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tOrE FlOt THE EDITOR 

Readers of the ACAS Bulletin are especially privileged in two ways 
this time •••• to receive a very comprehensive special collection of articles on 
Liberia, pulled together by Guest Sub-Editor Jo Sullivan of Boston University 
and to receive a separately-bound copy of the Africa Activists' Guide: 
~zer's Reference Directo:cy to Infomation Sources, prepared by William 
~ter and revised with assistance from the Outreach Program, African Studies 
Center, Boston University. Many many thanks to both Jo and Bill! 

Additional copies of .the Guide are available to members at $1.00 each 
from the editor of the ACAS Bullet ln. Back issues of the ACAS Bulletin are 
available from Ed Ferguson, memberships and subscriptions. 

With U.S. elections just around the corner, this issue includes some 
relevant material. These are serious times, symbolized by the lack of 
cartoons in this issue. We do want your op-ed pieces, non~ received this 
time. Your personal experience narratives and other contributions are most 
welcome. Brevity means more of them can be included in coming issues. 

There is no slight intended, on items short-changed, due to lack of 
space. For example, Solveig Kjeseth's vignette from Namibia is only a 
teaser. Contact the National Namibia Concerns (see address in new directory) 
for complete accounts of her two visits to Namibia in recent months. 

This is a time of action campaigns. We assume that you are in touch 
with the sanctions legislation battle (refer: Washington Office on Africa), 
the "Unlock Apartheid's Jails" campaign (refer: The Africa Fund), support for 
the (banned) End Conscription Campaign and the (bombed) South Africa Council 
of Churches, to mention a few. If not, use the new guide and get connected. 

Space shortage prohibits a full listing of new resource materials, but 
several should not wait until the next issue. Copies of papers presented at 
three symposia on Post-Apartheid South Africa are now available from Symposia, 
University of Pittsburgh, Forbes Quad 3T, Pittsburgh, PA, 15260. 

From Britain comes the announcement of a new quarterly journal, 
Searchlight South Africa, addressing problems of class and ethnici ty as 
foremost socialist writers deal with current and historical matters. 
Subscriptions ~ 16 per annum) • Searchlight SA: B01 7646, London W:lN 3XX. 

The Institute for African Alternatives (!FAA) requests financial help 
(money orders) to send books and journals to Africa. !FAA also announces a 
Freedom From Debt Campaign in Africa. For details, contact !FAA, 23 Bevenden 
Street, London Nl 6BH; ask for newsletter. 

The 1988 issues of the ACAS Bulletin have featured special sections on 
Western Sahara and Liberia. The Winter 1989 issue (deadline December 15, 
1988) will focus on the Southern Africa region including Frontline States and 
SADCC. If you have something to offer, contact the editor soon. Tentatively, 
the Spring 1989 issue (deadline March 15, 1989) will feature '!'he Hom, with 
guest associate editor Ahmed Samatar; if you want to contribute an article, 
contact him at St. Lawrence University, Department of Government, Canton, NY, 
13617 (phone: 315/379-5594). 
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LIBERIA 

LmERIA: AN AMERICAN CDN:ERN 

by Jo SUllivan, Boston University 

Although ACAS has focused on the more obvious cns1s points in 
Southern Africa, there are other areas that are no less oppressive; Liberia is 
one of them. In the case of Liberia, both past and recent events there are 
intimately connected to United States political, economic and strategic 
interests. The connections are many. The most obvious and longstanding is 
the over one hundred and fifty years of historical relationship between 
Liberia and the United States. Except for military intervention at crucial 
points in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries, Liberia was of low priority 
to the u.s. In this century, however, beginning with Firestone Tire and 
Rubber Co., economic interests grew, in particular after the second world war 
when iron mining, timber, and the export of coffee, cocoa, and sugar reflected 
American and European interests in Liberia's natural resources. In the 1960s 
and 70s, thousands of Americans in business, government, AID, ·· or ·Peace Corps 
capacities, worked in Liberia. Although fewer in the 1980s, there are still 
large numbers of Americans resident in Liberia. 

Less known, but today the most important area of interest, is the 
strategic factor. During the 1940s, the u.s. built, and American interests 
have maintained, the international airport at Robertsfield. Liberia's 
location and access to this airfield are part of the strategic value of close 
ties with Liberia. Others include the large Voice of America installations 
that broadcast throughout Africa from outside Monrovia and an Omega satellite 
station for tracking shipping in the Atlantic. Through the electronic 
installations in Liberia, diplomatic cables and c. I .A. messages from 
throughout the continent are relayed to Washington. Therefore, the large 
contingent of Americans stationed in Liberia is there for more continental 
goals. 

As noted in the following articles, u.s. economic and military 
assistance has dramatically increased since 1980, including training members 
of the armed services and security personnel (the latter has been taken over 
by Israeli security forces, who assisted in putting down the 1985 attempted 
coup). 

For such a small country, with a small population, many of our tax 
dollars flow to Liberia. After reading the following articles, write your 
Congress members, contact the activist groups listed, for Liberia is very 
sensitive to American public opinion and political pressure from the u.s. 
Both Congress and the State Department are in a position to pressure the Doe 
government. In 1988, Liberia is completely subsidized by the U.S. government 
and could not survive long without u.s. assistance. 

The following articles do not represent nostalgia for the good old 
days before 1980. On the contrary, the twentieth century pressure for 
economic and political democracy has been halted and the violence, repression 
and divisions which existed before 1980 have been exacerbated and escalated. 
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LIBERIA Uli)BR DOE: THE DENIAL OE A DRDK 

by Patrick L.N. Seyon, fo:nuerly Vice President, university of Liberia 

Introduction 

The military coup that brought Samuel K. Doe to power in 1980 in 
Liberia had been in the making from the long 27-year rule of William V .s. 
TUbman. Tubman, who came to power in 1944, was not from the ruling families 
in Monrovia; he managed successfully to balance two contending social and 
political forces in order to stay in power. On the one hand was the Americo
Liberian ruling elite, who did not accept and wanted him out of power. Tubman 
dealt ruthlessly with this threat after the 1955 election in which his 
predecessor, Edwin J. Barclay, was the challenger. With a narrow political 
base in the Amer ico-Liberian comnuni ty, Tubman knew he had to create an 
independent power base of his own to survive. He therefore turned to the 
indigenous majority groups, who had been excluded from meaningful political 
participation in the Liberian state, and were being ruled more or less as an 
"internal colony". Not only did Tubrnan tell both the contending Americo
Liberians and indigenous people that they needed to work together to build a 
strong nation, after failing to eliminate each other over a century of 
struggle, but he now became the champion of the indigenous people for equal 
rights in Liberia, thus broadening his political power base. 

In 1964, indigenous people were given equal political rights with the 
Americo-Liberians. This enabled than, among other things, to "elect their own 
representatives" to the legislature, in a political process which was by then 
under the thumb of TUbnan. In addition to broadening his political power 
base, Tutman 1 s move in opening up the political process was dictated by the 
winds of decolonization that were blowing across Africa. By 1964, there were 
hints of attempts to organize a liberation movement among some elements of the 
indigenous people to seize power from the Americo-Liberians. While this was 
never substantiated, the idea alone made the Tubman government nervous. There 
was also the threat of a military coup; Tubman reshuffled the command of the 
military, removing the army chief of staff, who was an indigenous person. 

By the time of TUbman 1 s death in 1971, pressure was mounting for the 
indigenous majority to take over power from the Americo-Liberians. The 
students at the University of Liberia and Cuttington College were the primary 
source of this pressure. The vast majority of these students were indigenous. 
TUbman threatened to close the institution several times and he, in fact, 
arrested and detained student leaders. 

After Tubman 1 s death, William R. Tolbert, his vice president for 
nineteen years, took over. Tolbert inmediately started liberalizing the 
political machinery he had inherited from Tubrnan. Among other things, he 
created a ministry in the government to look after youth affairs, including 
jobs and training (he referred to the youth as his "precious jewels"). He 
appointed younger people to the cabinet, promised to set aside a number of 
seats in the legislature for the youth, and lowered the voting age to 18 years 
in order to give the youth opportunity to participate fully in the political 
process. Further, he made secondary education free and provided 50 percent of 
the tuition and cost of books for the students at the university and promised 
equitable distribution of the wealth by raising the poor "from mats to 
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mattresses," ra1s1ng Liberia to "higher heights". Tolbert even allowed the 
registration of an opposition party, the Progressive People's Party of Gabriel 
Baccus Matthews, thus ending Liberia's unofficial status of a de facto one
party state. 

Apart from the greed of the Tolbert family for power and wealth (one 
brother was finance minister, another was president pro tempore of the senate, 
one son was in the legislature, a son-in-law was defense minister, a daughter 
was deputy minister of education, a son-in-law was deputy minister of public 
works, while another was in the senate), Tolbert, in his reform efforts, 
unleashed social and political forces which he could no longer control. The 
demands and expectations of the indigenous majority for full democracy, equal 
opportunity for work and education, and equitable distribution of the wealth 
far exceeded the capacity and/or willingness and comni tment of the Tolbert 
government to deliver. 

In fairness to Tolbert, by the time he took over power in 1971, 
Liberia's economy, which had grown at a phenomenal rate during the Tubman era, 
had gone into a tailspin. The world recession of 1973-74, resulting in part 
from the oil crisis of 1973, drastically reduced the demand for Liberia's 
major foreign exchange earners -- rubber and iron ore -- on the world market. 
Exports dropped by as much as 30 percent. To compound the problE!II, Liberia 
had to pay the higher oil prices at a time when its economy was performing 
sluggishly. 

As a result, unemployment soared; college and high school graduates, 
Tolbert's "precious jewels", could not find jobs and Tolbert was unable to 
provide the needed relief. Inflation rose sharply, dramatically reducing the 
purchasing power of the majority indigenous people, who had newly arrived in 
the roodern economy, expecting their full share of the wealth. It became 
impossible for Tolbert to deliver on his promise to raise Liberia to "higher 
heights" and to move the poor from ''mats to mattresses". And even though 
Tolbert countered by raising the minimum wage to one hundred dollars (US) per 
month, the gap between expectation and the political and economic reality was 
too ·Wide to have been bridged by Tolbert's efforts, and he lost credibility 
and legitimacy with the relevant portion of the population. The high 
visibility and commanding position of his family in both the government and 
the economy did not help Tolbert at this critical period. 

Not unexpectedly, by 1979 the students, feeling disillusioned and 
betrayed by Tolbert, had joined forces with the opposition party and other 
political activist groups such as the Movement for Justice in Africa (MOJA). 
There was a violent clash with Tolbert on April 14, 1979, in the Monrovia rice 
riots. Tolbert really never recovered from this clash in which nearly a 
hundred people were killed and hundreds more wounded. One year later, Samuel 
K. Doe overthrew and assassinated Tolbert in a bloody coup. 

'ftle 198" Militacy eoup: A Dream CaDe True? 

Samuel K. Doe and the sixteen other non-comnissioned officers and 
enlisted men of the Liberian Armed Forces who seized power April 12, 1980, 
were from the indigenous people, who had had very limited opportunity in the 
governance of their country, even though they were the overwhe~ing majority 
(about 95 percent of Liberia's 2.3 million). This gave the coup the 
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appearance of the indigenous seizing power, and clothed it with a certain 
amount of legitimacy both from within and outside Liberia. The coup was 
therefore perceived as just and received with enthusiasm. There were 
demonstrations in support of the coup and the coup makers all over Liberia. 
For a while, it seemed the dream of the indigenous people to rule Liberia had 
finally come true. 

Two days after se1z1ng power, Doe told the Liberian people in a 
nation-wide television and radio speech the reasons why he overthrew the 
Tolbert government. Among others, he stated: 

1. There has been uncontrolled corruption that we can see all around 
us in the form of conflict of interest, the selling of influence, 
the use of official positions for private gain, and .other forms 
of corruption which take from the Liberian people those things 
that are rightfully theirs ••• 

2. The Tolbert Government failed to respond,. in a meaningful way, to 
the problems of the Liberian people, especially the poor people, 
the masses ••• 

3. The Tolbert Government had to be removed because, as we all know, 
it disregarded the civil, human and constitutional rights of the 
Liberian people. • • There was illegal detention, illegal search 
and seizure, even conviction without trial ••• 

Doe said he was "comni tted to building a new society ••• a new society 
in which there is justice, human dignity, equal opportunities, and fair 
treatment for all before the law." 

In addition, Doe assured the Liberian people that his government was 
going to be "in the interest of all of the people without discrimination. 
This government shall undertake to bring about equal economic and social 
opportunities for all." 

Finally, Doe said, "We call upon our workers, farmers, students, 
teachers, market people, the unemployed, the churches and civil servants, the 
police and soldiers to do their part by telling their government what to do 
because our government is the government of the people. It is upon the people 
of this country that this government depends. Without the people, our 
government can do nothing. But with the people, our government can seek the 
interest and welfare of all." 

In another speech delivered April 29, 1980, Doe said, "For too long 
did the masses of our people live in their own country, only to be treated 
like slaves on a plantation. For too long have our suffering people cried out 
for freedom, only to be put behind the bars of oppression." 

Not only did Doe give all the right assurances to allay the fears and 
anxiety of the Liberian people, but he also went one step further by 
establishing a high-power constitution comnission, one year after seizing 
power, · to write a new constitution. He also promised to return Liberia to 
civilian, constitutional rule in 1985. 
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But following completion and adoption of the new constitution by 
referendum in July 1984, Doe changed his mind about returning the country to 
civilian rule. He form:d his own political party, the National Democratic 
Party of Liberia, to contest the 1985 elections. Once Doe made known his 
intention to run for the presidency, it became clear that he would not return 
the country to a civilian government. It became clear also that free and fair 
elections could not be conducted with Doe as a candidate for the presidency, 
nor could Doe win in a free and fair election. Several strategies had to be 
designed to ensure that Doe would hold power. Among these were the following: 
popular politicians such as Amos Sawyer and Gabriel Baccus Matthews and their 
parties were banned to prevent them from participating in the elections. The 
reason given for the ban was that the parties were socialist, and socialism is 
not part of Liberia's political culture. In August 1984, Doe sent soldiers to 
the campus of the University of Liberia. They shot and killed students, beat 
up others and their professors, and broke valuable instructional laboratory 
equipment, including computers. The university had been the base for student 
opposition to Doe's authoritarian, personal rule, and he wanted to silence the 
students. Professors and administrators who were considered not supportive of 
Doe were dismissed from the institution. 

Opposition party leaders were harassed, intimidated, and sometimes 
jailed, and the main opposition party, the Liberia Action Party, was not 
allowed to register until three weeks before the elections. A draconian, 
Orwellian decree (88A) made it a felony for anyone to criticize Doe, his 
government, officials of his government or its policies. A breach of the 
decree was punishable by detention without fonnal charges and trial for as 
long as the government wished. Doe hand-picked members of a special elections 
commission to ensure he would be declared the winner, win or lose. 

'!be Brutal Denial of a Dream for Liberty and Demx:racy 

As expected, Doe was declared winner of the 1985 election. When Doe 
seized power in 1980, he promised to build a new Liberian society. He said he 
had heard the cries of his people for freedom and release from oppression. He 
was going to be the "redeemer" of his people. In a sense, Samuel Doe has 
built a new Liberian society, but not the one he said he was going to build. 

Samuel Doe's new Liberia is a society of institutionalized state 
violence, oppression, repression and tyranny. It is a society of 
authoritarian personal rule in which Samuel Doe is king except in name. The 
very constitution he swore to defend and fundamental rights provided therein 
have been set aside. There is, therefore, no freedom of speech, freedom of 
the press, freedom of movement. For example, military checkpoints have been 
set up all over the country every thirty miles. People traveling on the roads 
must stop at the checkpoints, be searched by soldiers before they can be 
allowed to go. In many instances, the soldiers have to be bribed in order to 
allow people to cross the checkpoints. Even in the capital city, Monrovia, 
checkpoints are set up all over the city after midnight. 

Doe had seized power, because he claimed there was "uncontrolled 
corruption". But in his new Liberia, corruption has become the modus operandi 
of his government, starting from himself down. So serious is the rampant 
corruption that the United States, which provides up to 30 percent of Doe's 
annual budget, had to send a 17-person team of financial experts to administer 
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u.s. aid to Doe. But that has not checked Doe, because in May 1988 he took 
$750,000 to attend the OAU meeting. This amount could buy one year's medicine 
and medical supplies for Liberia. Now, when a patient is admitted to a 
government clinic or hospital, the relatives have to go out and buy the drugs 
or the patient may not receive any·medication. Before the team of experts 
arrived in Monrovia, civil servants and teachers waited three to four months 
before they got one month's pay. 

The economy has been ruined by Doe. Unanployment is up to 50 percent, 
and despite half a billion dollars in u.s. aid to Liberia since Doe took power 
in 1980, Liberians are materially poorer today than they were in 1979. 

Doe has increased military spending at the expense of social services 
such as education. For example, the Doe goverrment spends less than two 
hundred dollars per child on education, but spends between $6,000 to $8,000 on 
an enlisted soldier per annum. As a result, schools operate without supplies 
and textbooks, and close to 50 percent of the school age children are not in 
school. The University of Liberia has suffered greatly under Doe. In 1984, 
after the soldiers raided th.e i~sti tution on Doe's orders, the top Liberian 
scholars were dismissed. They have been replaced by less qualified political 
appointees. Several times the staff had to go on strike before they received 
their pay. The institution is now closed and there is no indication when it 
wi 11 be opened. 

The dream Liberians had of building a new society for themselves, for 
which a new constitution was drawn up, has been crushed by Samuel K. Doe, and 
democracy has been denied them. In the Tolbert regime that Doe overthrew 
eight years ago, there was a generous dose of rule of law and regard for 
fundamental human rights. That has been exchanged for a generous dose of 
tyranny, repression and violence, and Liberians face a bleak economic and 
political future under "redeemer" Doe. 

liNN RIGRI'S VIOLATIONS IN LIBERIA - 1988 

by 'l1laDas E. Hayden, Africa Fai tb and Justice Network 

The flagrant violations of human rights so evident in the first five 
years of the regime of President Doe have somewhat subsided. Incidents such 
as arbitrary executions, beating, raping and killing University of Liberia 
students and jailing of journalists are not as obvious as in earlier years, 
but serious human rights violations are still a cause of major concern for 
Liberians and their friends. 

In March 1988, Gabriel Kpolleh, the leader of the Liberian Unification 
Party (LUP}, along with 11 others, was detained for an alleged plot to 
overthrow the Government of Liberia. One of the alleged plotters, Joe Robert 
Kaipaye, is said to have comnitted suicide by leaping out of a window while 
under detention and in the presence of Liberian security personnel. Kpolleh 
and others are under detention and currently on trial. The arrest of Kpolleh 
is a continuation of the pattern of denying opposition political parties their 
constitutional rights. 
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A reputable Liberian journalist, who himself has been beaten and 
jailed several times, recently submitted a report to Amnesty International 
detailing how sixteen boys, most of wham were under sixteen years of age, had 
been held without charge at the military post stockade in Monrovia for nine 
months. In February 1988, before being flown to maximum security detention in 
Bellah Yellah, they were taken to the grounds of the Executive Mansion where 
they were beaten and some had their hands broken. Nine are in Bellah Yellah 
where they are chained and forced to work for the corcmander of the camp. 
Seven were transferred to the People's Palace of Correction in Grand Gedeh 
County where they are working on the farms of President and Mrs. Doe. None of 
these detainees have ever had the opportunity of appearing in court to hear 
the reasons for which they are detained. 

On May 31, 1988, the Lawyers Committee for Human Rights in New York 
submitted a report to the Office of the United States Trade Representative 
asking it to review Liberia's eligibility for the Generalized System of 
Preference, because of alleged violation of labor rights in Liberia. The 
Lawyers Committee charges that since 1980 the government has become 
increasingly restrictive of labor rights through harassment and intimidation. 
Specifically, they charge that Liberia has outlawed the right to strike, 
preventing all government workers from forming unions, banning unions that 
have expressed views contrary to the government and threatening unemployment 
to government workers who do not belong to the political party of the ruling 
government. 

By a very wide majority, Liberians voted for a new constitution in 
1985. This was to be implemented with the inauguration .of President Doe in 
January 1986. Unfortunately there is little adherence to the constitution as 
it affects human rights. Through the harassment of journalists, intimidation 
of workers, arbitrary arrests, imprisonment without trial and persecution of 
political opponents, President Doe and his government are continuing the 
pattern of violating human rights which began when Doe took power in the coup 
of April 1980. · 

THE RDGAN Al»fiNISTRA'l'ION' S POLICY TCMARDS LmERIA: A CRITICAL ANALYSIS 

by George Klay Kieh, Jr., Me~J~lhis State University 

Introductioo 

Since its inception, the Reagan Administration has maintained that the 
cornerstone of its foreign policy towards the Third World is the "promotion of 
democracy." However, after nearly eight years, the record shows that the 
administration has not genuinely pursued its purported commitment to the 
pursuance of democracy. This is reflected in the administration's support for 
a plethora of repressive regilnes, ranging from Mobutu and Botha in Africa, to 
Pinochet in Latin America. 

Against this background, this article will assess the impact of the 
Reagan strategy on the development of democracy in Liberia. In other words, 
does the Liberian case conform to the general pattern of performance of the 
Reagan strategy in the rest of the Third World? 
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Coostructive· FngagEment: Liberian Style 

The Reagan strategy towards Liberia is based on several major beliefs. 
First, it perceives the occurrence of the April 12, 1980 coup d'etat, that 
brought Master-Sergeant samuel K. Doe to power, as a triumph of the so-called 
"oppressed indigenous majority" over the "Americo-Liberian minority", the 
oppressors. Accordingly, the resultant rationale is that the Reagan 
Administration supports the Doe regime because it represents the hopes and the 
aspirations of the majority of Liberians, particularly the indigenous 
majority, who were excluded from the political process for . almost a century 
.and a half. The central flaw of this argument is that it fails to take 
cognizance of the fact that the struggle in Liberia prior to the 1980 coup was 
not between the so-called "Americo-Liberian ruling class" and the "indigenous 
subordinate class." Rather, it was a struggle that pitted the supporters of 
democracy on the one hand against the defenders of injustice on the other. 
Membership in these two groups was not based on ethnocultural considerations, 
but on the individual's adherence or non-adherence to the ideals of democracy. 
Thus, the 1980 coup was initially supported by Lioorians representing all 
prisms of the professional and ethnic spectrum, because it provided the hope 
for the development of democracy. The Doe goverrment has betrayed that 
promise. 

The second tenet and a corollary is that the current avalanche of 
opposition to the repressive Doe junta is being orchestrated by disgruntled 
and exiled intellectuals under the influence of the remnants of the "Americo
Liberian stock." This proposition has two central weaknesses: 1) the 
opposition to the Doe regUne does not emanate from a single source, but rather 
from a diversity of groups - the church, the student movement, the press, 
labor, the poor and the intelligentsia. This is because over the last seven 
years of Doe's reign of terror, no group in Liberia has been protected from 
the venom of the Doe regUne; 2) contrary to the assumption that the Doe 
regime represents a "departure from the old order," Doe has forged an alliance 
with most of the "old guard" from the Tul:man and Tolbert eras - including 
Ramsay, Hill, Curtis, Smythe, McClain, Kpoto, caine and Horton, among others. 
The locus of the alliance is not couched in ethnicity, but in a comnon 
interest in protecting the interests of the privileged few. 

Third, the Reagan Administration maintains that the Doe regime is a 
major bulwark against the spread of communism, and hence, it is an ally of the 
United States. This argument is a quintessential example of the Reagan 
Administration's obsession with the exaggerated "conmunist threat" in the 
Third World. Being cognizant of this phenomenon, the Doe regime has used 
anti-conmunism as a bait in its relations with the United States. The 
consequent danger is that this has made the Reagan Administration bnpervious 
to the horrendous human rights record of the Doe regime. In short, the major 
fa i 1 ure of this postulate is that it accords primacy to "communist 
containment" while simultaneously denigrating the salience of economic and 
political democracy. 

Fourth, the Reagan policy is premised on the notion that the central 
problem in Liberia currently is economic not political. In other words, an 
artificial dichotomy has been drawn between politics and economics. The major 
paradox of this strategy is that it posits that economic stability will propel 
political stability. In this vein, the Reagan Administration has taken 
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several measures: 1) as table 1 shows, since 1981, the Reagan Administration 
has funneled more than $400 million in economic and military assistance to the 
Doe regime; this amount dwarfs the total amount of American aid to Liberia 
during the pre-coup period (1847-1980); 2) amidst imminent economic collapse, 
the Reagan Administration in 1987 sent seventeen "economic experts" to rescue 
the Doe r~ime from the abyss; and 3) during the process of drafting Liberia's 
new constitution from 1981 to 1983 the Reagan administration provided about 
$300,000 and technical assistance. 

Year 
1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 

Table 1 
united States Aid to Liberia, 1988-1985 ($ millions) 

Development Asst. 
10.8 
5.3 

12.0 
12.0 
13.0 
19.0 

Food for Peace 
5.0 

15.0 
15.0 
15.0 
15.0 
16.0 

Economic Stab. 
5.2 

32.0 
35.0 
32.0 
35.0 
43.0 

Military Asst. 
2.7 
6.1 

12.6 
12.7 
12.8 
13.2 

Total 
23.7 
59.0 
75.0 
72.0 
76.0 
92.0 

Source: Liberia Research and Information Project, US-Liberia Relations, 
(Glassboro, NJ, 1988),1. 

Nlere Is '!he Democracy? 

Despite the rnassi ve flow of American economic assistance to the Doe 
regime, democracy still remains an illusion for Liberia. This is because the 
Reagan strategy of supporting the Doe military cum civilian regilne has failed 
to facilitate the establis~nt of democracy in Liberia. First, in the 
political arena, the 1985 general elections, which should have provided the 
deux ex rnachina for the developrent of democracy, were rigged by Doe. This 
included, inter alia, the burning of ballots and the illegal constitution of a 
commission of Doe supporters to recount the ballots, after Doe's defeat. The 
resolution of the United States House of Representatives provides an excellent 
sunmation: 

••• the election that took place in the Republic of Liberia on 
October 15, 1985, has been characterized by improprieties, 
including the denial of the right to participate by 
significant opposition parties and candidates and restrictions 
on the freedom to campaign ••• the results of the election were 
tallied in secret by an ad hoc comnittee appointed by the 
military government ••• (l) 

In its response to the fraud-plagued election, the Reagan Administration 
declared its unabating support for Sergeant Doe, contrary to the expressed 
wishes of the Liberian people via their votes. Chester Crocker argued that 
the elections portended well for the developrent of democracy in Liberia 
because of "Doe's claim that he won only by a narrow, 51% elections victory
virtually unheard of in the rest of Africa where incumbent rulers normally 
claimed victories of 95 to 100%." (2) Characteristically, the Reagan 
Administration refused to consider the substance of the issue: the fact that 
the entire election process was riddled with fraud and chicanery, and thus did 
not meet the standards of political democracy. 



11 

Concomitantly, although Liberia theoretically experienced a transition 
from military to civilian government one year after the fraudulent elections, 
the Doe regime has, none-the-less, continued to operate as a military 
government. Several cases are instructive. All military decrees are still 
in force, in contravention of the constitution. Under this rubric, Doe 
continues to stifle the freedoms of the _press, of speech, of association and 
of thought; these human rights are guaranteed by the new Liberian constitution 
which Sergeant Doe swore to defend and to protect. There is the persistence 
of detention without trial; innocent Liberians are routinely harassed, 
intimidated, tortured, imprisoned and even murdered. Judges have been 
dismissed without regard for the constitutional process. Recently, Doe has 
again demonstrated his non-commitment to democracy by instructing his 
handpicked National Legislature to initiate a process of amending the 
constitution, to allow him to remain as president for an unlimited number of 
terms; the constitution requires a limit of two terms for the president. 

In the socio-econ~ic areas, corruption has become a national sport. 
Doe and his coterie of marauders have put millions of dollars in American aid 
money and other revenue into their private bank accounts. This has been done 
in the midst of a national unemployment rate of almost 50%, an average 
reduction in real wages of 30% for public sector employees, a deteriorating 
health system, and a crumbling educational system. 

Conclusion 

As in other parts of the Third World, the Reagan strategy over the 
last seven years has failed to establish democracy in Liberia. Instead, it 
has and continues to funnel millions of dollars of the American taxpayers 1 

money to support the repressive milivilian government of Samuel Doe. 

If this strategy is not changed soon, it could adversely affect 
American long-term interests in Liberia. The Liberian people are already 
beginning to point to the United States as the principal supplier of the money 
and the guns that Doe is employing to suppress them. This phenomenon has the 
potential of turning Liberians against the United States as happened in Iran, 
for example. Continued United States support for Doe will alienate the 
Liberian people. It will not require, contrary to the belief of the Reagan 
Administration, a so-called "professional comnunist agitator from Moscow" to 
lecture the Liberian people on the fact that they are being suppressed by Doe 
with American acquiescence. Rather, the objective conditions will provide the 
motor force for that development. 

Finally, there is a need for a new American strategy towards Liberia: 
it must extricate itself from the partnership with Doe 1 s reign of terror by 
cutting off economic and military assistance and encouraging the development 
of genuine democracy. 

Notes 

(1) House of Representatives, United States of America, Resolution on Liberia, 
January 28, 1986, p.3. 

(2) Statement by Chester Crocker, Assistant Secretary of State for African 
Affairs, before the United States Senate Sub-comnittee on African Affairs, 
December 10, 1985, p.3. 
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THE CRISIS IN LIBERIAN EIXD'l'ION 

by Maey Antoinette Br<*ll Shemlan, Cornell university 
(fomer President, university of Liberia) 

Since the 1980 coup d'etat and military take-over in Liberia, there 
has been a downward turn in the educational situation in the country which has 
caused considerable concern. First, education is a recognized key to the 
human capital development critical and urgent for accelerating development and 
effecting transformation in countries such as Liberia. Then, for many, 
education had been a hope for mobility in the society and a better way of 
life. Education was just becoming a strong influence in the nation. Due to 
the historical circumstances leading to the birth of the Liberian nation and 
its growth through its first century, there was slow growth of education up to 
about the fourth decade of the twentieth century. Liberians had limited 
access to education and problems of curricular relevance. By the period 1960 
through 1970, a phenomenal growth in public education occurred, expanding at 
all levels of education and spreading throughout all the geographical regions 
of the country. The sharp increase in access to education coincided with an 
expanding economy which was absorptive in capacity, providing many job 
opportunities for people completing the levels of the educational ladder. 
Addressing problems of quality and relevance had begun to claim priority 
consideration as had training of teachers for the educational system. 
Sustaining these gains and making further strides was most important. 
However, this was not to be the case. The military take-over engendered an 
educational crisis. 

This crisis which has gripped the country is evident in a number of 
ways. These range from the negative effects on educational thought and 
practice, the direction of education resulting from problems in the socio
political system, a steadily shrinking economy, and malfunctioning within the 
educational system due to gross under financing and insensitivities to the 
needs of teachers and students. 

Education has as objectives individual development and improvement of 
the environment aoo society in which it occurs. Among its major tasks are 
liberating the minds of people, training for independence in thinking, 
development of capacity for creativity and flexibility, and enabling the 
discovery of solutions to problems in the physical environment and the society 
of which it is a part. Such tasks cannot, however, be performed in a milieu 
of arbitrary and repressive rule as propelled by the military coup d'etat and 
still in effect, despite the lip service return to civilian rule in January, 
1986. The military regime has both hindered freedom of thought and expression 
and downplayed the significance of education. Decree 88A which prohibits 
criticism of Government officials caps examples that could be given of 
Government's restriction of these freedoms. Promulgated in 1984, it remains 
in effect despite the fact that it violates the new Constitution which took 
effect January, 1986. On the second issue, the coup makers began sending a 
message that education is not important soon after they assumed power. This 
was exemplified in their own limited educational background and the positions 
they asstnned but, perhaps more so, in their articulations about and actions 
affecting education. 

Two good illustrations follow. First, shortly after the coup, a "free 
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education" policy was enunciated. There were, however, no explanation of what 
was actually meant, no plans for implementation of the policy, and no funds 
appropriated to implement the policy. Instead, during the 1980's, 
appropriations for education continually declined, educational costs to 
students climbed, and the educational infrastructure deteriorated. Talk of 
the policy simply died out in the face of these realities. Second, a flood of 
appointments to the civil service and public service corporations immediately 
followed the coup and continued throughout the first year. These were made 
without regard for the jobs to be performed and the skills required for the 
positions, as well as whether those named had the requisite qualifications. 
Gains which had been made in improving efficiency in the public sector were 
thus eroded and the effectiveness of the sector reduced. This action also 
caused an unduly large supply of personnel in the public sector and a 
correspondingly sharp rise in governmental spending for personnel. Soon 
thereafter, retrenchments had to be made and this . sector, the largest 
employer, became severely constricted. Persons graduating from the school 
system and other qualified persoris began to find it difficult, if not 
impossible to obtain anployment, joining the ranks of the unemployed, which 
swelled during the 1980's. They accordingly saw less value for education and 
often became frustrated. 

Inadequate funding of education by Government during the period 
constitutes another aspect of the crisis. Imnediately after the coup, the 
military regime made a shift in Government's spending priorities. Military 
speooing soared (up from 2.5% to about 13% between 1979 and 1982), (1) while 
expenditures for the social services, education and health in particular 
sharply declined. The public schools were hard hit. Various fees were 
charged of students even in public prlinary schools which had been tuition free 
since the 1940's, as an increasing portion of educational cost was passed to 
students. This occurred despite the financial hardships parents faced in view 
of a shrinking economy, growing unemployment, irregularity in the payment of 
employees by Government, and a constantly rising cost of living. The drop-out 
rate rose and access to education became difficult for many. With an annual 
population growth rate of 3.3% and a large percentage of the population under 
eighteen, a larger percentage of the school age population had to go uncared 
for. The level of support for those in school dropped. For example, from 
1985, Government's local scholarship program which aided students in mission 
and private schools was suspended. No alternative program has been initiated. 
Meanwhile, school children have found it increasingly difficult to purchase 
textbooks and needed educational supplies. The 1987 report of the Minister of 
Education shows that despite a 40% reduction of the cost of secondary school 
textbooks, sale of textbooks for the year from the Government's Central 
Bookstore was low for this educational level. Only about 25% of. the books 
were sold. 

Teachers who are pivotal to the school system, especially public 
school teachers, have suffered considerably. Initially, their salaries were 
delayed for about a month, but the delay period gradually increased. In 
recent times, delays have been between three and five months. On several 
occasions, teachers resorted to stay-home action before Government gave 
serious attention to having their overdue salaries and benefits paid. One of 
such actions was by teachers of the Monrovia Consolidated School System 
(MCSS), the largest concentration of public school teachers, and occurred in 
March, 1986. The teachers demanded payment of three months' salary arrears 
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and a longer overdue transportation allowance before beginning the new 
academic year, March to December in duration. After they had been absent from 
classes for about two weeks, they were supported by MCSS students in what 
started as a peaceful demonstration, but erupted into riots. MCSS schools 
{primary and secondary) were closed by Gover!'lirent for more than two months, 
attempts made to meet these obligations, and an investigation held. However, 
on reopening of the schools, the payment of teachers' Salaries was not done 
regularly. This problem continued through the 1987 academic year. 

Difficulties in operating due to underfunding of the educational 
sector by the Government have been experienced not only by the public schools. 
Traditionally, mission schools have received a subsidy from Government in cash 
or in the form of payment of the salaries of teachers. Such subsidies were 
drastically reduced and provided most irregularly, with arrears as much as six 
to nine months in some cases. At times, these subsidies were simply cut off, 
with hardly any advance notice to the authorities concerned. As these schools 
relied heavily on subsidies, their operations were negatively affected and 
they suffered similar tensions as existed in the public schools. Often, they 
had to increase their fees. 

The already difficult situation resulting from the problem of under
funding is further reflected in the short supply or lack of textbooks, 
laboratory equitment and basic educational supplies, as Gover!'lirent- began to 
purchase these in lesser quanti ties for the schools or not at all. 
Goverl'lm:nt' s next move was to turn increasingly to foreign agencies and to 
depend on them for donations of books and educational materials, thus 
relegating the supply of these fundamentals to random selections, 
unpredictability and uncertainty. 

Even worse, the nonchalance of Government in its response to problems 
arising from underfunding of the educational sector has left the citizenry at 
a loss. They wonder whether the gravity of the situation is perceived, for 
clearly Government's basic responsibilities and obligations are not being met. 
An educational system accustomed to running relatively smoothly and through 
cooperative effort, endeavoring to search for solutions to problems and meet 
its goals, has found itself transformed within the 1980's, to one of tensions 
and frequent disruptions as Government fails to deal with the root causes of 
the educational situation but instead makes scapegoats of teachers and 
students whenever disruptions occur. 

Closely related is the fact that the military regime has fostered a 
climate of anti-intellectualism. Initially, it accorded respect to the 
University of Liberia because of its standing in the nation and stance in the 
1979 rice riots in Monrovia and to students, who through their organizations, 
were the first to give it legitimacy. The same was true of its attitude to 
professionals and technocrats who were needed to keep public services 
operating effectively. But, this was soon to change as the true character of 
the regime, etched through style of life and performance, was seen as clearly 
in contrast to its slogan - "in the cause of the people ••• " As it was 
reminded of its contradictions by groups committed to intellectual 
advancement, democratization and improvement of the society, the military 
regime's disregard for their rights and welfare became flagrant. 

Intellectuals, teachers, and students worked and studied in this 
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environment where inquiry, objective analysis and problem-solving were not 
encouraged, were rarely undertaken and with difficulty. The much needed 
search for solutions to pressing problems in the nation was accordingly 
hindered. Teacher and student organizations functioned under stress and at 
times were banned. Their leaders, especially, but other students and teachers 
and intellectuals also were subject to harassment, arbitrary arrests and the 
brutalities which go with these arrests. Attacks against them were climaxed 
by the armed assault on the University of Liberia by the Liberian Army on 
August 22, 1984, while faculty and students were protesting the arbitrary 
arrests of two members of its faculty. There were incredible harm to life, an 
undetermined number of deaths, and damage to and loss of University property, 
estimated at several million dollars. As a result of these and the loss of a 
number of senior administrators and faculty who were dismissed by Samuel Doe, 
the nation's principal higher educational institution received a crippling 
blow from which it has not recovered. The entire educational system and the 
educational process in the nation were affected adversely. 

This untenable situation has driven from the country many of its best 
trained persons, most brilliant minds, and experienced professionals, produced 
a sterile environment, and stifled educational develo};ltent. Recent trends 
have not been towards altering the situation but rather aggravating it, one of 
the means being closing the channels to dissent. A very good example is the 
legislative enactment, styled Civil Service Refonn Act, passed in 1987, which 
restricts Government workers from participating in political parties and 
prohibits strikes by them against Goverrurent. Unconstitutional and in 
disregard of the rights of these workers, it is evidence that the present 
regbne is continuing true to its anti-democratic and repressive character. 

In a rapidly advancing and changing world, it is an urgency for the 
Liberian nation to democratize, to provide needed access · to education, to 
release untapped potential, to harness its brainpower in scientific and social 
inquiry, and to search for solutions to its pressing problems. It is a 
tragedy that its educational potential is not being utilized for such forward 
ends. A political change is an ~rative to make such utilization possible. 
The nation faces a future of doom unless there is a Government conmi tted to 
constitutional democracy which will recognize the ~rtance of education and 
provide the investment in it and a milieu which will facilitate its 
development and use for the welfare of the nation and its people. 

1. Liberia Research and Information Project, Fact Sheet #2 - "The Costs of 
Militarization" - LRIP, 1987, P.O. Box 708, Glassboro, NJ, 08028. 

Jtii tor • s note 

Despite changes in educational administrators, both Liberia's 
universities, the University of Liberia in Monrovia and Cuttington University 
College, have been closed down amid severe tensions and repressive measures. 
cuttington was closed in 1987 after student riots over electricity and food 
during examinations and L.U. was closed temporarily in September 1988 when 
tensions arose over political statements by faculty members. The August 1988 
anniversary of the invasion of the university in 1984 also caused fears of 
another confrontation. 
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E"'OR POLITICAL 'l'HBMES IN~, smt1ER 1988 

by Lawrence B. Breitborde, Beloit College 

Summer 1988 in Monrovia was wet, crowded, and generally peaceful. A 
range of political and economic issues continued to fill the Liberian 
goverrurent's agenda. It would be difficult to sumnarize all the items that 
became matters of political concern, ranging from a deteriorating foreign 
exchange situation, to increased serious incidents of vandalism and violence 
in high schools, to aborted attempts to regulate the licensing of street 
vendors selling fruits and vegetables. However, in what follows, I provide 
several "snapshots" of events in four thematic areas of Monrovia politics 
which characterized summer 1988, based on my conversations with a wide range 
of city residents, my recording of ·public statements, and accounts of other 
events observed during my stay in the city from mid-June through mid-August. 

'nle July Invasion 

The single most noteworthy event of the stmmer was the invasion 
announced by the president to a special joint session of the national 
legislature on July 13. In his 4:~0 p.m. address, he described an attempt by 
ll men led by former Vice Head of State J. Nicholas Podier to enter the 
country from Ivory Coast in order to overthrow his government. The president 
revealed that some of the invaders had been killed by Liberian security 
forces, while others were being brought to Monrovia for questioning. His 
speech was notable for its restraint, his invoking the theme of reconciliation 
(see below) by inviting those Liberians in exile to return to the country to 
join in the nation-building agenda, and for his warning (presumably to 
soldiers) that the invasion should not provide an opportunity for the 
harassment of citizens. 

Just after 3:~0 p.m. the next day, a news bulletin on ELBC, the 
goverrurent radio station, announced that Podier had been killed in the 
previous day's exchange of gunfire. No further news was available concerning 
these events for about one week. Meanwhile, rumors began circulating in 
Monrovia about the invasion and especially about Podier 's death. Podier 's 
exact whereabouts were not widely known since 1985 and different accounts 
emerged concerning when he had actually entered Liberia and when he had been 
killed. Some said he had been captured and executed entering Liberia from 
Ivory Coast by bus. Others claimed that he had been killed weeks before the 
invasion, after arriving as a passenger on a corcmercial airliner. Still 
others said that Podier had been captured and killed by the government years 
ago, and that the entire story of the invasion was a fabrication. On July 15, 
radio stations began to carry an announcement from the Ministry of Internal 
Affairs requesting any citizens seeing "suspicious strangers" in rural areas 
along the borders to report them to local clan and paramount chiefs--fueling 
speculation that a larger invasion force may have been involved. 

In the week that followed, there appeared a series of statements by 
public officials and county administrators. Most of these were statements of 
support for the Doe government, declaring the attempted invasion as 
"uncivilized," "selfish," "subversive," "ungodly," "unpatriotic," "a hostile 
act," "reprehensible," "satanic," and "demonic." Several letters from 
citizens of certain counties also were publicized, each attempting to 
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disassociate themselves from Podier. Sinoe County citizens wrote that even 
though Podier hailed fran their county, they would never "condone such an act" 
as his; they urged the president and his party to monitor the opposition 
carefully. A statement from an official of Nirnba County, where the invasion 
force had been intercepted, castigated Podier not only for his actions, but 
for attempting an invasion from a county that was not his own. Later, another 
statement from Sinoe County argued that Podier was not native to that area, 
but had simply attended high school there. All this reflects the widespread 
concern about possible retaliation by the government and military directed 
toward a county whose citizens might be viewed as supportive of Podier 's 
efforts--a fear based on the experience of residents of Nirnba County after the 
unsuccessful coup attempt by General Thomas Quiwonkpa, a Nirnba native, in 
1985. These fears were voiced in private by many Sinoeans residing in 
Monrovia. By mid-August there was no evidence that any such government or 
military action was forthcoming. 

Shortly after the invasion, Gen. Gray Allison, the Minister of 
Defense, had dropped from public view, and rumors spread that he and two other 
nanbers of the former PRe-government, Jerry Friday and Larry Borte, had been 
arrested. Local newspapers carried a story about Borte's arrest, but nothing 
was said about the others. On August 1, the BBC broadcast a report from a 
correspondent in Monrovia who had interviewed President Doe after the invasion 
attempt. He reported that, in response to queries about these rumors, he had 
been allowed to interview Allison, Borte ·and Friday at the Ministry of 
Defense. They were in good health and were not being maltreated, but did say 
that they were being held for questioning. This BBC story was not broadcast 
by the Liberian radio stations, which had discontinued the BBC's Focus on 
Africa programs several months earlier. 

On July 22, the government announced that two American 
mercenaries had been captured from among the invasion force, and that, in the 
presence of a representative of the u.s. embassy, one had confessed his 
involvement in the invasion and confirmed Podier's intentions to overthrow the 
governm:mt. By mid-August, no further information on these men had been 
publicly released. In addition, ·on August 9 the trial began of 14 persons 
accused of treason for plotting the overthrow of the government in March 1988; 
this diluted somewhat the public's attention to the July 13 invasion. By my 
departure, no additional details nor any full account of the invasion had been 
published by government, but the absence of any published photos of Podier's 
body continued to fuel competing rumors about the circumstances of his death. 

Coosti totiaoal Cbange 

Three constitutional issues emerged during summer 1988 arousing great 
interest in Monrovia. These included proposed changes in the multiparty 
system, the use of secret ballots, and the term of office for the president. 

In early June, the Press Club of the Press Union of Liberia had 
sponsored a lecture series with members of opposition political parties 
raising questions about the effectiveness of the multiparty system, introduced 
to Liberians through their new constitution. The thrust of these comments, as 
reported in the Daily Observer, June 3, was that the actual workings of the 
system rendered the opposition as simply "token", that gover~nt would not 
allow opposition parties to function in any substantive political way. 
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Then, on July 26, the National Independence Day Orator, Professor 
Elbert Dunn, chair of the Political Science Department at the University of 
Liberia, argued that a multiparty system is "alien" to traditional Liberian 
culture and that western democracy (in the form of a multiparty system) is 
"totally unsuitable to our conditions." He called for the establishment of a 
special committee to study how the constitution should be modified by bringing 
national politics in line with traditional (i.e., one-party) culture. This 
speech created an uproar. In an August 3 editorial, the Herald reminded Dr. 
Dunn that when the new constitution was written after the 1980 coup, "no 
voices were heard calling for a 1-party system because the people were aware 
of the havoc it caused the nation in terms of stifling freedom and other 
democratic practices." In the days following Dunn's address, students 
surrounded him on the University of Liberia campus demanding that he explain 
himself. His denial that he had actually called for an end to the multiparty 
system appeared in the same edition of the Daily Observer as a copy of the 
text of his Independence Day address--this did not help his case. By early 
August, the opposition United People's Party responded through the press with 
an effective if sarcastic rebuttal, calling on Dr. Dunn to promote the 
"establishment of a kingdom" to replace the multiparty state if he were 
genuinely interested in a form of government consistent with early Liberian 
culture. 

Later, Dr. Levi Zangai, spokesperson for the Liberian Action Party, 
also decried Dunn's recommendation as part of a more general statement with 
suggestions for the improvement of politics and governance in the country. In 
mid-August, however, Dr. Zangai was suspended from his post at the University 
of Liberia since, in the view of the university president, his work as a 
political party official was incompatible with his work as a university 
administrator. The university's action was widely viewed as the government's 
retribution for Zangai's outspokenness and was protested by students and other 
faculty. 

In another area of constitutional concern, on July 1 it was announced 
that the legislature had passed an act to amend Article 93 of the constitution 
which limits a president to two 6-year terms. The amendment would allow a 
president to serve an unlimited number of terms. The initial announcement 
indicated that the act would take "effect imnediately" (The Liberian Post, 
July 1, p.3). 

Reaction was swift. A statement from the Liberia Action Party 
characterized the act as a "big and backward change ••• and yet another example 
in the continuation of promises betrayed by the 1980 coup makers" (Daily 
Observer, July 4, p.l). The "secret" manner in which the act was debated and 
passed also was subject to criticism. On July 5, the legislature responded to 
this critic ism by accusing the LAP of demonstrating their ignorance of the 
constitution through their previous statement. The passage of the amendment 
by the legislature, they explained, would simply initiate a process that would 
culminate in a national referendum to be held no earlier that July 1989, at 
which time the support of 2/3 of the registered voters would be required to 
put the amendment into effect. 

No further public discussion about this amendment occurred during the 
remainder of the summer. However, when President Doe was interviewed by the 
BBC in late July (see above) , he responded to a question about this proposed 
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constitutional change by saying that he was not able to control the action of 
the legislature. 

Finally, early in the stmmer a proposal had been presented to the 
national legislature to replace secret balloting for rural elections with the 
older system of open, public voting. At several points, interested exchanges 
in the press occurred, as to whether the guarantees of anonymous secret 
balloting outweighed difficulties with this practice allegedly experienced by 
older, non-literate people. Many people felt that there may be real problems 
associated with the extent to which the Liberian citizenry understands 
political procedures and their rights under the new constitution; there is 
legitimate concern with developing the most effective electoral system for the 
rural areas. However, in the context of other proposed constitutional changes 
described above, many persons feel that such proposals are made in order for 
those in power · to strengthen and protect their own political position. What 
may be legitimate questions about appropriate voting procedure, then, were 
overshadowed by these other suspicions. 

Recoociliation 

In early July, Mrs. Edith Wiles "Mai" Padmore died in the United 
States. Padmore was the first Liberian woman to hold a cabinet position. She 
was appointed Minister of Health and Social Welfare in 1972 by President 
Tolbert, topping a career of public service to the country. She served in 
that post for two years. A spokesperson for the Liberian government announced 
that President Doe had instructed the government to arrange for the return of 
her body to Liberia and to pay for the costs of her funeral. Television news 
showed the president visiting the bereaved family, and special news coverage 
of the arrival of her body and its internment was provided. The "message" of 
these events was clearly that the president was attempting to heal old wounds 
by reaching out to all Liberians, including those associated with the pre-coup 
government. 

Similarly, a continuing story throughout the stmmer involved the 
petitioning of the president by members of the Tolbert family for help in 
returning former family-owned businesses and lands to them, and for help in 
obtaining jobs. The Tolberts complained that people were reluctant to hire 
them because of their connection to the ousted late president. In several 
actions and statements, President Doe granted these requests and publicly 
called on Liberians to refrain from discriminating against the Tolberts. All 
of these actions and statements were expressed in terms of reconciliation 
among all Liberians, necessary for nation building and economic development 
programs to progress. 

All this occurred alongside repeated calls for Liberians abroad to 
return home. But such statements nearly always criticized those Liberians for 
their actions overseas which damaged Liberia's image in the international 
community, as well as for interfering with peace and development at home. For 
example, in an Independence Day speech, President Doe characterized Liberians 
abroad as engaging in conspiracies to overthrow the government or undermine 
its efforts, but invited them to return to Liberia to join the nation-building 
task (Daily Observer, July 29, pp.l,6). The Chief of Staff of the Liberian 
Armed Forces took the opportunity of a luncheon for the visiting logistical 
director of the U.S.European Command to accuse Liberian dissidents in the u.s. 
of "being responsible for the gross reductions of the u.s. military aid to 
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Liberia" (The Mirror, June 6, p.l). An unsigned article in the Daily Observer 
(June 14) decried the trend for Liberians who travel to the u.s. to fail to 
return hom::!. The author urged "a greater sense of accomplishment by staying 
in or return to Liberia and working to develop the nation." 

It is widely accepted in Monrovia that part of the government's 
difficulty in managing the economy and creating a more stable political 
environment is due to a flow of technically competent Liberians out of the 
country. Both the criticisms of overseas Liberians as well as the appeals to 
reconciliation reflect this situation, but the juxtaposition of these two 
messages raises questions in the minds of many Liberians--at home and abroad-
as to just how serious those invitations for exiled Liberians to return home 
really are. 

U.S./Liberian Relations 

U.S./Liberian relations continue to be discussed by Monrovians in a 
variety of ways. The main focus is still the controversy surrounding the 
agreem:nt by the Liberian government to accept 17 u.s. "financial experts" to 
work in various Liberian government ministries and agencies, a measure that 
most believe to have been a condition for continued u.s. assistance. Critics 
of this agreement, both inside and outside the country, have pointed to this 
as a surrender of Liberia's sovereignty to the u.s. In the early summer, a 
critical article in the Washington Post by Blaine Hardin suggested that even 
this strong measure had not solved Liberia's corruption and management 
problems. The government reacted strongly. Minister of Information J. 
Emmanual Bowier sent a long, accusatory letter to the Post editors, pointing 
out inaccuracies in the news stories and accusing the Post of a consistent 
bias against Liberia since the 1980 coup. His reading -or-this letter at a 
special news conference was broadcast repeatedly on Liberian radio and 
television. 

It is clear that many Liberians are bothered by the presence of these 
experts, but many persons express this in terms of embarrassm:nt for the 
country rather than criticism of the United States. There is widespread 
belief among the urban citizenry that corruption and mismanagement are 
significant problems facing the government. The disappointment expressed by 
sorre is that the acceptance of the foreign experts is an admission of the 
failure of the country to solve its own problems. For some, government is 
clearly responsible. One educated Monrovian said, "If the Liberian government 
had its own agenda to improve our economic situation, and the u.s. forced 
their agenda on us as a condition of continued aid, that would be bad. But, 
in fact, the government has no agenda, so the acceptance of these financial 
experts is not so bad. But it is bad that the government does not know what 
to do about this problem." Further, many Liberians express skepticism that 
even this extreme arrangement will stop corruption and mismanagement, and the 
concern for the embarrassment of the country seems as great, if not greater, 
than any alarm at a "surrender" of sovereignty. 

The ambivalence in the "special" relationship between the U.S. and 
Liberia is expressed in other ways. On June 26, a congressman called for a 
re-examination of U.S./Liberian relations on a TV news show. He argued that 
the u.s. had funded many projects through loans rather than outright gifts, at 
rates favorable to the u.s., and that most projects were designed to benefit 
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the u.s. rather than solve Liberia's problems. In several independence day 
speeches throughout the country, orators referred to difficulties in u.s.; 
Liberian relations; one speaker (as reported on ELBC r·adio, July 18) 
criticized the U.S. government for supporting Liberian dissidents in the u.s. 
Others criticized the level of u.s. assistance to Liberia. 

U.S./Liberian relations have always been characterized as "special", 
founded on the historical association between the two countries, and 
continuing in more recent times through cooperation and mutual support in 
international and economic affairs. But this relationship has never been 
simple and clearcut. Even from the beginning, the intimacy between the two 
countries based on the history of Americo-Liberian migration and the modelling 
of the Liberian political system on the u.s. was balanced by suspicion and 
disappointment at the long delay in the U.S. officially recognizing 
independent Liberia and establishing full diplomatic relations. In more 
recent times, the gratitude for u.s. assistance has for several decades been 
accompanied by the political discomfort that such dependency often generates. 
In the summer of 1988, both dimensions of U.S./Liberian relations continued to 
be evidenced, perhaps made more complex by the role of exiled Liberians in the 
u.s. But there were no signs that even this would significantly alter the 
continuing cooperative relationships between the two nations. 

For historical background and more details on the events and issues 
discussed here, consult the bibliography at the end of this section. 

For further information and for avenues to take action and become 
involved, contact the following organizations: 

Africa Faith and Justice Network 
Box 29378 
Washington, D.C., 20017 
(202) 832-3412 

Amnesty International 
322 Eighth Avenue 
New York, NY, 10001 

Association for Constitutional Democracy in Liberia 
%Society of African Missions (S.M.A.) ••• see below. 

Lawyers Comrrdttee for Human Rights 
36 West 44th St. 
New York, NY, 10036 

Liberia Alert 
Liberia Research and Information Project 
Box 708 
Glassboro, NJ, 08028 

Social Concerns Department 
Society of African Missions (S.M.A.) 
Box 4468 
Washington, D.C., 20017 

(202) 529-4200 
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&litor's Note: 

For a further update on the situation in Liberia, participants in the 
ASA Annual Meeting rray want to attend the panel, Modem Liberian Society, 
chaired by D. Elwood Dunn, scheduled for Friday, October 28th, 11:00 a.m. In 
addition, readers wishing further information are invited to contact any of 
the authors in this special section, % Jo Sullivan, Outreach Program, African 
Studies Center, Boston University, 264/270 Bay State Road, Boston, MA, 02215. 
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'lQfARD PFACE Mil JUSTICE IN sarJ.'IJERN AFRICA 

by Michael Dukakis, Presidential Candidate 

Apartheid is wrong. In the context of the late 20th Century, it is 
the equivalent of slavery. Yet the South African government's token "reforms" 
have left the apartheid system fully entrenched, as it continues to deny the 
vast majority of its citizens the most fundamental political, economic and 
human rights. 

South Africa also persists in its determined efforts to destabilize 
the governments and economies of many of its African neighbors. Despite 
international condemnation, it continues its illegal occupation of Namibia, 
defying world calls for free democratic elections to determine the future of 
that state. 

To Namibia's north, the United States remains the only member of the 
United Nations -- except for South Africa -- not to recognize the Angolan 
government, while Angolan rebels, supported by the u.s. and South Africa, 
threaten American-owned oil refineries guarded by CUban soldiers! And while 
the Reagan Administration insists that the Cubans leave Angola as a condition 
to South Africa leaving Namibia, our military aid to UNITA rebels in Angola 
only prolongs the Cuban presence and the Namibian stalemate. 

Through my public life, I've opposed apartheid and supported the cause 
of human rights and self-determination in Southern Africa; I'm proud that 
Massachusetts was one of the very first states in the nation to terminate its 
pension fund investments in South Africa. 

I believe America 
peace and human rights in 
apartheid crystal clear. 
depth of our concerns for 

As President, I will: 

can play a meaningful role in promoting the cause of 
Southern Africa. But we must make our opposition to 
And we must take firm measures to demonstrate the 

the future of the entire region. 

* Promote democracy and human rights in South Africa by strongly 
asserting u.s. support for rapid and peaceful change, and by using tougher 
economic and diplomatic pressure in support of such change. We must stop 
sending mixed signals to the South African government and the oppressed 
majority, and start affirming -- by word and deed -- our total disapproval of 
the continuation of apartheid in that country. 

* Encourage the developnent of non-racial leadership comni tted to a 
peaceful transition to political and social equality in South Africa. Leaders 
like Archbishop Tutu and Allan Boesak deserve our support in their struggle 
for human rights for people of all races in South Africa. 

* Toughen U.S. economic sanctions against South Africa and seek 
multilateral agreement with our allies for a more comprehensive trade embargo 
against that country, in the absence of agreement by the South African 
government to enter into prompt and meaningful negotiations for the abolition 
of apartheid and the creation of a non-racial South Africa. 

* Support the holding of internationally-sponsored, all-party 
negotiations for the abolition of apartheid and the creation of a 
constitutional, non-racial democracy committed to respect for the political 
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and economic rights of all South Africans -- talks that include the African 
National Congress. 

* · call for the ircunediate release of Nelson Mandela, Walter Sisulu and 
other political prisoners, and for the un-banning of the African National 
Congress. 

* Strongly support international efforts to pressure South Africa to 
withdraw from Namibia, and to bring about free elections in that state. 

* Stop u.s. aid to the UNITA rebels in Angola, recognize the Angolan 
goverrurent, and work towards creating conditions that will lead to the 
withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola and improved relations between Angola 
and the West. 

* Assist South Africa's neighbors, such as Botswana, Zambia, Zimbabwe 
and Mozambique, to attain greater economic independence from South Africa, and 
to become less vulnerable to South Africa's military and economic pressure, 
and support the efforts of the Southern African Developnent Coordination 
Conference (SADCC) to improve the lives of the 65 million Africans who live in 
its member states. 

Change is coming to South Africa. The question is whether it will be 
peaceful and controlled or bloody and cataclysmic. We must not stand idly by 
while South Africa drifts toward chaos and bloodshed. We must do all we can 
to bring change to South Africa that is rapid and peaceful, and that provides 
for all peoples of that country and its neighbors those fundamental human 
rights and protections that America seeks for all the peoples of the world. 

DIMX:RA'l'IC PLA'ft'OBH (excerpts) 

We believe the apartheid regime in South Africa to be a uniquely 
repressive regime, ruthlessly deciding every aspect of public and private life 
by skin color, engaging in unrelenting violence against its citizens at home 
and promoting naked aggression against its neighbors in Africa. We believe 
that the time has come to end all vestiges of the failed policy of 
constructive engagement, to declare South Africa a terrorist state, to impose 
comprehensive sanctions upon its economy, to lead the international community 
in participation in these actions, and to determine a date certain by which 
United States corporations must leave South Africa. We further believe that 
to achieve regional security in Southern Africa, we must press forcefully for 
Namibia's independence by calling for the end of South Africa's illegal 
occupation, a cease fire and elections, must end our counter-productive policy 
in Angola and must offer support and further assistance to Mozambique and 
other Frontline States. 

REPUBLICAN PLA'l'I!OBH (excerpts) 

Republicans have three priorities in our country's relations with 
Africa. The first is to oppose the forces of Marxist imperialism, which 
sustain the march of tyranny in Africa. This priority includes giving strong 
assistance to groups which oppose Soviet and Cuban-sponsored oppression in 
Africa. 

Our second priority is the need to develop and sustain democracies in 
Africa. Democrats have often taken the view that deroocracy is unattainable 
because of Africa's economic condition, yet at the same time they refuse to 
promote the conditions in which democracies can flourish. Economic freedom 
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and market-based economies are the key to the development of democracy •••• 

OUr third area of concern is humanitarian assistance, especially food 
aid, to African nations. The Reagan-Bush Administration has always provided 
this assistance. 

Republicans salute the Reagan-Bush Adffiinistration for responding with 
characteristic American compassion to famine conditions in Africa by providing 
record amounts of food, medical supplies, and other life-saving assistance. 
In spite of our efforts, the people of Africa continue to suffer. Republicans 
condemn the cynical Marxist goverrnnents, especially in Ethiopia, which used 
planned starvation as a weapon of war and a tool for forced migration. 

The recent African drought and resulting famine were not just natural 
disasters. They were made worse by poorly conceived development projects 
which stripped lands of their productive capacity. Republicans recognize that 
protecting the natural resource base of developing nations is essential to 
protecting future economic opportunities and assuring stable societies. We 
are leading the fight worldwide to require sound envirornnental planning as 
part of foreign development programs. 

we believe that peace in southern Africa can best be achieved by the 
withdrawal of all foreign forces from Angola, complete independence and self
determination for the people of Namibia, a rapid process of internal 
reconciliation, and free and fair elections in both places. The Reagan-Bush 
Administration has worked tirelessly to achieve this outcome; and while 
obstacles remain, we are closer than ever to a comprehensive settlement of 
these interrelated conflicts. America's strong support for Angolan freedom
fighters has helped make this progress possible. We also oppose the 
maintenance of communist forces and influence in Mozambique. 

Republicans deplore the apartheid system of South Africa and consider 
it morally repugnant. All who value human liberty understand the evil of 
apartheid, and we will not rest until apartheid is eliminated from South 
Africa. That will remain our goal. Republicans call for an effective and 
coordinated policy that will promote equal rights and a peaceful transition to 
a truly representative constitutional form of government for all South 
Africans and the citizens of all nations throughout Africa. We deplore 
violence employed against innocent blacks and whites from whatever source. 

We believe firmly that one element in the evolution of black political 
progress must be black economic progress; actions designed to pressure the 
government of South Africa must not have the effect of adversely affecting the 
rising aspirations and achievements of black South African entrepreneurs and 
workers and their families. We should also encourage the developnent of 
strong democratic black political institutions to aid in the peaceful 
transition to majority rule. Republicans believe that it is wrong to punish 
innocent black South Africans for the policies of the apartheid government of 
South Africa. 

&iitor's Note: As of press time, George Bush had not replied to the ACAS 
enquiry; thus, his statement is not presented. To compensate, more lengthy 
excerpts were taken from the Republican platform than from the Democratic. For 
further analysis, refer to Africa Report (May-June and July-August issues). 
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Excerpts of Report 

US MINERAL DEI?Ja)J:H:B ON SOOTH AFRICA: EXPLOOIYi THE MY'.l'HS 
(August 1988) 

by Paul Jourdan, Minerals Econanist, university of Zi.mbabwe 

In February 1987, the US Depart:roont of State "certified" ten strategic 
minerals, to exempt them from US sanctions against South Africa. These 
minerals continue to be exempted from .sanctions even under the "comprehensive" 
sanctions bill introduced by Dellums/Cranston in 1988. The ten were certified 
because 

a) the lack of minerals would adversely affect the US peacetime 
economy, competitiveness or US defense; 

b) the minerals were not available in sufficient quanti ties from 
alternative reliable sources outside the USSR and Eastern Europe; 

c) some of the minerals from other Southern African countries were 
deemed to be shipped via South Africa. 

"The inclusion of several of the ten minerals using the stated 
criteria is blatantly ludicrous and leads one to believe that the Apartheid 
Regime has significant support in the State · Department, as their inclusion 
makes very little sense when one explores the alternative sources of supply 
and the level of US imports." [p. 3] 

·rhe report fully analyzes each mineral, using US Bureau of Mines 
(USBM) and South African Chamber of Mines data. The following only provides a 
few salient points. 

A. Minerals with .Actual Alternative Sources This group includes those 
minerals for which there are reasonable and secure alternative sources of 
supply readily available. 

1. Industrial Diamonds -- According to USBM, in 1987, less than 0.5% of US 
imports of industrial diamonds came from South Africa. Australia has almost 
half the world reserves; Zaire is the second largest producer. (The report 
also analyzes De Beers' controlling interests in marketing.) 

2. Cobalt -- Zaire produced 45% of world cobalt in 1986; Zambia produced 
14%. In the same year, South Africa imported cobalt and exported none. 

3. Andalusite -- Kyanite and sillinmanite are alumino-silicates as is 
andalusite; all three are converted to mullite, used in refractories. The US 
is the world's largest producer of kyanite and has large reserves; thus it is 
unclear why South African andalusite is even on the list. 

4. Cbrysotile Asbestos -- The logic behind the inclusion of this mineral is 
most baffling, for Canada is far and away the Western world's largest producer 
{69%). In 1986, the US imported less than 1000 tons from South Africa. 

5. Antimony -- Major producers are People's Republic of China and Bolivia; 
demand can be met by Western producers. Zimbabwe has two mines in operation. 



,.,------------ --------------------------------

27 

6. Manganese -- The US depends on South Africa (36% of imports for 1986) for 
the special ferromanganese, but many smelters in the US are running at under
capacity, and they could fulfill supply needs. There are several manganese 
deposits throughout Southern Africa. 

7. Rutile -- Rutile is one of the main titanium ore minerals, and the world's 
main suppliers of titanium are Canada and Australia. US imports from South 
Africa could easily be met by other countries, and the US also produces rut i le 
synthetically. 

8. Vanadium -- South African sources constitute 9% of US imports, but the US 
itself is a major producer, and supply could be increased by secondary 
recovery from oil residues and ashes. 

It is particularly hypocritical for the US to aid UNITA, which 
regularly blows up the Benguela railroad in Angola, and then gives transport 
access as a reason for not boycotting certain minerals from South Africa. 
Cobalt and manganese from Zambia and Zaire could be shipped over the Benguela 
railroad, and alternative routes are available as well. 

B. Mi.Deral.s with Potential Alternative Sources -- The case for exemption of 
these minerals is arguable because South Africa is the major Western producer. 
However, these minerals could be provided by "positive sanctions" to develop 
existing deposits in the neighbors. · 

9. Chromite and Ferrocbrome -- In 1986, 34% and 59% of us imports, 
respectively, were from South Africa. Presently Zimbabwean capacity 
(according to USBM) is sufficient to meet US supply needs. American 
consumption of South AFrican ferrochrome could gradually be substituted simply 
by doubling Zimbabwean smelter capacity. Zambia and Mozambique have excess 
supplies of cheap hydro-electric power ~vailable for ferrochrome smelting. 

11. Tbe Platinum Group Minerals -- In 1986, 83% of the Western world's supply 
was produced by South Africa. Zimbabwe's Great Dyke, however, has substantial 
resources of PGM. If a progressive embargo of about 10% reduction per year 
from South Africa were imposed, Zimbabwean deposits could be developed at 
acceptable market prices. 

For a full copy of the report (20 pages), please send $1.50 to cover cost of 
photocopying and mailing to Carol Thompson, ACAS Political Action Co-chair 

Political Science 
University of Southern California 
Los Angeles, CA 90089-0044. 

In the continuing sanctions legislation debate, the above material is 
especially useful to expose the extent of the disinformation campaign about US 
dependence on South Africa. You can inform the debate by disseminating the 
report and its contents to your local Congresspeople and their aides, as well 
as in your local press. 
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PF.ACE IN AtGXA DEPEY>S ON CESSATION OF U.S. All) E'OREIGN AID TO UNI'l'A 

by Olarles Marshall, President, u.s.-Angola Friendship Society 

Even if the U.S.~iated peace accord between Angola, CUba and South 
Africa is implemented faithfully, peace is not on the horizon for war ravaged 
Angola. A significant aspect of the peace agreement that should not be 
overlooked is that it does not address the issue of u.s. aid to Angola's armed 
insurgents, known as UNITA. Throughout the negotiations the u.s. affirmed 
that it would continue to aid UNITA until UNITA is brought into the Angolan 
government. The most recent development in the u.s. support of UNITA as an 
instrUI'OOnt of destabilization in Angola is the transfer of UNITA' s base of 
operations from South Africa-controlled Namibia to southern Zaire. 

The proposed long term u.s. strategy for dealing with emerging 
socialist-oriented regimes like Angola and Nicaragua is destabilization 
through military and economic pressure relying primarily on counter
revolutionary groups such as UNITA. This strategy was enunciated in a January 
1988 report comnissioned by the Secretary of Defen!?e: Jl] 

11 To defend its interests properly in the Third World, the 
United States will have to take low-intensity warfare more 
seriously~ •• In carefully selected situations, where important 
u.s. objectives would be served and U.S. support might 
favorably affect outcomes, the U.S.should help anti-communist 
insurgencies ••• Neighboring countries that provide access to 
or bases for the freedom fighters often prefer that the u.s. 
government role not be officially acknowledged. By designating 
the u.s. support a "Special Activity11 (also known as "covert 
action11

), the u.s. governmant can maintain official silence." 

The "contra-style" wars contemplated by this policy demand access to a 
friendly country bordering or near the target country. Originally, the Reagan 
Administration relied on South African-controlled Namibia as a base for UNITA. 
However, the use of Namibia as a base to arm and train UNITA has presented the 
Reagan Administration with political and legal problems. South Africa, in 
pursuit of its own foreign policy goals, independently decided to use UNITA as 
a surrogate force in Angola. Concurrently, the u.s. made support for UNITA a 
central part of its Angolan policy. The resulting U.S.-South African 
collaboration through their joint sponsorship of UNITA has made the Reagan 
Administration's Angola policy highly vulnerable to domestic critics of the 
apartheid regime. Moreover, in the fall of 1986, Congress passed the 
Comprehensive Anti-Apartheid Act, over the veto of President Reagan, which 
made u.s. military cooperation with South Africa illegal. [2] Therefore, in 
order to carry out effectively its Angolan destabilization policy, a new base 
for UNITA free of the taint of South African cooperation, had to be found. 

Southern Zaire has now become the new base of operations for UNITA. 
Zaire is perfectly suited for the role chosen for it by the u.s. It has over 
2000 kilometers of border with Angola that are exceedingly difficult to 
police. The Angolan provinces that border Zaire include oil rich cabinda 
Province and the agriculturally important provinces of Uige and Malanje--all 
ripe target's for UNITA's favorite tactic of economic disruption. In all, 
seven of Angola's eighteen provinces border Zaire. 
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The transformation of southern Zaire into UN ITA's base has been 
occurring since at least early 1987. In April of that year the u.s. announced 
that it was conducting its first ever joint military exercises with Zaire. 
These exercises provided the perfect cover to leave behind tons of military 
supplies and equiflllent for later use by UNITA. In the spring of 1987, the 
u.s. also announced that it was opening the Kamina military base in southern 
Zaire. [3] In May of this year, it was reported that the U.S. had established 
five additional military bases in southern Zaire at Kitona, Kincuson, 
Kimpoese, Kahemba and Dilolo. It was further reported that equii;Jnent and arms 
for UNITA were being landed at the Zairean port of Matadi. [4] 

Zairean officials have insisted that the six bases established by the 
United States are for the use of the Zairean army and are not used to support 
UNITA. The Angolan goverrunent has good reason to doubt the word of the 
Zairean governnent. There has been a long history of Zairean aggression 
against Angola and interference in Angolan internal affairs. For example, in 
1974, Zairean President Joseph Mobutu met secretly with Portuguese officials 
to cut a deal whereby Zaire would be given control of Cabinda Province and 
other parts of northern Angola as part of a decolonization scheme. [5] In 
1975 Zairean troops invaded northern Angola in an attempt to install Mobutu's 
brother-in-law as the ruler of post-colonial Angola. [6] In 1985, evidence of 
Zairean complicity in a South African commando raid on a Cabinda Province oil 
production complex was revealed when the captured leader of the commando team 
admitted that, in case of difficulty, his instructions were to lead his team 
into Zaire where they would be met by "friends of South Africa." [7] 

Until recently, Angolan officials were reluctant to acknowledge 
publicly UNITA' s use of Zaire as an operational base. In a February 1987 
statement to the press, Angola's ambassador to Zaire claimed that reports of 
Zairean ·support for UNITA were "invented" in an attempt to sow "confusion" 
between Zaire and Angola. [8] In July of 1987, the Director of Information of 
Angola's governing MPLA-Labor Party, Paulino Pinto Joao, in off the record 
remarks, said that his government was reluctant to acknowledge publicly 
Zaire's role in aiding UNITA because Angola was not yet ready to acknowledge 
the creation of a new UNITA front in the north of the country. [9] However, 
UNITA's increased activity in the north, and the assistance of Zaire, has been 
reported extensively by the Angolan press during the initial months of 1988. 
In February, the Angolan military commander of the provinces of Uige and 
Malanje reported that during 1987 there was increased UNITA activity in those 
provinces. In March, the same military commander reported that Zairean planes 
were being used to fly supplies to UNITA. During the spring of this year 1 

several scathing editorials warning Zaire of the consequences of its 
assistance to UNITA were published in the Angolan press. [10] Finally, in a 
press conference before foreign journalists held in Luanda in May 1 Angolan 
President Jose Eduardo Dos Santos openly accused Zaire of aiding UNITA: 

"It is not possible to infiltrate arms to UNITA without using 
the territory of Zaire or the Congo. The frontier with Congo 
is small; we have reliable information that this infiltration 
does not come from this territory, but comes from the Zairean 
terri tory." 

The charge of Zairean assistance to UNITA was repeated by Angolan Minister of 
State Pedro Da Castro Van-Dunem {Loy) during a July visit to the United 
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States. [ll] 

Angola's initial response to Zaire's assistance to UNITA has been 
through diplomatic channels. The Angolans have pushed for the revival of an 
Angolan-Zairean Peace and Security Commission, originally formed in 1978 after 
the second of two anti-Mobutu insurrections flared up in Zaire's southern 
Shaba Province. At that time, Zaire accused Angola of supporting, or at least 
encouraging the insurrection. [12] On August 22-24, the Joint Commission met 
in Luanda, with the foreign ministers of both countries presid1ng. At the 
close of the meeting, Angolan Defense Minister Colonel General Pedro Maria 
Tonha (Pedale) stated: "Looking at the prospects of peace in sight in the 
south of the country, it should also happen with the north." [13] The 
presidents of the two nations also met in mid-August, under the auspices of 
the Congolese President, Denis Sassou N'Guesso. 

It is unclear where these diplorratic initiatives wi ll l'~::td. After 
all, as Angolan Minister of State Van-Dunem (Loy) said during a recent visit 
to Los Angeles, "It is difficult to discuss this issue with Zairean officials 
when all of them, even Mobutu, deny the existence of Zairean support for UNITA 
activities." Now that South Africa has withdrawn the last of its troops from 
southern Angola, the government is free to concentrate more of its military 
resources in northern Angola. In the face of continued denials of Zaire's 
obvious assistance to UNITA, the Angolan response may be to hold out the 
threat of a third Shaba Province insurrection. Many of the Shaba I and Shaba 
II insurgents are based in refugee camps in northern Angola. 

With respect to continued U.S. support for UNITA, a Republican 
Administration would surely continue such support. Moreover, it is not 
unlikely that a UNITA free of the taint of South African dependence could win 
support from a Democratic Administration. The challenge for the sectors of 
the u.s. population that favor a genuine and lasting peace in Angola is to 
expose the new Zaire-UNITA link and to force the next administration, whether 
Republican or Democratic, to cease all direct and indirect aid to UNITA and to 
settle its differences with the Angolan government through good faith 
negotiations. Only then will there be peace in Angola. 

Notes: 
(1) Discriminate Deterrence: Report of the Commission on Integrated Long-Term 

Strategy, p. 17. Among the authors, Henry Kissinger and Zbigniew 
Brzezinski, both recently named members of Bush's foreign policy 
advisory committee. 

(2) 100 Statutes 1111, section 322. 
(3) New York Times, July 27, 1987; Christian Science Monitor, March 24, 1987. 
(4) The Independent (London, U.K.), May 28, 1987. 
(5) Ignatyev, 0., Secret Weaoon In Africa, pp. 90-93, 104-105. 
(6) Wolfers, M. and Bergerol, J., Angola in the Front Line. pp. 26-39. 
(7) The Criminal Hand of the South African Racists on Angola, pp. 75-76. 
(8) New York Times, February 8, 1987. 
(9) Interview of Paulino Pinto Joao, Director of MPLA-Labor Party Department 

of Information and Propaganda, conducted in Luanda in July 1987. 
(10) Jornal de Angola, April 2, 1988; March 30, 1988; March 23, 1988. 
(11) Interview conducted in ·Los Angeles, July 1988. 
(12) Foreign Affairs, Summer 1987, p. 1084. 
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AFRICAN S'IUDIFS IN amA 

[This report was prepared by Fd Ferguson of Oregon State 
University, who was in Cuba this summer. It is based 
prbnarily on an interview with Dr. Armando Entralgo, Director 
of el Centro de Estudios des Africa y Media Oriente (CEAMO), 
and CEAMO publications. Dr. Entralgo is a scholar and former 
diplomat. After serving as Cuba's first ambassador to Ghana 
from 1963 to 1966, he returned to establish African history as 
a distinct discipline at the University of Havana. He is the 
author of a number of books on Africa, the most recent being 
Africa en Dificultades (1987).] 

Jl 

Cuba is the expression of a long and rich Afro-Spanish mixture whose 
cultural production was first investigated seriously in the 19th century by 
Don Fernando Ortiz. The triumph of the Cuban Revolution in January 1959 
created the conditions for the contemporary scientific study of Africa and 
Cuba's heritage. New relations with Africa resulting from Cuba's 
internationalist practice have raised this academic study to the highest 
level. 

Scientific investigation of Africa takes place in Cuba within 
different institutions at various levels of state. At the highest level there 
is the policy~king body composed of North African, Subsaharan and Southern 
African specialists. Various Ministries have Africa experts. Within the 
Cuban Academy of Sciences there is a specialized body, the Investigative 
Center for Africa, Asia and Latin America (CIAAAL). Academic institutions 
such as the University of Havana and the University of Santiago have 
Africanists. A number of scholars contribute to the research and publications 
of autonomous institutions such as Casa de Africa and Casa de las Americas in 
Havana, and Casa del Caribe in Santiago de Cuba. El Centro de Estudios de 
Africa y Media Oriente (CEAMO) is an advanced educational and research center 
for African and Middle Eastern studies. Its director, Dr. Armando Entraldo, 
one of Cuba's foremost Africanists, provided the following information about 
CEAMO so that its activities will become known to the membership of ACAS. 

Objectives 

CEAMO was formed to study the countries of Africa and the Middle East 
from the perspective of different social sciences, in particular, history, 
political economy, and sociology. Primary emphasis is placed on the 
investigation of the processes of national liberation and social revolution 
taking place in those regions. This research is a response to the increasing 
need for appropriate knowledge of complex Afro-Arab issues in order to be able 
to develop mutual understanding between Cuba and the countries of Africa and 
the Middle East. 

Activities 

CEAMO offers advanced courses to officials and specialists in 
international relations from different scientific institutions and official 
organizations in Cuba. Instruction is given by specialists of CEAMO and other 
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Cuban institutions with whom they cooperate. The programs and seminars 
complement one another to provide comprehensive knowledge of the fundamental 
problems of Africa and the Middle East. 

Cooperation 

CEAMO collaborates with various institutions and organizations, both 
national and foreign. Specialists from CEAMO exchange expertise and 
information with scholars at home and abroad, and delegations are sent to 
scholarly conferences convened inside and outside Cuba. Exchange relations 
are maintained with el Centro de Estudios de Asia y Africa, El Colegio de 
Mexico; el Institute de Estudios Politicos para America La t ina y Afr i ca 
(IEPALA), Spain; the Angolan National Laboratory of Anthropology (LANA) ; the 
African Studies Center, Eduardo Mondlane University, Mozambique; and the 
African and Asian Section, Karl Marx University, Leipzig, German Democratic 
Republic. 

Publications 

CEAMO edits two publications which are read in Cuba and exchanged with 
scholars and scientific institutions. abroad. The publications are Enfoques, a 
bimonthly, and Revista de Africa y Medic Oriente, a biannual journal. Both 
include contributions by Cuban and foreign scholars. 

Enfoques varies in length from 25 to 45 pages with each issue carrying 
a major article often accompanied by a shorter contribution. Articles 
appearing in recent issues include "U.S. Interference in the Western Sahara 
Conflict," contributed by CEAMO researchers to No.8 (1985); "The Destabilizing 
Role of the Apartheid Regime," a paper (in English) presented by Professor 
Haroub Othman, Director of IDS, University of Dar es Salaam, to an 
international conference in Matanzas, Cuba, in No.l2 (1986); an article (in 
French) on Simon Klltibangu by Susan Asch of CNRS, Paris, and a contribution by 
Dr. Armando Entralgo on 11The Thought and Act ion of Amilcar Cabral" in No .13 
(1988). The most recent issue (No.l4, 1988) includes an article on "Great 
Britain's Policy Towards South Africa: Two Years of Complicity (1985-87)", co-
authored by David Gonzales, head of CEAMO's Subsaharan Africa section and 
Eduardo Perera, and a piece by Jorge Manfugas, Assistant Director of CEAMO. 

Revista de Africa y Medic Oriente is a much large journal, averaging 
150 pages in length. The last four issues, Vol.3, No.1 (1986) to Vol.4, No.2 
(1987), bring together papers delivered to an international symposium on 
"Islam and Contemporary Arab Politics 11 organized by CEAMO at the University of 
Havana on December 16 and 17, 1986. Various facets of contemporary Islam are 
examined in West Africa, Senegal, Saharan Arab Democratic Republic, Egypt, 
Lebanon, Kuwait, Turkey, Jordan, Saudi Arabia, Israel, and the United States. 
A few of the contributions are historical. 

Conferences 

International and national conferences and seminars have been 
organized by CEAMO over the past decade to exchange views on Mozambique, 
Namibia, Francophone Africa, Africa since political independence, and "The 
Energy Question in Africa and the Middle East to the Year 2000." 
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Invitation to N:AS 

CEAMO will exchange its publications, Enfoques and Revista de Africa y 
Medio Oriente, with individuals and institutions in the United States. In 
return, 1 t would like scholarly papers, journals or books on Africa, 
especially those on Southern Africa and u.s. policy towards Africa. 

ACAS members are invited to contribute to these two journals as well. 
Articles may be sul:mitted in English on any topic of interest to Africa 
scholars; contributions on Southern African themes are encouraged. The next 
issue of Revista (Decanber) will be published for the first time in English. 

CEAMO also invites ACAS to participate in its next international 
conference, the sixth meeting of the Latin American Association for Afro-Asian 
Studies, which wi 11 take place in Havana in Fall 1989, with 200 to 300 
participants expected. Proposed themes include Africans in the Americas and 
general African studies topics. Presentations on Southern Africa will be of 
particular interest. 

Individuals and institutions interested in exchanging publications 
with CEAMO, or contributing to its journals, should write to Dr. Armando 
Entralgo, Director, CEAMO, 3ra. No. 1805 entre 18 y 20, Miramar, Cuidad de La 
Habana, Cuba. 

THE OJBAN AN'l'I-APARI'HEID tiNEMENT 

[Roberto Mackchaser, Executive Secretary of the Cuban Anti
Apartheid Comni ttee, was interviewed by Fd Ferguson in Havana, 
Cuba, this summer.] 

Anti-apartheid activities in Cuba are initiated and coordinated by the 
Cuban Anti-Apartheid Comnittee, a national body created on January 8, 1987, 
the 75th anniversary of the ANC. 

The President is Dr. Adolfo Ham, a Protestant minister who is also 
President of the Cuban Ecumenical Council. Ten Vice-Presidents represent 
various sectors of Cuban life--a writer, a physician, a religious figure, the 
Vice President of ICAP (Cuban Institute for Friendship with Peoples), our 
first astronaut, Armando Tamayo Mendez, and others. Outstanding personalities 
in Cuban life are among the more than 100 members of the committee. 

Why did we create an anti-apartheid comnittee? Cuba has a long 
history of support for African liberation. Our stand against apartheid was 
natural. It was important to establish the comnittee for international 
meetings, to connect and relate to issues, and to commemorate historic events 
in the Southern African struggle here at home. 

The committee has initiated many activities since January 8, 1987. An 
honorary law degree has been granted to Nelson Mandela by the University of 
Havana. He was named honorary citizen of Santiago de Cuba. He was named a 
delegate of honor to the 15th Congress of the Public Administration Trade 
Union in Cuba. 
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Last year, Spanish-language editions of Nelson Mandela Speaks and 
Winnie Mandela's autobiography, Part of MY Soul Went With Him, were published 
in Cuba. 

Activities have been carried out in Cuba to observe important dates in 
the South African and Namibian freedom struggle. These include the founding 
of the ANC on January 8th; the Massacre at Sharpeville on March 21st; the 
Kassinga Massacre on May 4th; the Soweto Uprising on June 15th; the People's 
Congress at Kliptown and the birth of the Freedom Charter on June 26th; Nelson 
Mandela 's birthday on July 18th; the beginning of SWAPO on August 11th; and 
the founding of Umkhonto we Sizwe on December 16th. 

Now, in the month of July, we are coordinating activities to celebrate 
the birthday of Nelson Mandela • .. On July 12th, we will hold cultural and 
political activities on his behalf at the National Theatre in Havana. Artists 
from the New Song Movement will entertain and dancers from the Cuban Folklore 
Group will perform. The following day, July 13th, Nelson Mandela will be 
granted the Order of 28th of September (the date the first Committees for the 
Defense of the Revolution were created) , by the National Committee for the 
Defense of the Revolution. There will be a colloquium of distinguished 
Africanists who will discuss and debate his life and work. 

The international campaign to free- Nelson Mandela needs to be 
strengthened. He is a symbol of the people's struggle, .and he has shown such 
courage, strength and determination in prison. One of the primary aims of the 
Cuban Anti-Apartheid Cormnittee will be to link up with similar bodies 
throughout the world. We have made a beginning in Europe. For example, we 
are in contact with Reverend Trevor Huddleston in Britain and we supported the 
recent Free Nelson Mandela music festival in London. 

In contrast to the United States and Britain, there is complete unity 
in Cuba against apartheid. Representatives. of our conmittee appear on 
nationwide television because the defeat of apartheid is a national priority. 

[The Cuban Anti-Apartheid Committee would like to exchange 
publications with anti-apartheid organizations in the United 
States. Interested groups and individuals should write to 
Roberto Mackchaser, Executive Secretary, Cuban Anti-Apartheid 
Committee, Calle 17 No. 301, entre H y I, Havana, Cuba.] 

~ FRQot NAMIBIA (excerpts) 
by Solveig Kjeseth, National Namibia concerns 

June 19, 1988 ••• a meeting of teachers in Katatura. The mood was one 
of solidarity with the students and the labor unions. One teacher said, "I did 
not come here today to decide whether or not to go to school tomorrow. The 
community has already decided that. I only wanted to know that the rest of 
you will be with me." ••• a voice of dissent:''We must not be carried away by 
emotion." • • • a response: "The time for games is past. We must speak 
straight to each other. We must act straight. Koevoet is already in the 
streets of Katatura. The sounds you can here are children screaming in fear • 
• • • • We can only stand together." That was the consensus. June 20th, early, a 
soldier pounded on the door in the hostel, threw it open, demanded "What is 
this?" Said a sleepy voice from under the covers, "It's 'a luta continua'"! 
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SO YOO miNK AMERICAN TELEVISION HAS PROBLEMS? 

by Doe Hayer, University of Southern california 

A television producer working for a national television station in a 
developing country encounters a thousand frustrations. Some of them are 
comnon to all of us working in the field. Deadlines are too tight and we 
can't do the work well. The equi.r;:rnent malfunctions at the most critical 
moment when the action cannot be repeated. Crews do not care about the 
program and are just counting the hours till they can go home. Administrators 
want to sanitize the material to be sure that nothing objectionable (and often 
nothing interesting) will go out on the airwaves and offend those in power. 

Producers also encounter problems specific to their own cultures and 
to developing countries in general. There are severe shortages of videotape. 
Even when the most sophisticated equipnent is available, tape is often in 
short supply or overused and damaged. I once lost the original masters of 
three documentaries I had spent four months making in Zimbabwe because the 
videotape stock had to be reused for another project and nobody had made any 
copies! Support crews have often had little or no technical training and are 
at a loss to solve simple problems. They find it difficult to fix things as 
they have no spare parts, so even small malfunctions become insurmountable. 
Pictures are shot out of focus, microphones seem to be recording sound under 
water, little thought has been given to set design, and post-production is 
based on an tmpossible schedule. It is amazing that as much good programming 
as there is comes out of this frustrating environment. One finds that 
producers in developing countries who care about their work often feel 
demoralized and defeated by the level of insuDmOuntable problems they face. 

Some of their problems are solvable, however. I was recently involved 
in a -workshop that was designed to address the concerns of senior level 
television producers from five English · speaking African countries-- Cameroon, 
Zimbabwe, Kenya, Ghana and Nigeria. The workshop was organized under the 
auspices of the Union of National Radio and Television Organizations of Africa 
(URTNA) and sponsored through the Johns Hopkins University's Population 
Communication Service. URTNA happens to be the oldest organization of African 
countries, pre-dating the OAU. The idea was to generate entertaining and 
useful programming around the issues of family planning and population. The 
workshop had a very nice element of follow-through in that funding was 
available to augment the budgets of all the programming that was generated in 
the workshop by each of the ten producers attending. When the producers went 
home and completed their scripts, they could receive additional funds to cover 
special needs that their projects might face such as petrol so they could get 
to rural areas, or money for professional actors, or to build more interesting 
sets or rent specific equipnent that their broadcasting organizations might 
not be able to provide. 

Many of the producers had had little or no formal training in 
television production. Most were to a large degree self-taught. As a result, 
although they could often solve problems, particularly in the editing room, 
they had difficulties with some of the conceptual and structural tools that 
are necessary to make interesting programs that audiences will want to watch. 
They particularly needed to upgrade their skills in the areas of how to get 
ideas across visually and how to target the right message to the right 
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audience. All too often they emulated the worst of Western (American?) 
thinking -- doing their best to generate the African equivalent of Magnum,P.I. 
or Dynasty. Issues that the workshop addressed included the developnent of 
aesthetics and structures based on their specific cultures. Africans, of 
course, have wonderful oral story telling traditions that could be tapped to 
make for provocative programning that really reaches its intended audience. 
Different countries have also generated lively and diverse visual and 
sculptural art forms that could be used to enhance the look of programming on 
the national television stations. The workshop also dealt with the idea that 
child spacing - as it is called - is not a new idea in Africa and has indeed 
been done traditionally although perhaps informally in most of these cultures 
throughout history. 

Scripts for the project were conceived and outlined during the 
workshop itself. One story, for instance, written by a Cameroonian producer, 
is about a man who pressures his wife to have a fourth child. He has three 
girls and needs a boy to carry on his name. Although her doctor cautions 
against it, she becomes pregnant and gets seriously ill. Her husband takes 
her to a magician who tells him that his wife is sick because his neighbor 
doesn't like him and a put a worm in his wife's belly. The magician is 
eventually discredited and the wife ends up in the hospital with an ectopic 
pregnancy, while the husband tries to raise funds to help her. She survives 
and he realizes the mistakes in his thinking. He happily goes home with his 
wife and their three daughters, hopefully understanding more clearly the 
techniques of family planning. 

I currently teach film and video production at the School of Cinema
Television at the University of Southern California. Students there take two 
to three years to get an education in this field. The African video producers 
had three weeks. Nonetheless, I believe the workshop helped them to crack 
that sense of isolation and alienation that most creative people in the world 
feel. In the words of one participant, "I used to find myself at the shore 
looking over the horizon, but all I could see was total darkness •••• After this 
workshop I can see even beyond the horizon, with so much light around me." 

A NDi GmERATION OF MIDIA 

California Newsreel's Southern Africa Media Center has released its 
1988-89 catalogue featuring six new titles, representing a "new wave" of 
Southern Africa media. They focus not so much on the suffering caused by 
apartheid but on the struggles, conflicts, strategies, and structures of those 
who must build a new South Africa. 

'l1le cry of Reason reflects on the life of Afrikaaner minister Beyers Naude. 
Biko: Breaking the Silence documents Steve Bike's life and impact. 
Spear of the Nation provides a 75-year overview of the A.N.C. 
Children of Apartheid investigates the hopes and fears of youth. 
Girls Apart relates the story of two 16-year-olds, one black, one white. 
After the Hunger and Drought explores the role of writers in Zimbabwe. 

For a complete catalogue, including details of the special offer of any six 
casettes for $595, contact the Southern Africa Media Center, California 
Newsreel, 630 Natoma St., San Francisco, CA, 94103. (415) 621-6196. 



'DIE FIUfilli OF "BIKO - BREAKI!Ii 'DIE SILEK:E" 

[ Producer Mark Kaplan of the Capricorn Video Unit was 
interviewed last July in Harare, Zimbabwe, by Editor Bud Day 
regarding behind-the-scenes aspects of the production of this 
in-depth study of the life and thought of one of the central 
figures of the South African liberation struggle.] 
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BD What prompted the production of this fiLm about Steve Biko,at the very 
time when "Cry Freedan" was about to be released? 

MK When Attenborough was coming to Zimbabwe to make "Cry Freedom", we in 
the Capricorn Video Unit were in discussion with other local production units 
and individual producers about collaborating in a field which is mostly strewn 
with competition. The result: three Zimbabwean companies -- Olley Maruma's 
Moonlight Productions, Edwina Spicer Productions, and Capricorn Video Unit-
collectively put together "Biko - Breaking the Silence." It so happened that 
"Cry Freedom" was caning · at a time when we had decided amongst ourselves to 
collaborate on a plot, on a venture. We approached the producers of "Cry 
Freedom" and suggested that what we knew about "Cry Freedom" and the African 
orientation meant that there were certainly grounds for us to deal with issues 
that ••• effectively filled in the political gaps that the feature fiLm was 
deliberately excluding. 

BD Was there a clear understanding with Attenborough? 

MK Yes. We approached Marble Arch Productions, particularly Dinah 
Hawkins, chief publicity person in the Attenborough team. We showed her a 
videotape we had earlier made about South Africa, which demonstrated both our 
capacity to analyze the South African situation and that we had linkages with 
producers and technical people to get material from South Africa, which would 
be the launching pad for our fiLm. 

BD Was that footage from "Bound to Strike Back"? 

MK Exactly. She was in fact late for our meeting; our tape had gotten to 
her via the Ministry of Information and she didn't realize she was watching 
our tape. Her words:"Sorry for being late; I just couldn't switch it off." 

BD To what extent did you use "Cry Freedom" footage and scenes? 

MK Basically the integration of "Cry Freedom" into the images and content 
of our film occurs for us for two reasons: (1) to illustrate where there is no 
other illustration possible, aspects of Bike's life, aspects of South Africa's 
history ten years before ••• dealing with issues like banning and detention 
without trial, death in detention ••• and those issues were re-created in "Cry 
Freedom"; and (2) they could also be contrasted, given we were making a 
documentary, with the real documentary footage as existed. So, for instance, 
with Soweto 1976 material, we showed the old pictures that the world first saw 
in 1976, which Attenborough used effectively to mount his re-creation ••• and 
the two are counterpointed in our fiLm. You get a sense of what the real 
event was like, compared with the feature film re-creation. So, at one level, 
through "Cry Freedom", we are looking at the role of film in spreading the 
anti-apartheid message. 



38 

BD can you surrmarize the overall message of "Breaking the Silence"? 

MK "Cry Freedom" is dealing with only one part of Biko 1 s legacy, while 
our film is trying to deal with the whole of Biko 1 s legacy ••• and was designed 
to come out on the tenth anniversary of Biko 1 s death ••• and to look at how 
issues that he stood for, ideas that he had, events that he underwent such as 
detention ••• how those have actually increased. And we tried to look at Biko 
himself, as the symbol of a new generation of resistance to apartheid, as a 
martyr killed in detention by the system. We were able to deal with the 
mythology of Biko and at the same time show how things have actually gotten 
worse, in terms of state repression, and how, on the other hand, the increase 
in state repression has not brought about the subjugation of the struggling 
people there. 

BD Tell us about the Harare premier, on the tenth anniversary ••• 

MK Tri-Prod (three companies together) organized the premier, with the 
Ministry of Youth, Sport and Culture introducing the film, in cooperation with 
the Central Film Laboratories. Response of the record turnout was very good, 
as has been general response since. 

The film has its flaws •••• it's a very unrelenting film, in the sense 
that it has a lot of information, lends itself to more than one viewing, even 
for those who know the issues intimately. The film is conditioned by what was 
possible to get; there is material not there, which we had hoped to have. For 
example, we had hoped to evoke a sense of life in the townships, particularly 
Ginzburg township, where Biko was confined after his banning; but at the time, 
there was a dawn to dusk curfew and people were just not prepared to take the 
chance to get that footage. Thus, some points are not fully developed. 

The ccxnplex and very rapid unfolding of events in Biko 1 s life was 
similar to that which has more recently unfolded with mass bannings, popular 
resistance for a while eclipsed, seeing the formation of two different major 
groupings within resistance politics, both of them claiming really to be the 
rightful heir to Biko 1 s thoughts ••• and the principles for which he stood ••• on 
the one hand AZAPO and on the other hand UDF. The last segment of the film 
deals with that issue as well, perhaps helping an Arner ican audience get an 
overview of the complexities of South African resistance politics. 

BD And how goes the current struggle to eradicate apartheid? 

MK On the basis of any yardstick you want to use ••• if one is looking at 
the violation of the · rule of law, the abuse of human rights, the massive 
detention of children ••• these are all expressions of the crass state response 
to opposition. Biko, through his martyrdom, encapsulates the spirit of 
resistance. We are finding increasing m.nnbers of youth being jailed by the 
system, increasing numbers dying, and getting closer and closer to the chasm 
that one has always spoken about. 

BD You are close to that chasm here in Zimbabwe, a Frontline State. 

MK True. Despite current negotiations re: Angola and Namibia, we are all 
in this for the long haul. The military ethos inside South Africa presents a 
major danger of militarization of the entire region. There is, however, some 
room for hope as diplomacy seeks the upper hand. It is premature to plan the 
first documentary film on a free South Africa. 
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QfiCAGO, ~ 28-31, 1988 

The ASA annual meeting provides an excellent opportunity for ACAS members 
and potential members to meet and share common concerns. For final details of 
events (including place and time), please refer to the schedule available at 
the ASA Annual Meeting itself. The Association of Concerned Africa Scholars 
will sponsor panels, round tables, films, and business sessions as follows: 

N:AS AtRJAL MJM3ERSBIP MEETitG 

Time: Friday, October 28th 
5:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m. 

Place: Upper Meeting Center #8 

~ONEWEUDm 
(CUrrent and potent1al members) 

(a) Tboe: Friday, October 28th 
12 noon - 1:30 p.m. 

(b) Tboe: Sunday, October 30th 
7:00 a.m. - 8:15 a.m. 

Place: tba Place: tba 

PANEL: Soutbem Africa: Restructuring the Region 
(Saturday, October 29th, 8:30 - 11:00 a.m.; Upper Meeting Center #20) 

Chairs: Carol B. Thompson (University of Southern California) 
Ann Seidman (Clark University) 

Papers: Neva Makgetla (University of Redlands) 
"International Debt and Regional Develo:prent: A Case Study 
of Zambia" 

Nelson Mayo (University of Zllnbabwe) 
"Trade Liberalization and Economic Restructuring in 
Zllnbabwe: Implications for the Region" 

Renosi Mokate (Lincoln University) 
"Botswana's Trade Structure: Implications for SAOCC" 

Carol B. Thompson University of Southern California) 
"Economic Destabilization, Self-Sufficiency, and Reg i o na 1 
Coordination" 

Discussant: Clever Mumbengegwi (Washington State University and 
University of Zimbabwe) 
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PANfiL: '!be Struggle in South Africa: '!be Struggle for People • s Eklucation 
(Saturday, October 29th, 11:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m.; place tba) 

Chair: Bill Martin (University of Illinois, Urbana) 

Papers: Trevor Abrahams (World University Service, Geneva) 
Yogesh Narsing (Education Policy Unit, University of 

Witwatersrand) 
Harold Wolpe (Essex University) 

PANfiL: '!be western sahara war at Year 'ftlirteen 
(Sunday, October 30th, 9:00 - 11:00 a.m.; Upper Meeting Center #20) 

Chair: Teresa K. Smith (Western Sahara Campaign) 

Papers: Yahya Zoubir (American University) 
"The Superpowers in Northwest Africa" 

Anthony Pazzanita (Attorney, Boston) 
"Recent Developments on the Western Sahara Question" 

Discussant: Teresa K. Smith (Western Sahara Campaign) 

HXnVTABLE: Hom of Africa: Perils and Pranises 
(Sunday, October 30th, 3:00- 5:00p.m.; place tba) 

Chair: Ahmed I. Samatar (St.Lawrence University) 

Participants: 
Harold Marcus (Michigan State University) 
Kidane Mengisteab (Old Dominion University) 
Mohammed Rirash (RTD, Djibouti) 
Abdullahi an-Naim (UCLA) 

FILMS and DIOCUSSIONS 
(co-sponsored with the Southern Africa Media Center; place and time tba) 

"Spear of the Nation" (the first overview of the 75 year history, 
philosophy and goals of the African National Congress) 

"Cry of Reason" (a reflection upon the life of Rev. Beyers Naude, the 
Afrikaaner minister who forsook power and privilege to cast his 
lost with the freedom movement) 

"Girls Apart" (the story of two 16-year-old school girls - one black and 
one white -who inhabit the separate worlds of apartheid) · 
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