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P resident George W. Bush is a very dangerous man. I 
do not say this lightly, though my critique may in part 

be reduced to the lightly-stated observation that Pres. Bush 
does not play well with others. But given American power 
in the world, that in itself is dangerous, and there is more 
to this critique than his unilateralism. 

Consider, f h t ,  the simplicity of his thinking, borne 
not of a critical substantial analysis of international affairs 
that leads to an understanding of root causes - which can 
sometimes appear simplistic even when it is not - but 
instead from an apparent desire to avoid the complexities 
of human relationships, needs and hopes around the 
world. This penchant is illustrated by two of his favorite 
post-September I lh  quotes, that "if you are not with us, 
you are against us," and what the enemies of the United 
States "hate is our freedom." 

From a man consumed by considerations of national 
self-interest (Kyoto is the glaring though not exclusive 
example), the &st quote is quite remarkable. While those 
of us in justice advocacy may not embrace narrow self- 
interest as appropriately definitive in foreign policy, there 
are worse things than countries' arguing their own interests 
and respecting that others are q u h g  theiff, and working 
out the differences diplomatically. Pres. Bush doesn't 
allow the latter. Our self-interest trumps yours. And there 
are consequences if you don't see it our way. 

The second quote is a variation on the theme, for it 
simplifies - well, ignores - the rich history of philosophical 
debate over the nature of freedom. No doubt the emotive 
wordfiedom plays well in some political circles, but in fact 
Pres. Bush is saying to the world that our American 
definition of freedom - dominated these days by 
individualism at the expense of the common good, and by 
rampant consumption of the wealthy few in disregard of 
the basic needs of the world's poor majority - is the 
singular way to understand freedom. His simplistic 
thought may be accurate. People in the Global South may 
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well "hate" his version of freedom. The level of hostility 
toward the US at the just-concluded World Summit on 
Sustainable Development in Johannesburg tells us that. 

The danger in this rests on far more than the risks 
inherent in sloppy thinking. Rather, here is a man who is 
prepared to use the power of the United States - including 
our massive stockpile of weapons of mass destruction - to 
craft the world into one to his liking. He doesn't like 
Saddam Hussein. Well, neither do most of the rest of us. 
But as a basis for intellgent foreign policy, disapproval, 
even suspicion of future hostile actions, are dangerous 
grounds for military action. The Bush administration's 
efforts to legitimize "preemptive" military enterprises - 
imagine the use other nations as well could make of such an 
international doctrine! - are stunningly ominous. 

And, he's prepared to use that power not just against 
them but apns t  us. Heading a notoriously secretive 
administration, Pres. Bush has argued that on his say-so 
alone a US citizen may be detained without charge, without 
access to evidence against him, without access to legal 
defense, and without judicial review, indetinitely. The 
American people still have no idea how many people have 
been held since September I lth, and for what reason. 

Nor do we know what evidence there is on a myriad 
of ccterr~ri~m" fronts, what defines "an axis of evil," what 
justifies a costly war with untold global implications. These 
are dangerous times, we are told, and we need to trust our 
leader. Well, they may be, but no we don't. Especially not 
when the ramifications carry such risk for our nation and 
our world. 

One might suggest that Africa - the focus of our 
hopes and concerns - is not at the center of all of this. 
And in one sense that is correct: The &reat to civil liberties 
is largely a domestic threat to the American public, and the 
threat of war is principally elsewhere, risky to the whole 
world, but not as likely to be on African soil. One might 
even argue that Pres. Bush has displayed more helpful 

interest in Africa than anyone expected, and therefore that 
his ''concern" is to be celebrated. But I'm not convinced. 

Yes, the Bush-proposed Millennium Challenge 
Account - his plan to provide additional development 
assistance to countries that meet his approval ( $ 6 6 ~  3) - may 
indeed contribute to poverty reduction in Africa. And sure, 
more funding to confront the global AIDS pandemic fi~tpgt 

4) mq be forthcoming. But we delude ourselves if we see in 
the Bush administration agenda anything more than a 
gesture at justice in US relations toward Africa. 

What continues - always - to dominate the Bush 
agenda is the unfettered free market. And what that means 
is that the social agenda, the labor agenda, the gender 
agenda, the environmental agenda, the health agenda, 
everythin& is subservient to market forces. And African 
society, our society, humanity - with all our wonderful yet 
challenging complexities - suffer. 

'We've got influence, power, prestige and clout 
beyond any nation in the history of the world," Deputy 
Secretary of State Richard Armitage boasted recently. "It 
brings forth a certain amount of envy." 

I can well imagine that President Bush believes that. 
'You're just jealous" is the childhood paraphrase. And it is 
so tragically, sadly, wrong. Of course there are many in 
Africa who find the US a sign of hope, but it is, I believe, a 
hope grounded in a recognition that our power gives us 
such profoundpotential for good in Africa and in the world 
The disconnect between that potential and the Bush 
simplification of the world - against a backdrop of US 
power and aggression - makes him such a dangerous man. 
To Africa. To all of us. 

Leon Spencer 
Executive Director 
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FOCUS ON DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE 

The c h a h g e  of the Millennium Challenge Account 
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I n March President Bush announced that the United States would increase its core development assistance by "$5 
billion over the next thee budget cycles" (i.e., by 2006). These additional funds are to go to something the 

administration is calling the Millennium Challenge Account (MCA). What's this all about? 

Making sense of development 
assistance - seeking to assist countries 
to reduce poverty and address human 
need, either directly through 
governments or indirectly through 
_pm+pvernmental organizations 
(NGOs) - is always difficult. 

Key to the difficulty is that 
administrations want to claim 
generosity while being, well, less than 
so. Pres. Bush's remarks when he 
announced the Millennium Challenge 
Account, timed to defuse criticism of 
the US before the Monterrey 
conference on financing to confront 
global poverty, is a case in point. So 
too is his August announcement - just 
before the Johannesburg meetings - 
of $4 billion in aid for Africa. 
Separate from the MCA proposal, 
most of the $4 billion is to be diverted 
from existing programs. Good PR, 
but not much else. 

Certainly the raw figures, even 
fairly presented, can be seen to be 
impressive. But giving in relation to 
wealth is by far.the most just measure 
of generosity - remember the widow's 
mite - and the fact remains that the 
US is the most miserly of donor 
nations in terms of GNP. US categories contain development what the President said it would be, 
development assistance is less than assistance funds as well. Finally, even &. "above and beyond aid." 
one-tenth of one per cent of GNP. when we have "hard" development Desperate need in countries that 
Britain is over three times that. assistance figures, it's difficult to break meet the MCA criteria cannot 

Making sense of development them down for Africa alone, as there be ignored. 
assistance is difficult, too, because are no specific Africa "earmarks." "The purpose of [development] 
folks count different things. assistance," as the CRS reminds us, "is 

In this context, along comes the 
Development aid is not, for example, to promote equitable human 
the same as foreign aid, which 

Millennium Challenge Account development and enable the world's 
includes military aid and funds for 

(MCA). First of all, this is to be in most vulnerable to achieve and secure 
addition to existing development 

"development" motivated by strategic and digilltied life." We need to keep 
assistance. Second, it is to focus upon 

considerations. The Foreign that before us as we welcome, and 
Operations budget, one of the 13 

selected countries who meet criteria of examine, this new initiative. 
good governance, investment in the 

appropriations bills that work 
themselves through Congress each 

health and education of their people, 
and "sound economic policies." 

year, and where we normally find 
9 

development assistance, includes all 

The figures 
The Foreign Operations budget 
totaled $22.6 billion in 2001, is 
estimated to be at $24.1 billion 
in 2002, and the Bush 
administration request for 2003 
is $25.4 billion. Of that, "core" 
development assistance in 2001 
totaled $2.2 billion, is estimated 
to be $2.6 billion in 2002, and 
the administration request for 
2003 is $2.7 billion. This does 
not include multilateral 
programs, like the World Food 
Program, or international 
disaster and refugee assistance. 
It also excludes the valuable 
grassroots work of the African 
Development Foundation, 
which is at around $1 6 million 
each year. Even so, the figure a 
bit below $3 billion is. helpful in 
analyzingglobal (not African) 
development assistance. 

sorts of things, while other budget 

The MCA will be meaningful, we 
feel, only to the extent that it 
"encompasses equitable human 
development," as an extremely 
thoughtful proposal from Catholic 
Relief Services (CRS) argues. 

That may seem obvious, but it 
isn't In unveiling the MCA, Pres. 
Bush said that the goal was to provide 
developing nations "the tools they 
need to seize the opportunities of the 
global economy." Fine. But arguably 
the very nature of globalization creates 
enormous inequities between rich and 
poor. And given US definitions of 
"sound economic policies," equitable 
human development concerns may 
well fall by the wayside. 

What countries benefit?. The 
CRS wisely suggests that "poverty 
levels should be the principal criteria 
for country elqgbility," together with 
country intent to improve on the three 
criteria the MCA presents. But if the 
number of countries is to be small 

(say, 8-15), then the temptation to 
reward those who support the US 
international agenda may be.very great 
indeed. 

finally, the MCA must remain 



LEGISLATIVE UPDATE: AIDS 

US contributions to confiont the global AIDSpandemic 

T o date, over 20 million people have died of AIDS worldwide. Some 40 million people are living with 
HIV/AIDS today - most in the Global South, where resources and health infrastructure are limited. Each day 

some 13,000 people become newly infected, and more than 8,000 people die due to AIDS. Forty-four million 
children worldwide are expected to be orphaned by 2010, largely due to AIDS. And unquestionably, sub-Saharan 
Africa is the hardest hit. How should the US respond? 

A key answer is money, for prevention, education, 
care and treatment. All four, treatment included. The 
pandemic requires a massive scaling up of financial 
resources, and the US is well-positioned - despite 
economic difficulties and demands upon the federal 
budget - to ds far more &an it has done thus far. 

Fair enough, you 
might say. But declaring 

P?Y~ident BZd and what we actually want can 

congress need to be a challenge. We've had 
debates about how much is 

hear, loud& and needed to fight global 

clearly, that the US AIDS, what the US has 
J ' 

ought to budgetfor 
$2.5 billon in 
fiscalyear 2003, 
inchdin1 at least 
5 1.2 b%on for the 
Global Fund 

spent and plans to spend in 
the future, what is going for 
Africa when figures are 
usually global, and what is 
going for AIDS, when the 
Global Fund also includes 
tuberculosis and malaria. 
Should we count AIDS 
research as part of our 
global conmbution? 

Should we differentiate between treatment costs and other 
funding purposes? There are good grounds for confusion 
here, certainly not lessened by administration 
announcements of new American generosity when in fact - 
they are offering no new money. 

What is needed 

Africa advocates, including WOA, have concluded that 
$2.5 billion annually would be an appropriate amount for 
the US to contribute to fight global HIV/AIDS, with the 
understanding that Africa would receive a substantial 
portion. Several reports have informed this analysis. 

Early on, UNAIDS estimated that Sub-Saharan 
Africa alone needed $3 billion per year to confront AIDS, 
not including medications. In 2001, United Nations 
Secretary General Kofi Annan recommended a fund to 
fight global AIDS, and he called for $7-10 billion annually. 
A major analysis in Science Magagne in mid-2001 (B. 
Schwartlander, et. al., "Resources Needed for AIDS," June 21,2001) 

provided calculations showing a need of $9.2 billion 
annually by 2005. 

These figures were similar to those of the World 
Health Organization's (WHO) Commission for 
Macroeconomics and Health, chaired by Harvard 
economist Jeffrey Sachs (December 2001). This report alse 
included a health infrastructure investment, which would 
d e  peirible wider-reaching services in prevention, care 
and treatment for AIDS. Therefore, the WHO study 
showed the annual cost would reach $1 5.5 billton by 2007. 

Drawing upon this data, the AIDS and Health Care 
Working Group of the Advocacy Network for Africa (of 
which WOA is a part) determined that $10-1 5 billion 
annually is needed to fight global AIDS. Since US 
contributions usually account for some 25% of required 
and voluntary spending in the UN and other international 
programs, and taking the lower $10 billton needed annually 
from all sources, the US would properly contribute a 
minimum of $2.5 billion. This figure would include money 
to both the Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis and 
Malaria and our own bilateral programs, largely the Agency 
for International Development (US AID), but also 
international programs of such entities as the Centers for 
Disease Control (CDC) 

What the US does 

It is true that funding to confront the AIDS pandemic has 
been increasing. Only two years ago, US AID estimates 
that all donors and lending agencies, together with African 
QO-CPI~~ &anrehm, spent gnly $598 d e n .  e f  this, 
the US provided $168 million. This year the US total may 
exceed one billion globally, of which an estimated $292 
million goes to Africa as bilateral assistance. Next year 
(fiscal year 2003, which begins in October 2002), we may 
be talking about up to $1.3 billion globally, of which an 
estimated $341 million may go to Africa as bilateral 
assistance. 

But that's still only half-way there, in terms of what 
the US should properly contribute. Note the data on the 
next page. They are reliable figures, we thmk, but even so, 
some of the categories in the table are open to debate. To 
what extent is NIH AIDS research, for example, legitimate 
as aghbal contribution, even if its focus is on vaccine 
development "for international markets"? Or CDC 
research? Note, too, that only a portion of the Global 
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Fund goes to AIDS. And food aid, as valuable as it may 
be, is either surplus food commodities "to mitigate the 
effects of AIDS on communities overseas" (section 416@) 
on the table), or is "other economic assistance" primarily 
to the Soviet Union or Eastern Europe. 

Military funding deserves comment. The "foreign 
military financingy7 line in the table refers to prdposed 
support for a new Military Health Affairs program 
designed to complement the Pentagon's AIDS prevention 
education efforts with African militaries, which appears - - 
separately on the table. 

Then there's the Global Fund to Fight AIDS, 
Tuberculosis, and Malaria. . . . 

the US set aside $100 million for the yet-to-be-established 
Fund. In 2002, from various appropriations categories 
(don't look for it all, therefore, under the traditional 
development assistance line items), the US provided an 
additional $ 200 million. 

The US is setting a poor example with this paltry 
contribution, and unfortunately, other countries and 
private donors have been waiting for the US to take the 
lead. All donors, and over several years, have pledged only 
$1.6-1.9 bdlion to the Global Fund. Meanwhile, out of 
316 applications this spring, the Global Fund selected 58 
proposals for its first disbursement and committed around 
$1.6 billion. There wdl be a second round later in 2002. As 
ef August no funds have been distributed due to US 

US funding for international HN/AISprograms, 2002-2003 
adaptedfiom Congressronol Research Service, "HIVIAIDS Internotionol Programs, '"fed 8/20/02 

figures in millions of US dollars) 

Program 

Child survival/development 
assistance, excludine 

Centers for Disease Control I I I I 

portion of Global ~ & d  
Other economic assistance 
FoteiPn militarv iinancinn 

moo2 
PmjcEd 

Health, Intl Research I 188.0 1 222.0 1 - 1 222.0 (2) I Dept of Defense AIDS I I I 

395.0 
40.0 
0.0 

(CDC), Global AIDS 
CDC Intl Applied 
Prevention Research 
National Institutes of 

I prevention education with I I I I 

m 3  
Burh & 

African militaries 14.0 1 0.0 I 10.0 1 0.0 I Dept of Libor AIDS in the I I I I 

500.0 
40.0 
2.0 

143.8 

11.0 

m 3  
Haun 

Total 1 1,025.31 1,118.81 821.0(3)1 1,288.8 

FY203 
SeM/c 

536.0 (1) 

143.8 

11.0 

~drkplace Initiative 
4169C1,Fed Aid 

Global Fund 

(1) These figures are based upon actions of the Foreign Operations Subcommittee of 
the Appropriations Committee on September 5, not from CRS. 

(2) These amounts are not specifically cited in the Senate appropriations bills and 
reports, but the overall levels seem to be adequate to support the Bush 
administration request. 

(3) Note that we do not yet have all figures from the House side. 

500.0 
50.0 

2.0 (2) 

The Global Fund $500 d o n  on 

- 

8.5 
25.0 
200.0 

The Global Fund was established in response to Kofi 
Annan's call for additional money to fght global 
HIV/AIDS. In a supplemental appropriations bill in 2001, 

168.8 

11.0(2) 

insistence that the Fund first establish 
an independent monitoring system. 
Whatever, the Global Fund remains 

I woefully underfunded, and demand 
from viable effective proposals will far 
exceed funds ... as early as this fall. 

In a letter to Church World 
Service in July, Mitch E. Daniels, Jr., 
the Director of the Office of 
Management and Budget, indcated that 
the Bush administration "is prepared to 
increase funding to the Global Fund if 
appropriate burden sharing 
arrangements with other donors are 
agreed to, and if the Fund demonstrates 
it can successfully implement a hnding 
strategy and operation." But that is not 
a promise of adequate US funding. 

0.0 
0.0 

200.0 

Money now being requested 

Earlier this year the administration 
requested an emergency supplemental 
to the 2002 budget, most of the $27.1 
bfion to go towards the war on 
terrorism and homeland security. 
Several amendments, from both parties. 
sought substantial funds in the 
supplemental for the Global Fund and 
bilateral AIDS spending. Last minute 
administration opposition reduced the 
amount to $200 million. 

In June, Pres. Bush announced 
that the US would spend an additional 

;lobal AIDS, directed toward preventing 

25.0 
250.0 (I) 

mother-to-child transmission (MTCT). The 5200 million 
from the supplemental was to be part of that, with the 
remaining $300 million not to be appropriated until 2004. 

10.0 
25.0 
300.0 
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The conference version of the billion to combat HIV/AIDS, with overemphasize the significance of a 
supplemental divided the $200 million priority for Africa. It authorizes $560 substantial US contribution to 
between bilateral HN/AIDS activities million in both 2002 and 2003 confront the global AIDS pandemic. 
and the Global Fund, each to receive bilaterally, with $50 million formed- For the thirty million Africans living 
$100 million. But these funds were icines; and 5750 million for the Global with AIDS - a figure that could 
contingent on the President's desig- Fund, though only for one year. double in the next five years - a 
nating them as an emergency need, Instead of adopting HR 2069, the miserly response from the US, which 
and in August he declined to do so. Senate passed the US Leadership is capable of far more and, rightly or 

He did, however, propose against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis and wrongly, is the standard-setter for 
spending $4 billion over the next Malaria Act (S 2525) in July. other donor nations, literally threatens 
several years for health and economic Introduced by Sens. John Kerry and their lives. It threatens, too, the fabric 
development in Africa. Announced Bill Frist, it calls for $1 bdlion for the and well-being of entire countries. 
just before the "Earth Summit" in Global Fund in 2003 and $1.2 billion A further reason for our 
Johannesburg, it was widely seen as an in 2884, tegether with $8@O d o n  fer attenbien ta the numbers is that p n d  
effort to defuse announcements of US 
criticism of Pres. generosity - garnering 
Bush's decision not headlines in the press - 
to attend the summit. need to be analyzed 
There is, moreover, carefully. Some of the 
little to no "new" figures merely represent 

money in this pledge shifting funds around, 
of $4 billion - rather gving them new names, 

existing funds and and claiming new initiatives. 

budgets are being Some are not proposed for 

shifted around - and some years to come. Some 
a State Department include previous fundmg, 

spokesperson made to look like major 
indicated that there increases. We need to be 
would be no new able to say, clearly, this is 
money at all in this what the US is doing, and 
proposal for AIDS this is what it should be 
programs. bilateral assistance for AIDS in 2003 doing. Perhaps thts article 

Early in September, weeks after and $900 million in 2004, which is a contribution to that. 
rejecting the 2002 emergency together with other funds brings the A h a l  word: Yes, in raw figures, 
appropriation, Pres. Bush asked total close to our call for $2.5 bdlion. the US is a leader in contributing to 

Congress fst  some of it back, The next stage fer these twe efferts te cenfrent AIBS around the 

including $200 million for AIDS, in important bills is conference globe. But in terms of our wealth, in 

the form of a budget amendment for committee, and staff discussions terms of the global responsibilities we 

the fiscal year 2003 budget. seeking to reconcile the two versions like to claim we have assumed, and 

are underway at the time of writing. certainly in terms of the stunning 
Authorizing legislation Finally, by the end of September, tragedy AIDS represents in Africa, the 

These low appropriations figures are Sen. Richard Durbin is expected to US response is not acceptable. Not at 

in sharp contrast to authorizing offer an amendment to the foreign all. When Health and Human Services 

legislation before Congress. operations appropriations bill, Secretary Tommy Thompson said that 

The Global Access to increasing funds for global AIDS. $200 million for the Global Fund for 

HIV/AIDS Prevention, Awareness, WOA expects to have an action alert 2003 would be a "tremendously 

Education and Treatment Act (HR on it. Check our website. generous contribution," he was wrong. 
20691, introduced in the House by It's embarrassing. And we need to say 

Reps. Henry Hyde, Barbara Lee, Jim 'This article provide far more so, and help to make it right. 

Leach and Tom Lantos, passed last information about the numbers than 

December. It calls for a total of $1.3 You wanted know, but we cannot * 
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S ad to say (for us), Lynda 
Tidemann retired from her work 

with the Evangelical Lutheran 
Church of America this summer, and 
has thus left our Board. We wish her 
all happiness in her retirement. 

At our June Board meeting, 
Benjamin Musoke-Lubega, the 
new Partnership Officer for Aftica at 
the Episcopal Church, was our guest. 
We also anticipate Bongangalo 
Goba's involvement with us. He has 
recently been chosen as the Area 
Executive for the Wca Qftice of 
the &sdplcs/United Church of 
Christ, replacing Dan Hoffman, 
who has served in Africa advocacy 
and on our Board, including as Board 
president, for many years. We wish 
him Godspeed in his new endeavors. 

Maria Riley of the Center of 
Concern was WOA's special guest at 
our June Board meeting, leading a 
discussion on trade issues for justice 
advocacy with Africa. She facilitates 
the Inter-Faith Working Group on 
Trade and Investment and serves on 
the trade committee of the 
Ecumenical Advocacy Alliance. We 
were also joined by David Modiega 
of the Fellowship of Christian 
Councils of Churches in Southern 
Africa and the Botswana Council of 
Churches and Lee Holland of the 
United Church of Canada. 

* - 

In August WOA welcomed Lia 
Testa to our staff. A member of the 
Lutheran Volunteer Corps, she will 
be with us for a year. She graduated 
from George Washington University 
in anthropology and international 
affairs. She recently returned from 
Cameroon. 

Mutava Musyimi, General Secretary 
of the National Council of Churches 
of Kenya, provided a briefing on the 
NGO meetings on the New 
Partnership for Africa's 
Development (NEPAD) in Canada 

at our monthly Advocacy Network 
for Africa meetings in May. 

Friends of Sierra Leone, led by 
ADNA colleague and WOA 
supporter Billie Day, received the 
2001 Ruppe Award for Outstanding 
Community Service, given by the 
National Peace Corps Association. 

In our office Mathieu Bakima of 
Congo (Brazzaville) has helped us 
develop contacts with the African 
press and with Washington 
correspondents who write for the 
African press. A summer intern 
from Howard University Law School, 
Catrina Owino of Uganda, joined us 
to provide analysis of the 
implementation of the African trade 
bill, AGOA. We have also valued 
the services of Jael Oyoo from 
Kenya, who assisted with our 
Mil lend Campaign packets and 
completed transfer of our archives to 
Yale. 

In the spring our executive director, 
Leon Spencer, spoke at a Bread for 
the World conference on 
biotechnology, advocating for 
community rights embraced in the 
OAU model legislation for African 
small-holder farmers, and at the 
Foreign Service Institute, to some 50 
foreign service officers about to be 
posted to Africa, on issues and 
concerns among the advocacy 
community. He also met with 
seminarians in the National Capital 
Semester for Seminarians, hosted by 
the Churches' Center for Theology 
and Public Policy - led by WOA's 
former Board President, Barbara 
Green. And, given WOA's liberation 
struggle history, he welcomed the 
chance to take part in a discussion 
with Namibian parliamentarians - 
and meet a former WOA staffer, 
Achieng Akumu - hosted by the 
National Democratic Institute. 

Jon Chapman, our Board president, 
arranged for our executive director to 

attend the Presbyterian Church 
USA's General Assembly in June. 

Through the Phelps Stokes Fund, 
WOA hosted a June discussion in 
our offices with Ntomb'futhi 
Lorraine Zondo of the Institute for 
Multi-Party Democracy in South 
Africa, Elizabeth Dzokai Shongwe 
of a leadership NGO in Swaziland, 
Florence Kamili Kayiraba, a mayor 
from Rwanda, Halima Aliu Ben- 
Umar, Chairperson of the Nigerian 
Women Front, and Zahor 
Mohamed Haji, Secretary General 
of the Chama Cha Mapinduzi Youth 
Wing in Tanzania. 

Unsurprising news from the past: 
Stephen Weissman, former staff 
director of the House subcommittee 
on Africa, reports in the Washington 
Post that the US had "significant 
responsibility for" the death of 
Patrice Lumumba, the Congolese 
prime minister executed in 1960. 
Classified documents show that the 
key Congolese leaders who brought 
about Lumumba's downfall were part 
of a CIA covert program called 
"Project Wizard.'' The US also 
"authorized payments to then- 
President Joseph Kasavubu four 
days before he ousted Lumumba, 
furnished army strongman Mobutu 
with money and arms to fight pro- 
Lurnumba forces.. ., and barely three 
weeks after his death authorized new 
funds for the people who arranged 
Lumumba's murder." 

As Weissman wisely concludes: 
66 Our government's actions four 
decade ago in Congo also have 
special meaning after the tragedy of' 
Sept. 11. They warn that even as we 
justly defend our land and our people 
against terrorists, we must avoid the 
excessive fear and zeal that lead to 
destructive intervention betraying our 
most fundamental principles." 
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Save the dates! 

Aftr'ca Advocacv Davs 

An Educational and Advocacy Event for People of FmiLIth 
Committed to Working forJust U.S. PoLicies to ward Afn'ca 

You are invited to participate in an ecumenical gathering in Washington, DC, that begins Sunday evening, February 
23, and ends Wednesday afternoon, February 26. 

The Washmgton Office on Africa, the Africa Faith and Justice Network, and the Lutheran Stand with Africa Cam- 
paign are joining with Church World Service and Churches for Middle East piace in a gathering that offers two dis- 
tinct learning and advocacy tracks, one focused on Africa, the other on the Middle Eqst. 

Each track will provide challengmg speakers, issue briefings, and advocacy training workshops. There will be op- 
portunities to speak with your Senators and Representatives in the U.S. Congress, or their key foreign policy staff, 
regarding Africa. There d also be common times for fellowship and networking, a keynote address and Capitol 
Hill reception, and a special ecumenical service of worship for participants and the public. 

For registration and other information, 
*:+ go to our website, www.woaafrica.org and click on AJizca Advocay Event, or 
+:+ contact our WOA office at 2021547-7503 or at woa@j,c.ors, or 
*:* return this page to us at the address below, if necessary correcting your address, and check this box: 

o Yes, I want to register for the February Africa Advocacy Days. I understand that details, including venue 
and hotel information, will be forthcoming, and that there is a registration fee of $80. 
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