s 
future in an umbra of uncertainty. 

A Missed Opportunities: 

1. Release of Bashorun Abiola: The UDFN 
deeply regrets that despite the professed 
goodwill of your administration, you did not 
effect the release of Nigeria' s President
elect, Bashorun M.K.O. Abiola. His death 
in military custody was tragic because it was 
easily avoidable. 

2: Sovereign National Conference: It is 
unfortunate that the widespread demands 
for a Government ofNational Unity (GNU) 
and for a Sovereign National Conference 
(SNC) were rejected by your regime thus 
closing several outlets for genuine national 
dialogue, reconstruction, and reconciliation. 

B. Present Realities: 

Some very troubling issues have either not 
been addressed or have only been tenuously 
addressed. Failure to address these issues 
will critically jeopardise the transition to 
democracy and bequeath a shaky political 
foundation to our country's future. We 
highlight only briefly some of these issues: 

1. Abrogation of draconian decrees: Some 
decrees that continue to suffocate civil 
society and cast a dark shadow over the 
liberties ofNigerians remain in place. These 
decrees need to be abolished immediately. 
These include decrees Nos. 2 (1984 ), 7 
(1993), 12 (1994), 11 (1994), 4 (1984), 7 
(1993), 35 (1993), 29 (1993) and 14 
(1994). 

2. Release of detainees: Hundreds of 
innocent Nigerians remain in jail. Many 

have never been tried and as we now know, 
others were jailed unjustly following 
manipulated trials. These include 
journalists, children, women, and framed 
military officers. Only their immediate 
release can effectively establish a path to 
reconciliation and healing in Nigeria. 

3. Registration of political parties: While 
acknowledging the difficult task before the 
Independent National Electoral Commission 
(INEC), we hasten to point out that it is 
faulty to assume that political parties are set 
up solely for the purpose of elections. 
Parties are set up to generate and present 
ideas, train their members, construct 
platforms of inclusion and participation and 
so on. Many parties work for decades 
before they manage to win seats in office. 
It is the view of the UDFN that parties that 
make ten or more percent in the local 
government and other elections can have 
their expenses refunded with a specified 
limit. All others should not be forced to 
pack up or to disappear. They have 
members who see them as outlets for the 
articulation of their political and ideological 
preferences and the political space should 
not be closed to them. 

4. Probe ofprevious regime: In view ofthe 
record of the late General Sani Abacha 
regime and the recent revelations about the 
most reckless handling of the national 
treasury, the UDFN believes that your 
administration must not saddle the in
coming civilian government with the task of 
probing the military. You must have the 
courage to set up an independent 
commission to probe the regime and its 
collaborators, and to recover stolen assets 
and impose punishment. 

5. Academic institutions: The UDFN is 
grieved at the state of our infrastructure and 

15 



institutions particularly the state of our 
tertiary institutions. A nation that pays little 
or no attention to the building, nurturing, 
and dissemination of new ideas in this age of 
globalization is doomed. As an emergency 
measure, the UDFN suggests that the 
government make an immediate grant of $5 
million (about N425 million) to each 
university exclusively for books, research, 
laboratories, and fellowships . Stiff terms 
should be attached to the utilization of this 
grant to prevent diversion to other sources. 

6. Civil-military relations: There is clearly 
a big gulf between the military and the 
Nigerian people. Your administration must 
as a matter of urgency initiate a dialogue 
between the military and the Nigerian 
people. This must include opening up 
military communities to interaction with 
civil society organizations and discussions 
on the salience of constitutions and 
constitutional rule. 

7. Restructuring the military: The UDFN 
notes the various calls for restructuring the 
military, including the calls for a 
regionalized military. We hope that your 
administration is sensitive to the fact that 
these calls are precipitates of frustrations 
over the way in which military power is 
currently structured and utilized in Nigeria. 
We call on you to initiate a fundamental 
restructuring of the military in terms of 
reducing its size, rectifying lopsidedness, 
providing adequate training, terminating 
internal security functions of the army, 
strengthening other security units like the 
police, and generating internal dialogue of 
constitutionalism and the rule of law. The 
army, right through the various levels of 
command, must reflect the composition of 
the nation. 

8. Return of exiles: The London 
Communique has already indicated the 
commitment of pro-democracy groups to a 
phased return of exiles. This decision was 
based on what we saw as the existence of 
unsettled issues and the continuing influence 
of late General Abacha' s agents in the 
country's power structures. As we witness 
a deeper commitment to the disengagement 
of the military and the opening up of 
political institutions and platforms, we shall 
respond accordingly. One critical indicator 
of true commitment to accommodation, 
dialogue, and a more open society, in 
addition to the abrogation of draconian 
decrees previously mentioned, would be the 
immediate demilitarization of Ogoniland and 
other similar communities. 

9. Constitutionalism: One critical omission 
in previous transitions to so-called 
democracy in Nigeria has been the total 
absence of a culture of constitutionalism. 
As it has become clear in Africa, this cannot 
be taken for granted. In Nigeria, 
constitutions remain an affair of politicians, 
constitutional lawyers and a few elite. Your 
administration needs to move this deeper 
and get all Nigerians involved in discussing 
the constitution and approving it via a 
referendum. The establishment of a 
Commission for Constitutional 
Development might be a starting point. 
Among other benefits, a citizenry that is 
aware of its constitutional rights can serve 
as a great defense against coups. 

Conclusion 

This is a golden opportunity for you rectify 
the dismal history of military rule in our dear 
country. If you listen to sycophants and 
those who misled General Abacha, these 
steps will evaporate faster than you can 
1magme. If you fail to carry out rapid and 
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deep structural reforms, the superficiality of 
your interventions will not stand the test of 
time. If you fail to take issues of the 
NATIONAL QUESTION seriously, the 
contradictions and conflicts that destroyed 
previous republics will also destroy your 
legacy. A sovereign national conference 
could have provided an opportunity to the 
various nationalities, constituencies, and 
communities to discuss their differences and 
establish common grounds. It was 
unfortunate that in the fixation on a 
transition to democracy, cardinal structural 
aspects of democracy have been treated 
rather lightly. However, no edifice is ever 
stronger than the structure that holds it. 
The UDFN reiterates that a sovereign 
national conference is central to the 
challenge of national reconstruction and true 
democratization. 

Thank you very much. 

Professor Wole Soyinka 
Chair 

Professor Julius 0 . lhonvbere 
Vice-Chair 

Professor Olusola A Adeyeye 
Secretary-General 

Communique Issued After the London 
Round-Table on the Challenges to 

Democratisation in Nigeria. 

At a meeting held in London on August 
29th and 30th, 1998, pro-democracy and 
human rights organisations based inside and 
outside Nigeria reviewed the changes and 
opportunities which the situation in Nigeria 
presents. At the conclusion the participants 
issued the following communique: 

TO THE NIGERIAN PEOPLE 

1. The meeting recognises and salutes the 
resolve, steadfastness and sacrifices made by 
the Nigerian people and urge them to 
remain vigilant. 

2. The meeting notes that some positive 
changes have occurred in Nigeria, but 
remains deeply disturbed that the culture of 
military repression has remained intact; 
several political detainees have not been 
released, workers and students have been 
dismissed from their places of work and 
study because of their views, and a number 
of obnoxious decrees which negate human 
rights and pose a direct and obvious danger 
to any hope of genuine democracy remain in 
force. 

3. In view of the critical and unresolved 
nationality question and the inherent 
inequalities and injustices of the current 
transition programme the meeting welcomes 
the ongoing public debate being conducted 
by the Nigerian people and urges that this 
should lead to an all inclusive Conference of 
nationalities within the shortest possible 
time. 

4. The meeting expresses dismay at the fact 
that the country is without a constitution 
and calls upon the Nigerian people to seize 
the initiative in publicly debating the 
limitations of the current transition 
programme, the structure of the federation, 
the army, the security forces and other vital 
aspects of the Nigerian federation. 

5. The meeting calls upon all citizens to 
ostracise those civilians who are known to 
have collaborated with the Abacha junta in 
perpetuation of its crimes against the 
people, and calls for the exposure of others 
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by those who have information that is not in 
the public domain. 

6. The meeting believes that the insistence 
by the new Electoral Commission on a 
mandatory national spread for the formation 
of political parties, even for regional and 
local government elections, is designed to 
deprive the nation of gifted individuals and 
organisations, who either have no ambitions 
beyond serving their immediate communities 
or the resources to cast their operations 
nation-wide. This deprivation totally 
undermines the very concept of democracy, 
the principles of federalism and the right to 
participate. Any electoral commission that 
fails to understand this has already failed as 
an impartial arbiter. Nigerians are therefore 
urged to resist this erosion of their 
fundamental rights for the freedom of 
association, at whatever level, for 
participation in the political life of the 
nation. 

TO THE NIGERIAN MILITARY 
REGIME 

7. The meeting notes General Abdusalam 
Abubakar' s admission of the military' s 
failure in governance. This admission 
confirms the public view that the military is 
incompetent to organise a genume 
democratic transition. 

8. The meeting repudiates General 
Abubakar' s recent claim before the South 
African parliament that all political prisoners 
in Nigeria have been freed . The meeting 
condemns the selective and discriminatory 
release of political prisoners and calls for the 
immediate and unconditional release of all 
political prisoners including the Ogoni 21 . 

9. The meeting notes with outrage the 
criminal brigandage perpetuated by 

successive military regimes especially under 
General Abacha and rejects the diversionary 
and uncoordinated response by the present 
regime to this national tragedy. The 
meeting also notes that other grave crimes 
including assassinations, extra-judicial 
killings, torture, rape, illegal detention etc. 
were committed by members of the Abacha 
junta and demands the immediate setting up 
of a National Crimes and Restitution 
Commission. 

10. The meeting notes General Abubakar' s 
call for the return of Nigerian pro
democracy leaders forced into exile, but 
insists on the unconditional facilitation of 
their return to Nigeria. Within such a 
context, the meeting encourages the return 
of affected exiles in deliberate phases. The 
present regime will accelerate this process if 
charges preferred against exiles are 
withdrawn and the continued military 
occupation of specific zones, such as 
Ogoniland is ended. The meeting therefore 
demands the formal public revocation of all 
politically based charges and the restoration 
of all occupied zones to normal jurisdiction 
of the law. Specifically, Decrees 2, 29, the 
Failed Bank decree and all other repugnant 
decrees under which Nigerian citizens can 
be held without charge or trial, should be 
abrogated. 

TO THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMUNITY 

11 . The meeting notes with disappointment 
the uncritical acceptance of the superficial 
and diversionary agenda of General 
Abubakar. The meeting draws attention to 
the fact that the regime is a continuation 
rather than a deviation from General 
Abacha' s regime as exemplified by the 
nature of the appointments into the electoral 
commission and Federal cabinet and its 
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failure to meet hardly any of the benchmarks 
set by the international community. 

12. In this connection, the meeting resolves 
to draw the attention of the international 
community to the continued retention within 
the military and the security services of 
elements that perpetrated gross human 
rights abuses including maiming, torture and 
murder under General Abacha. 

13 . While the meeting shares the desire of 
the international community for stability and 
peace within Nigeria, it exhorts the UN, the 
Commonwealth, the EU and the OAU and 
their member nations not to sacrifice the 
interests, dreams and aspirations of the 
Nigerian people for genuine democracy and 
urges that existing measures and sanctions 
be maintained. 

14. The meeting expresses its gratitude to 
all individuals and international 
organisations who have assisted Nigerians in 
their struggle for democracy, and urges 
them to maintain their vigilance and 
support. 

TO THE PRO-DEMOCRACY AND 
HUMAN RIGHTS COMMUNITY IN 
NIGERIA. 

15 . The meeting salutes the courage, 
dedication and sacrifice of those actively 
involved in the campaign for democracy and 
fundamental freedoms in Nigeria, and urges 
them not to relent in the struggle for 
genume and enduring democracy in the 
country. 

16. The meeting commends and the desire 
of all participants to speak with one voice 
and encourages the strengthening of existing 
structures that makes for effective co
ordination. 

17. The meeting urges organisations to 
engage in continuous mobilisation of public 
opinion in the long-term promotion of 
democracy and human rights and respect for 
the rule oflaw. 

Signed, August 30th, on behalf of: 

Campaign for Democracy (CD) 
Dr. Beko Ransome Kuti 

Civil Liberties Organisation (CLO) 
Mrs. Ayo Obe 

Eastern Mandate Union (EMU) 
Dr. Arthur Nwankwo 

Movement for Social and Economic Justice 
(MOSEJ) 
Dr. Frederick Faseun 

Movement for the Survival of the Ogoni 
Peoples (MOSOP) 
Ledum Mitee 

National Democratic Coalition (NADECO) 
Chief Anthony Enahoro 

Southern Minorities Organisation (SMO) 
Mr. Eno Usua 

The United Action for Democracy (UAD) 
Mr. Olisa Agbakoba 

The United Democratic Front of Nigeria 
(UDFN) 
Professor Wole Soyinka 
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Report of an International Conference on the Nigerian Crisis 

By Ifi Amadiume 
Conference Organizer and 

Chair, Mrican and Mrican American Studies Program 
Dartmouth College, NH 

At a historic international conference 
that was organized by the Mrican and 
African American Studies Program at 
Dartmouth College from July 30-August 1, 
1998, distinguished scholars, policy-makers, 
academics, and activists representing an 
impressive and diverse combination of 
interests met with Dartmouth faculty to 
deliberate on the topic "Truth, Healing and 
Social Justice: From Biafra to Bosnia." The 
aim of the conference was to consider issues 
of human rights in relation to truth, 
reconciliation, and social justice in societies 
that have experienced senous internal 
conflict and war. 

Delegates came from Nigeria, 
Senegal, Kenya, Uganda, Sudan, South 
Africa, Latin America, Europe, and the 
United States. The keynote speaker was 
Nigerian dissident, author, and 1986 Nobel 
laureate Wole Soyinka, exiled from Nigeria 
since 1994. Other speakers included the 
closing keynote speaker, Dr. Francis 
Mading Deng of the Brookings Institute, a 
Sudanese citizen who has served in 
international human rights organizations, 
and representatives from the Ugandan 
Human Rights Commission, the Kenyan 
Human Rights Commission, Human Rights 
Watch Africa at Cambridge, MA, the Center 
for Modern Oriental Studies in Berlin, the 
Inter-American Institute ofHuman Rights in 
Costa Rica, and the Council for the 
Development of Social Science Research in 
Africa (CODESRIA, based in Senegal); also 

present were members of the faculties of 
Dartmouth, Emory, St. Lawrence 
University, and universities in Nigeria and 
Zululand. 

The conference activities also 
included an art installation by distinguished 
Nigerian artist Obiora Udechukwu titled 
"Conscience and Healing: House of Truth" 
in which students and the public were 
invited to participate in the production of 
images and texts on the conference theme. 
They were invited to use texts excerpted 
from folklore, newspapers, the writings and 
pronouncements of various authors 
(including Soyinka, Chinua Achebe, and Pol 
Ndu), and statements written spontaneously 
at the site by visitors. 

The scope of the conference 
extended to comparison to other regions 
including Latin America, Vietnam, and 
Bosnia. We chose to work from the 
premise that social movements are both 
progressive, in the sense they they resist 
oppression, and repressive in that they do 
not liberate. There is a need to revisit this 
new reality which includes experiences of 
genocide. Several cases are relevant 
including Uganda, Sudan, Rwanda, South 
Mrica, and Nigeria because they raise 
questions of successful or unsuccessful 
reconciliation with or without social justice, 
and they offer examples of failed or 
successful cases of legal accountability or 
truth commissions or human rights 
commissiOns. 
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Since the aim of the conference is a 
concern with truth, reconciliation, and social 
justice in societies that have experienced 
serious internal conflict and war, Biafra is 
seen as a creative way to revisit the past to 
comment on the present. Biafra was the 
first expression of massive suffering inflicted 
on society by an internal African war. Great 
trauma resulted from it. To what extent and 
how that trauma was healed is a central 
question for the conference as it is extended 
to later conflicts. In that sense, Biafra is a 
metaphor for South Africa, Rwanda, 
Mozambique, and others. Biafra is symbolic 
because it occurred so early and was so 
bloody and because Nigeria is so important 
and continues to be destroyed by military 
dictatorship. Biafra provides an opportunity 
to study what is generally believed to have 
been a remarkable reconciliation following 
the war. Nonetheless, thirty years later, the 
ghost of Biafra haunts the discourse on 
social justice and national security in Nigeria 
and even the ethics of U.S . oil-guided 
foreign policy and double standards on 
human rights. 

Wole Soyinka on 
"The Burden of Memory" 

In a powerful, thoroughly 
researched, keynote speech, Wole Soyinka 
stretched our imagination and extended the 
scope of discourse simply by posing the 
question : "How far back should memory 
reach?" Responding to his own question, he 
defiantly asserted that memory is not 
governed by statutes, yet one cannot stick 
too much to the past. If we are concerned 
with truth, restitution, and reconciliation, 
surely reparation is a prerequisite of healing 
racial injustice because vestiges of the past 
sometimes mitigate against putting aside the 
burden of memory. Soyinka then undertook 
the task of resurrecting our memory of the 

slave trade, which he argued remains a fact 
of the failure of European humanism. A 
similar logic was behind European 
colonialism and Arab colonialism. Memory 
ought to serve as a corrective and in this 
sense, reparation is not necessarily monetary 
recompense. In fact memory can cease to 
be a burden as Soyinka demonstrated in his 
narration of his visit to a slave site and his 
experiential empathy with those who 
suffered enslavement. These huge historical 
atrocities are not lost to the past because 
there are internal continuums of an external 
violation, be it in the military thugs in 
Nigeria, the perpetrators of genocide, or 
rights-abusing governments in Africa. By 
not excusing anyone over time and over 
geographical spaces, Soyinka gave all of us, 
m our shared humanity, the moral 
responsibility of knowledge and 
acknowledgment. In this sense, reparation 
is a metaphor for global healing. 

Soyinka reconceptualized struggles 
for separation in Africa by arguing that 
these should be seen not as retribalization, 
but as movements for renationalization. 
This idea posed a challenge to Abdullahi 
An-Na'im, who gave a lecture on "Social 
Movements Revisited," and to the 
conference panels on social justice, the 
nature of conflict, legal accountability, and 
truth commissions. The theme was again 
taken up in a final round table discussion. 

Social Justice 

The possibility of social justice was 
examined by panel participants as both ends 
and means of healing and reconciliation; 
they considered the fact that conceptions 
and mechanisms of realizing social justice 
vary among countries, societies, and 
cultures, and even perhaps gender and class. 
Ifi Arnadiume explored the situation in 
Nigeria as a lesson in the potency of 
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memory; she cited the Igbo-led Biafran 
movement for separation following 
experiences of genocide. The war that 
followed led to the death of over three 
million people with, it would seem, no 
lessons learned. Citing the South African 
Truth and Reconciliation Commission and 
the criminal tribunals for genocide in Bosnia 
and Rwanda as instruments of truth and 
justice, she condemned the policy of silence 
and denial about Biafra. Present atrocities 
and human rights abuses in Nigeria can be 
traced to the same military who not only 
supervised the genocide, but executed the 
war that was fought against victims of 
genocide. In this case, victims were denied 
the healing power of truth; they have not 
been allowed to tell their own truth . 

Because the Biafran war was the 
first attempt to break the neo-colonial 
dictatorship of imperialism, Amadiume 
argued that it was necessary to look again at 
the politics of memory and use Biafra to 
reviSit the question of intellectual 
responsibility. She pointed out the need to 
reanalyze the vanguardist intellectual 
leadership of Wole Soyinka, who on moral 
grounds opposed the Biafran separation and 
the resultant war and who has continued to 
oppose military tyranny and injustice in 
Nigeria. Her assessment of aspects of the 
intellectual debate since the Biafran war and 
the nature of memories of war experiences 
shows the extent to which the failure of 
public debate and intellectual discourse on 
Biafra is responsible for the pattern of 
alignment of forces during the 
post-Babangida period, especially in 1994 
and in 1998 following the deaths of Abacha 
and Abiola. The simple truth is that Nigeria 
has not escaped the ghost of Biafra; she 
concludes, therefore, that Nigeria has had its 
own Rwanda and its own Bosnia and must 
learn the lessons of history by facing the 
memory ofBiafra. 

Bringing a gender dimension into her 
analysis, Amadiume presented women as 
central to the nurturing, management, 
survival, and rebuilding of communities 
during and after war. During the Biafran 
war, although gender politics had become 
more intense, women had been risk takers 
and had been enlisted in civil defense forces . 

She concluded that discourses on 
Biafra go beyond claims of Igbo 
marginalization, showing that memory can 
be used for a greater cause; for although 
one can forgive past evil deeds, it is 
impossible to forget. However, law is not 
necessarily an instrument of healing, which 
raises the question whether truth 
commissions by themselves heal the wounds 
of injustice. International law courts and 
truth commissions seem to work only for 
western societies, since indigenous 
communities, their values, philosophies, and 
cultures are marginalized. 

In the rich discussion that followed 
the panel on truth commissions, it was 
pointed out that truth commissions have a 
narrow mandate; they are not about the 
other truths. We should also consider the 
damage that can be done by this imperfect 
method. However, we were reminded that 
Archbishop Desmond Tutu declared that the 
purpose of the South Mrican Truth and 
Reconciliation Comission is to promote 
reconciliation, not to achieve it. Several 
Nigerians pointed out that the late General 
Sani Abacha had set up a National 
Reconciliation Committee which drew no 
response because of silences on the past, 
silences that are inhibiting democracy in 
Nigeria. Tutu had a better chance of 
making a truth commission a success 
because of his status in the church and the 
international community. The situation in 
Nigeria is not conducive because of those in 
power. If that changes, then it would be 
possible to call for a permanent truth 
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commission to which the military should be 
a signatory. Truth commissions are 
important because they break the silence 
and mark the beginning of probing into 
other issues. 

This discussion raised a number of 
points and questions. It was pointed out that 
memory Is a dialectic process of 
remembering and forgetting. Should we 
agree with the solutions presented by truth 
commissions? Are they the best solutions? 
What happens if they do not work? They 
are brought in by outsiders. The 
international community does not give help 
or empower African countries as it does 
European countries. Even in comparison 
with Bosma, there is a double standard in 
the resources sent to Africa and Bosnia, so 
that foreign intervention is still a major 
issue. Clearly there is no support for any 
program of radical redistribution; there is 
support only for truth commissions. African 
nations have their own way of finding 
resolution, for example in the use of rituals. 
Why do Africans have to go to truth 
commissions? Democracy in Africa is not 
possible where there is poverty and where 
people are fighting for survival. Tribunals 
and truth commissions do not address 
cultural differences; they may need to be 
reorganized. 

Round Table Discussion 

Francis Deng moderated an exciting 
round table discussion in which he declared 
that silence on Biafra is no longer tolerable 
and that the question of self-determination is 
back on the agenda. We need to reconsider 
the meaning of national security. Obiora 
Udechukwu warmed up to Deng by pointing 
out that the subtitle of this conference is 
"Biafra to Bosnia," which for him raises the 
issue of prevention. All the major themes of 
the conference lead to the more important 
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issue of prevention, yet no one has 
addressed the real basis for reparation and 
prevention. We should look at Biafra and 
come up with concrete ways of social 
healing, reparation, and prevention of 
atrocities. 

Abdullahi An-Na'im emphasized the 
importance of sustainable mediation of 
conflict and awareness that no solution is 
permanent. He also favored defining social 
justice to emcompass all possibilities of 
conflict. Juan Mendez suggested that 
judgment of South Africa's Truth and 
Reconciliation Comission might be 
premature, because it took South America 
two years to test the success of its truth 
commiSSions, thus allowing time for 
judgment. We owe something to inherent 
rights and dignity as a basis of society; each 
society must come up with its own ethics of 
truth telling as a way to prevent conflict. 

Ifi Amadiume returned-to the silence 
on Biafra when the past ought to be a lesson 
for the present. She criticized foreign 
intervention and the policy ofthe U.S . State 
Department on Nigeria which seems to side 
with the military dictatorship. Responding 
to Mendez' s position of no impunity even 
for those wearing a military uniform, she 
saw a need for international involvement in 
seeking legal accountability against 
perpetrators in Nigeria. Judith Byfield 
responded that there has been no reparation 
and no accountability for injustices in United 
States history. Even the truth of the Urn ted 
States' s engagement with South Africa has 
not been told in the Truth and 
Reconciliation Commission. We need truth 
telling to be organized at all levels in society 
as venues for political accountability to stem 
violence. 

Marianne Hirsch reminded everyone 
that there are layered memories. There are 
lessons to be learned from the Holocaust 
such as creating a record. We may not live 
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in the same country, but we all exist in the 
same world and have a stake in healing, 
restitution, and forgiveness . Memory is 
transmitted and does not go away. It is 
passed on. Sadly, the real witnesses of 
genocide cannot witness because they are 
dead. We can employ insights from 
psychology, and because these concepts are 
political, it is better to use more language 
like working through something rather than 
assuming a completed act of healing. 

Irene Kacandes spoke of the 
importance of bystanders such as herself, 
reminding us that Tolstoy said that the 
world would not survive without the many 
people who would want to help. We have a 
responsibility as nonexperts and noncitizens 
to tell the stories, with the storyteller and 
learner sharing and making experience 
themselves and not distancing ourselves as 
outsiders. We therefore have a 
responsibili~ of witnessing to ourselves; 
witnessing to the testimonies of others; 
witnessing to the processes of witnessing 
itself Nelson Kasfir also talked about 
mediating conflicts rather than solving them. 
Truth commtsstons cannot eliminate 
feelings. What kind of commissions can we 
use to make people feel secure enough not 
to act on feelings? Leo Spitzer asked: Are 
there crimes too big for accountability, for 
example slavery and colonialism? What do 
we do with them? When there is silence and 
voices are not heard, wounds stay open. 
With the Holocaust, it took thirty years 
before memory and voices were allowed to 
come out. 

The general discusion following 
these remarks focused on lessons from 
Biafra. It was pointed out that truth 
commissions are like mirrors, and it is time 
to mobilize around Biafra to bring down the 
military. To the question: How does the 
outside world help in a seemingly domestic 
problem such as military dictatorship and 

_, 

ll 

• 

-

n 

brutality in Nigeria? the response was that 
the silence on Biafra and marginalization of 
Igbos from power enabled Nigeria to 
present the crisis as a small problem. It is 
an illusion to think that Nigeria is at the 
brink of proper democratic governance. The 
fact that Nigerians are talking about 
secession in 1998 is scary and not indicative 
of positive development. The silence on 
Biafra means that people do not see the link 
between the situation in 1998 and the events 
leading up to Biafra in 1966 and 1967. 
There were external economic interests 
behind the Biafran crisis, therefore we 
should use Biafra as a lesson to avoid 
repetition. These are legitimate concerns, 
and the message of no help for minimal 
conflicts encourages larger violence. It is 
best to deal with small flames than a wild 
fire. 

In conclusion, the comparative 
perspective of the conference presents 
contrasting paradigms on the tension 
between truth, justice, and reconciliation in 
situations of deep internal conflict in local, 
cross-territorial, cross-cultural experiences, 
multi-layered memories and voices from 
Africa and its diaspora, the United States, 
Europe, and Latin America. The 
proceedings covered issues of theory, 
methodology, policy, and future research, 
and raised many questions and 
considerations that illustrate the richness of 
a comparative local-global study. 
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Message from the Bill Martin and Merle Bowen, ACAS Co-Chairs 

ACAS 1998 & 1999 
Meetings and Panels at the 1998 African Studies Association Conference 

This has been a busy year for ACAS and all those concerned with Africa. On this side of the Atlantic 
we have seen President Clinton depart for the continent; a new free trade bill for Africa; greater efforts 
to mobilize a new constituency for Africa, most notably the Africa Summit; and the bombing ofU.S . 
embassies and the U .S. bombing of Sudan. From the African side of the Atlantic have arisen new 
challenges to dictators and U.S.-supported regimes, as well as calls for U .S. sanctions and assistance 
from Nigeria to the Congo. 

ACAS and ACAS members have been quite active in responding to these challenges. We have issued 
briefings and alerts on legislation and other events, often with other progressive organizations, 
addressed the public in print and meetings, collated and published special briefing packets on urgent 
issues, and issued topical ACAS Bulletins. Among the latter are this special issue on Nigeria, and a 
forthcoming issue on the Congo. 

No other organization provides these progressive, scholarly, and activist perspectives, materials and 
actions. 

To continue this work we need your support, ideas, and criticism. We thus urge you to come to our 
membership meeting at the African Studies Association conference this coming month if you are 
attending the conference. Our membership meeting is scheduled for : 

Saturday October 31 , 1:15-3 :00 p.m. 

(This unfortunately conflicts with meetings of several other events, something we tried to avoid but 
could not given ASA rules and room availability.) 

Please bring ideas for future activities, projects, and, if possible, nominations for positions on the 
Executive Committee. We particularly could use assistance in carrying out new projects related to 
critical issues and areas of Africa, as well as membership and outreach to students and youth. 

If you are not attending the conference, please send us your ideas by e-mail, phone or fax (see front 
cover for addresses) . 

We look forward to seeing you at ASA or hearing from you. 

Merle Bowen 
Bill Martin 

25 



ACAS Meetings and Panels 
During the 1998 African Studies Association Conference 

ACAS Meetings: 

Saturday October 31, 1998 

7:30-9am: ACAS Board and Executive Meeting 
1:15-3pm: ACAS Membership Meeting 

Check final program for rooms. 

ACAS Panels: 

Panel: U.S. Policy Toward Africa, More Attention, Different Visions 
Friday 9:00-llam. Session III, Panel III-05 

Chair: Merle Bowen (University oflllinois) 

Panelists and Papers: 

Adotei Akwei (Amnesty International) : "U. S. Foreign Policy Leading Toward the 21st 
Century" 

Salih Booker (Council on Foreign Relations): "U.S. Policy Toward Africa: Getting the Right 
Mix" 

Jennifer Davis (Africa Fund): "In Whose Interest? Building U.S . Policy From the Ground Up" 

Discussant: Jim Cason 

Panel: Mobilizing New Constituencies for Africa 
Friday 3:00-S:OOpm., Session V, Panel V-02 

Chair: Joye Bowman (University ofMassachusetts, Amherst) 

Panelists and Papers: 

Imani Countess (Africa Development Foundation) : "Preparing the Ground for Constituency 
Building" 

Gerald Horne (Univ. ofNorth Carolina, Chapel Hill) : "The Black Constituency for Africa: 
Looking Backward, Looking Forward" 

Meredeth Turshen (Rutgers University) : "Constituency Building at the National Summit" 
William G. Martin (Univ. of Illinois): "Who and Where are the Constituents?" 

Discussant: Michael 0 . West (Univ. ofNorth Carolina, Chapel Hill) 
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ASSOCIATION OF CONCERNED AFRICA SCHOLARS 
1999 MEMBERSHIP FORM 

~ 1 Special Offer: As part of our continuing effort to enhance the benefits to members, we have arranged 
for a special offer that includes reduced membership costs for ACAS (and thus issues of the ACAS 
Bulletin) and a discounted one-year subscription to the Review of African Political Economy (normally 
$40/year). This offer is valid only for individual membershillS, and not institutional or overseas 
memberships/gifts. The rates are listed below. 

Name __________________________ =--------7~-----------------------

Address ______ ~----~~--~~=-~~~----~------~------~~--~ 
• I 

City/State/Zip -----=-=--=---:o---=--~--=----=---'=-:;c:-------==-==----------,-r 

Affiliation ---------------------------------------------------------

Phone (office)-----=-------- (home) ___________ _ 

E-mail Fax 
--~~~~----------~~--- -----~~~~==~~-----=~---

! 
Interests: 

Region ________________________________________________________ _ 

Country/Area __________________________________________________ __ 

Topic~~~--------------------------------------~~~~-------

I am willing to participate in ACAS in the following ways: 

Political Action Committee 
-- Bulletin articles .. == A specific campaign: ---------------'-'--------------------'--'-----------------

Annual Membership/Subscription Dues 

Please indicate if you are choosing: 

ACAS only renewal. == ACAS and Roape renewal. 

ACAS 
Only 

Annual Income to $10,000 ----------------------------- $10 
__ $1 0, 000 to $20,000 ------------------------------------- $20 $20 000 to $40 000 __________ .:. __ : _______________________ $30 
---- $40' 000 to $50' 000 ----~--~---=---------------------------- $40 == $5o:ooo to $6o:ooo -------.. - ~=- -------------------------- $50 
-__ Over $60,000 ------------.:-----------------;-------------- $60 

SPECIAL 
ACAS& 
ROAPE 

$35 
$45 
$55 
$65 
$75 
$85 

Institutions -------------------------------------------------------------------------- $60 :::= Gift Subscription of ACAS Bulletin to scholar or institution in Africa------ $10 

Please make check payable in US_ currency to ACAS; we will forward subscriptions to 
the Review of African Political Economy. 

Send checks and this page to: Steven Rubert 
Department ofHistory 
306 Milam Hall 
Oregon State University 
Corvallis, OR 97331 
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. 
Need Timely Materials for Teaching, 
. Workshops, and Training Sessions? 

Discount Copies of our Special Issues on: ' "\ 
. , 

The ''Ghettoization" Debate (Issue No. 46) 

The Aid Debate (Issue No. 4 7) 
.. 

Intervention and Conflict Resolution in Africa (Issue No. 48149) 

and 

Health and Political Violence (Issu13;No. Sfk51) . 
' . 

Are available at the special price of 10,.,Copi~ =r 35.00 
' ..... • ~ I 

Individual copies of Bulletins still in print (nos. 44-tfJ) ate available 
for $5.00. Copies of out-C?f-print issues are a.,.ilable for $10 .. 00 eac~. 

Write to: BiD Martin, University of Illinoi~i.326JLincoJt( Hall, ' 
702 S. Wright Street, Urbana, lL 61801. ; 

Steven Rubert 
Department of History 
306 Milam Hall 
Oregon State University 
Corvallis, OR 97331 

Checks should be made out to "ACAS." 

Forwarding and Address Correction Requested 


	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 p1
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 p2
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 p3
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 p4
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 p5
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 p6
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 p7
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 p8
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 p9
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp10
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp11
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp12
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp13
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp14
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp15
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp16
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp17
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp18
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp19
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp20
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp21
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp22
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp23
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp24
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp25
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp26
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp27
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp28
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp29
	ACAS Bulletin Fall 98 pp30

