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In South Africa, the government of National Unity is threatened by those still to achieve power. In
February, 1995, Chief Mangosuttu Buthelezi marched his Inkatha Freedom party out of parliament
claiming that his honour had been betrayed. The ANC, he claimed, had failed to keep its promises to
consider seriously issues of regional government. The Chief wants special powers for his province,
Kwazulu-Natal, and his problem is that parliament is dominated by the ANC which favours a
centralised unitary state. Both sides have agreed on the modalities of an international mediation.

In the recent past, the Egyptian government continues to try to crush the armed groups fighting to
overthrow it and set up an Islamic state. The Muslim Brotherhood founded in 1928, was made illegal
40 years ago. Muslim brothers have entered parliament either as independents or under the aegis of

other opposition parties.

“In Uganda, ‘the rebels of the Lord’s Resistance Army have been fighting Museveni's National
Resistance Army. Kenyans demonstrated against the formation of FEM/FERA, guerrilla rebel force by
"Brigadier" Odongo, a Kenyan said to be based in Uganda. The list of such conflicts in Africa is long.
Certain crucial questions therefore must be posed: What is ethnicity? How and why has it inspired
ethnic conflicts within and across national boundaries? Can the current ethnic tension in Africa be
understood as being the function of the general movement towards political pluralism?

The answer to these questions constitute the core of our paper.

The Politics of Identity in Africa

Ethnicity is a function of the ethnic group but it presupposes the existence of more than one ethnic
group as it describes intergroup relations. It may be defined as an individual or group behaviours based
on ethnic groups differentiation, usually in a competitive situation. An ethnic group may be defined as
"primarily the political community... that inspires the belief in common identity. "

Another definition says that "an ethnic group consists of people who conceive of themselves as being of
a kind. They are united by emotional bonds and concerned with very fow exceptions, they speak the
* same language... and they have a common cultural heritage."

These definitions indicate that an ethnic group has both objective and subjective aspects. In objective
terms, an ethnic group has a common name, language, culture, political organisation and myth of

. common descent which foist a common destiny. However, these elements are necessary but not
sufficient to define an ethnic group because it is basically behaviour - oriented and dynamic rather than
static. Therefore, in subjective terms, an ethnic group exists when those who belong to it define
themselves as such in relating with "outsiders" who also recognise the group identity. This subjective
character of the ethnic group points to the importance of ethnic consciousness in defining it and
suggests that, to borrow the words of a class analysis, an ethnic group is one which has transformed
from being an ethnic group-in-itself to an ethnic group for-itself,* or from ethnic "awareness" to ethnic
"consciousness."

Generally, there are many schools of ethnogenists and for the sake of clarity we shall classify them into
two broad perspectives -- the involuntary and the instrumentalist.

The involuntary perspective sees ethnicity from "a sense of natural - affirmity than from social
interaction."® This means that ethnic identity is natural and the individual has no choice in the matter
because it is an unchanging legacy of one's birth. There are two arguments for the naturalness thesis.
The first is that ethnicity is the natural condition of a backward society which will, with increasing
‘modernisation, disappear through assimilation into a national culture, and be replaced by more
"rational” identities like class."’

The second argument takes us to a point of departure: the fact that modernisation often heightens rather
than lessens ethnic conflicts.® It sees ethnicity not as a mark of under-development, but as a natural no-
choice identity which is permanent to the individual.
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The involuntary/non-rational perspective assumes ethnicity to be a natural or given phenomenon and,

 therefore, an independent variable. It fails to recognise its dynamism or to explain why it is importaut in
some situations and not in others. Secondly, it underplays the political and socio-economic milieu of
ethnicity. Thirdly, the approach stresses that ethnicity is a permanent form of moral obligation to one's
fellow ethnics but overlooks the fact that many individuals have relatively weak and diffused loyalty
that imposes no particular obligation to help one's kin.

However, the involuntary perspective of ethnicity remains a useful perspective for a student of social
change in Africa, especially because ethnicity is seen as an adaptive mechanism in the alienating milieu
which attends the process of social change.

The voluntary perspective states that ethnicity is an independent variable whose salience is attributable
to the conscious efforts of individuals, classes and groups who mobilise ethnic symbols and support to
further their competition with others for scarce resources. There are two major schools of though in this
perspective, namely, the scarce resource school and the marxian school. In both schools, there is
agreement that ethnicity is instigated by competition for scarce resources which involves individuals
and groups who are subject to structural inequalities and perceive economic gain as the regard for
political mobilisation along ethnic lines. The major shortcoming of the marxist approach is that it
locates ethnicity only within bourgeoisie, thereby suggesting that the masses are non-rational actors
who cannot use the ethnic resource. It is important to note that the ethnic resource can be employed by
any actor no matter his class, depending on his perception of a situation.

The two perspectives which we have examined are not exclusive. "Ethnic tension or conflict which is
purely ideal or purely material constitutes a minority of all cases. All ethnic societies are characterised
by a combination of instrumental and effective bonds." Indeed, if there is no ethnic "diacritic," ethnicity
cannot be an instrumental force!

Students of contemporary ethnicity in Africa trace its roots to colonialism. I want to agree with this fact
because, modernisation process which attended colonialism transformed the rural man into the modern -
town "ethnic man." The creation of infrastructure for ethnicity through the creation of new and mostly
artificial political structures lumped together diverse people, through urbanisation, improved
communication facilities new living-place and acquaintances, through western education, the
monetisation and integration of the economy, combined to instigate unequal competition for scarce
resources. The modernising influences penetrated groups in unequal degrees, new men of power
developed from the colonial system and led the ethnicising process. It is important to note that our
knowledge of contemporary ethnicity goes beyond the colonial situation perspective. Etiology of
ethnicity can be explained by the continuities in ethnic relations in the pre-colonial, colonial and post-
colonial periods.

On the whole, colonialism produced enduring social formations which can be identified as follows: first,
the transformed indigenous social formations filled with new meanings and symbols. Second, there are
the migrant social formations, which were imported wholesale from the colonial centre, and consisted
mainly of the state machinery and modern institutions such as universities, colleges, sugar mills, etc.
The problems that manifest themselves in ethnicity have their origins in the moral vacuum within the
very migrant structures. Third, the emergent social formulations which were neither indigenous nor
foreign but evolved from colonialism - urbanisation in terms of modemn cities, ethnic groups and
ethnicity.

One would agree with Eke who states that colonialism destroyed tribes which were incompatible with
the new widened integrated existence in colonialism but created ‘tribalism' based on the ethnic
groupings.® The character of present day ethnic groups and ethnicity are therefore analysed within the
new political structures created under colonial rule.

However, the above analysis cammot tell us all about the etiology of ethnicity in relation to. colonialism.
Colonial policies affected Africans differently, their responses were also different, especially in the

post-colonial period.
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What has intensified ethnic conflicts in a post-colonial Africa? Is it bad governance of multi-ethnic
states? Is it the borrowed nation-state imposed and inherited by the Africans?

Our survey indicates that countries with a large number of ethnic groups of small and relatively equal
sizes, are not very troublesome: Tanzania as an example. On the contrary, ethnic conflict is intense in
countries with few groups, of unequal sizes struggling for control of resources. Rwanda and Burundi
provide excellent examples. Ethnicity is most intense in countries where the groups are many, and are
of unequal sizes, and where regional, religious, ethnic and class forces make it possible for the large
groups to dominate the country.

The second factor which in most cases heightens ethnic conflict is the unequal access to and control
_over, resources among the groups. This factor has enabled minority groups to control political power
because of their control over economic resources (the Ambharis in Ethiopia, the Bamileke in Cameroon,
the Tutsis in Rwanda and Burundi, the Boers in South Africa). Control over resources therefore plays a
crucial role in inter-group conflicts. In Kenya, those (ethnic groups) who came to power in a post-

of the Kalenjin group, Kisii and Kikuyu invaded what is today perceived indigenous Maasai lands. The
Nandis, Luhyias and Kikayu from early 1970s migrated towards Trans-Nzoia and West Pokot areas
aggressing the Pokots and Saboats.

the role of elites. In countries where a large indigenous bourgeoisie exists, it is difficult for them to
agree on the rulers of the game. The indigenous bourgeoisie intensifies the competition for resources
amongst its members by providing the necessary impulse for ethnicity. The conflict brings down the
level of the elites to that of non-elité as they rally support from their various ethnic groups.'' This
behaviour has taken a deeper dimension in a multi-party era of the 1990s. The ethnic group has

government and international aid to their indigenous homeland(s).
The post-colonial period therefore meant change of state officials rather than state apparatus and has

reins of state power - Nigeria, Congo, Angola, Cameroon provide the many examples all over Africa.

Each time a high office goes to someone in the community his or her tribesmen
jubilate openly, culminating finally in a delegation to the Head of State to thank
him for the appointment of their son or daughter to the high office. All top statal as
well as parastatals are treated on this way.”

The individual is seen as an embodiment of the ethnic groups consequently his fortunes strongly
identified with the fortunes of the various ethnic groups.

However, South Africa is a particular interesting case. Ethnicity has crystallisea' in the centralised
nationalism of the African National Congress (ANC) and the ethnic nationalism of the conservative
party. In contrast with an earlier period where it was possible to understand oneself both as a Zulu
proud of one’s cultural background and as an ANC nationalist mobilising for a South Africa liberated
\from apartheid, the 1990’s has brought a confrontation between centralised and ethnic nationalism. The
‘combination of an Inkatha offensive challenging the hegemony of organisations supporting ANC in
e\fn'can politics, has led to the emergence of long internal disputes currently awaiting international
iation,
\mning such issues, ‘preparing for freedom,” an ANC discussion paper prepared by Albie Sach’s in
19, is more articulate and provocative:

independent Kenya used the state-power to acquire wealth - businesses, land, education. The ethnic -
conflicts in Kenya are therefore all rotating around land and other resources related issues. The Kipsigis

The last factor which determines the dimensions of ethnicity is the level of development of class forces - -

assumed the role of an alternative state, competing for an individual or individual’s loyalty. In response,
as T had stated earlier, the ethnic groups in power fill positions, practice nepotism or direct most

continued to retain its “alienated” character, with its emphasis on law, order and violence.'” The state as _
manifested in Africa in particular, is at the centre of the extraction and distribution of resources which:
has generated major interests to all ethnic groups. Ethnic politics therefore is all about capturing the:

N
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... We exercise true leadership in being non-hegemonic, by selflessly trying to
create the widest unity of the oppressed and to encourage all forces for change, by
showing the people that they are fighting not to impose a view upon them but to
give them the right to choose the kind of society they want and the kind of |
government they want.!4 1

Albie Sachs paper does appear to draw up an agenda for a new and different political culture. It "
suggests ‘unhardening” of ethnicity that would allow it to act as a focus for organisation and for L
political parties according to alternative criteria of social identity. i

It is true that most African states are still under the first generation leadership, that is, the leadership of
the same persons who led these countries during the struggle for independence into freedom. The
momentum that brought them to power is still strong. Their record of struggle and sacrifice is still
fresh in the minds of the people who continued to have the same faith and confidence in them as they.
did when they called them to unite against colonial rule. Tanzania’s Mwalimu Nyerere was a crucial
factor in Mwinyi’s succession and the September, 1995 multi-party elections.

In Kenya a new opening came with the repeal of section 2A of the constitution and the introduction of
multi-partyism late 1991. After a whole year, the old game set in as both Kenya African National
Union (KANU) and major opposition parties engaged in mutual destruction. Kenya’s political
pluralism suffered from the zoning of the country into ethnic-based parties.

Such political arrangement was more complicated by the winner-takes-all prescriptions of Africas
political pluralism. What led to all these ethnic animosity? State power to many guarantees allocation
of wealth, jobs, security and domination over others (ethnic groups). African political pluralism is
therefore characterised by ethnic coalitions. The rule by numbers sets in. The transfer of leadership
through majority rule vote therefore has inherited a framework that is so dependent on ethnic

personalities. :

The influence of Africa’s political leaders and the respect they enjoy as a result of their past
contribution should be used to introduce procedures that would enable peaceful co-existence of ethnic
groups. As we have specified elsewhere in the paper ethnic identity is unique by virtue of its fullness
and unity that it gives diversity of partial identities.

‘When Sierra Leone was formally granted its political independence by Great Britain, on 27th April,
1961, after decades of acrimonious bickering between Creole and protectorate elites the Mende (largest)
and Temne (second largest) found themselves locked in a bitter struggle for state power, although they
had shared a common resentment of Creole political dominance.

This dramatic redefinition of allies is what Horowitz described as “the discontinuation of a sin” (in this
case Creole domination) is always the commencement of a struggle.”

The current upsurge of ethnic or nationalistic consciousness all over the world seems to demonstrate the
fact that such consciousness has resisted dissolution or assimilation by other stronger group tendencies

like class, religion, etc.

The post-independent Africa has seen the creation and inferiorisation of ‘other’ ethnic groups. Ethnic
differences are widened and exploited in order to maintain and further group positions of power.

Following the events in Eastern Europe in 1989 which saw the collapse of communism, socialists states
were left to settle their differences alone and the pro-westemn states were no longer necessary in the east-
west rivalry. What happened in Africa? The centrality of ethnicity in political mobilisation gathered
momentum, resulting in bitter ethnic and political differences due to lack of cohesion. The sectional
character of party politics, the often volatile disagreements along ethnic lines over the allocation of
national resources and top government positions heightened ethnic conflicts, sometimes leading to civil
wars. This is a clear manifestation of the dysfunctionality of ethnicity. It does not allow the general
movement of multipartism in Africa. The other dilemma faced by political pluralism in most African
countries is the democratic dispensation where numbers necessarily will decide where the constitution

does not guarantee the sharing of power, thus denying minority group(s) democratic representation.

p
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At this point let us address the question: Does ethnicity have a positive and functional dimensions in
society? At the state level, ethnicity is said to be dysfunctional, but at the level of the individual and the
group, ethnicity is an effective resource in the competition with others for limited resources, and it is
therefore functional rather than dysfunctional. The group fimctional has the potential for translating
ethnicity into a positive force. It is well known that one of the critical problems the post-colonial state
has faced in Africa, is its inability to meet the expectations of the people. Recently, organised ethnic
groups or clans have managed to solve post-war problems in Ethiopia and brought war in Somalia to
manageable levels.

Conclusion

‘What next for ethnicity and political pluralism in Africa?

Lessons drawn from recent international events from former Yugoslavia to former Soviet Union,
Canada to Britain, Ghana to South Africa, indicate that ethnicity has subverted political pluralism
because political parties have become ethnic parties. There is therefore need to evolve structures which
would combine majority rule with minority rights in political pluralism. Part of the solution is to
eradicate bad governance, and the marginalisation of certain communities. For Africa, radical
constitution reform process which would take into account peoples wishes, beliefs, ancestral land
rights, all options of governance available - confederation, federalism, clan systems, so as to produce a
broad constitution of national unity, should be attempted. More research into the positive aspects of
ethnicity in Africa should also be undertaken.
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INTRODUCTION

By
Professor Bethwell A. Ogot
Chairman of the Seminar

Whereas the international system is made up of about 180 nation-states, it is estimated that there are
about 8,000 ethnic groups. Most countries are in fact polyethnic nations (or, in some cases,
multinational states). The processes of social development and modernisation are based on the
assumption that ethnic and cultural differences within nation-states will tend to disappear, and the
broad literature on economic and social development has therefore paid relatively little attention to the
ethnic question. It is assumed that social cleavages and mobilisation focus around functional groups
(social classes, occupational categories, urban-rural settings, political parties, and interest groups), and
policies are devised for the solution of. eminently “developmental” problems, such as capital
accumulation, savings, investments, rates of growth, employment wages, etc.

However, it is becoming increasingly recognised that many of the developmental “failures” of recent
years cannot be traced merely to technical, financial, or economic shortcomings but must also be linked
to the cultural and ethnic complexities involved in “nation-building”. A number of countries have
attempted to deal with these problems, others have ignored or neglected them. Yet all over the world in
recent years, there has been a resurgence of ethnic and cultural demands by minority peoples who do
not control the power of the State, and we are witnessing the increasing militancy of social movements
that wield such demands. Indeed, many of the major political (including violent) conflicts that the world
has witnessed in recent years have a clear-cut ethnic dimension.

In- Sri Lanka, there is the conflict between the Tamil minority and the Singhalese majority that has
claimed many lives. In India, we have the conflict between the Sikh minority and the Indian State which
has led to violence, terrorism and murder - including murder of Prime Minister Indira Gandhi. There is
also the problem of Kashmir. In Africa we have witnessed a bloody civil war in Nigeria, massacres and
persecution of one ethnic group by another in Rwanda and Burundi. In the Arab world and Western
Asia, religious and ethnic minorities such as the Druse, the Copts, the Baluchi, and the Berbers, attempt
accommodation with the dominant culture; while others such as the Kurds, the Saharanis, and the
Palestinians, seek self-determination. In Western Europe, recent years have witnessed a renewed
militancy by territorial and national minorities in States that considered such problems as having been
solved long ago. The Bretons and Corsicans in France; the Scottish and Welsh in Britain; the Flemish
and Walloons in Belgium; the Basques and Catalans in Spain.

In the United States, ethnicity as a major focus for political action has come into the foreground,
particularly since the sixties, in what used to be optimistically termed a “melting-pot”. Ethnic voting is
now one of the principle aspects of the American political system, at both the local and the national
levels. In Canada, similar linguistic and ethnic demands by francophone population and the indigenous
Canadians have become controversial political issues in recent years, leading to constitutional changes.
In China, despite numerous legal and institutional safeguards, many minority nationalities feel the
cultural and political dominance of the Hans majority and the national sentiment in Tibet has been

ruthlessly suppressed.

In Latin America, indigenous populations, discriminated against for centuries, are the object of
assimilationist State policies. Recent Indian ethnic movements in this region have posed new. cultural
and political demands and “indigenist” policies are being revised in many countries of the area. Also, in
other parts of the world such as Australia and some Asian countries, so-called “tribal” peoples that may
be considered as indigenous have suffered from economic development strategies that affect. their
habitat and ways of life. The international community has begun to take notice of the plight of these
people, and new strategies are being devised to cope with the problem.

&
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From the Australian Aborigines to the Welsh, from the Berbers to the Tamils, from the Kurds to the
Southern Sudanese, ethnic groups around the world are mobilising and engaging in political action,
sometimes in violent conflict and confrontation, to establish their identities, to defend their rights or
privileges, to present their grievances, and ensure their survival. In all likelihood the ethnic question will
not only continue but also increase in importance in the coming years. Hence, the reason for our
seminar,

Ethnic mobilisation directly defies the fundamental concepts on which the modern nation-state has been
built and therefore presents a formidable challenge to policy makers and “nation-building.” Not all
States in the world have faced this question directly in their constitutions and legislations. This is
particularly the case in Africa.

Ethnic mobilisation may have multiple causes. In part it is a response to the problems, maladjustments,
and tensions engendered by the process of economic development. In fact, unequal development is
linked to the structure of internal colonialism in which subordinate ethnic groups, often regionally
localised, bear the social costs of capital accumulation and unequal exchange and are impelled to react
or resist in regionalist, nationalist, or ethnic terms. The ethnocratic State provides ideological and legal
cover to such processes that, under the guise of nation-building, frequently result in ethnocide. The
victims often engage in the search for alternative development models, one of which is ethno-
development.

Ethnic conflicts are frequently the expression of underlying social and political conflicts between
classes, population segments, or interest groups within the wider society. The politicisation of ethnicity
is simply one form of politics, but it is a form that tends to increase cleavages within a society and to
harden divisions and barriers through the use of symbols and myths that openly question the ideological
bases of the nation-state. In the political struggles of our times, the cross-cutting of cleavages of
ethnicity and social class frequently complicate the terms of social conflict and make institutional
responses more difficult. The ease with which ethnic myths and symbols become powerful political
instruments testifies to the strength and resilience of ethnic identities as a fundamental expression of
human solidarity and societal integration. The social and economic policies of States can ignore these
forces only at their own peril.

But the ethnic question poses a challenge not only to statesmen and policy-makers but also to the social
sciences. They have not yet been able to integrate it meaningfully into their analytical frameworks. One
reason for this is that the paradigms of modem social theory have not included the ethnic factor as
relevant to the questions they have asked of reality. Economists treat ethnicity as a non-economic factor
although some economists have, for example, linked the Jews to the development of capitalism in
Europe, even speaking of the Jews as an “cconomic class”. Sikhs and Parsis have played a similar role
in India and so have Asians in East Africa and the Chinese in South-East Asia. But despite such
references to ethnic factors in economic development, it is a fact that most economic theory (and
particularly development theory) does not integrate such factors as relevant to its purpose.

A similar situation prevails regarding political science. Liberal political theory is based essentially on
the relation between the individual and the polity. Liberty, equality, fraternity; one man, one vote; these
are the watchwords (and catchwords) of the modern liberal democratic political systems. Contemporary
political science, to be sure, does not ignore groups. On the contrary, it has developed important
theories concerning political parties, interest articulation, coalition behaviour, political culture, and so
forth. But these are more related to functional aggregates such as occupational groups, consumers, or
class-based parties than to ethnic, racial, or religious communities. In some countries, political parties
based on ethnic or religious criteria are not legally recognised. Within the functionalist - structuralist
viewpoint of development, there is little place for the role of ethnic groups. They are dismissed as
primordial, traditional, obstacles to modernisation. &

True, the “ethnic question” which includes issues such as “ethnic identity,” “inter-ethnic relations”,

“ethnic conflicts” has been the object of much theorising in the social sciences over the last few
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decades. Despite all this literature, however, there is little consensus among social scientists regarding
the nature and characteristics of the problem and its relation to other problems of the social sciences.

Given the number and variety of ethnic conflicts around the world, development strategies can ignore
them only at their own peril. The prospects for peace and war, the maintenance of national unity, and
the enjoyment of fundamental human rights in many parts of the world depend on the adequate solution
to ethnic tensions. To ignore the problem is to neglect an important aspect of contemporary reality; to
stress this issue at the expense of other problems is to see only one side of a complex problematique.
The task for social scientists, development planners, and nation-builders is to understand the dynamics
of ethnicity in relation to other social forces and to forge futures in which the basic human rights and
the right to self-determination of ethnic collectivities may be safeguarded within the framework of
national and international society. The organisers of the seminar hoped that it will help us to understand
the dynamics of ethnicity in relation to other social forces.

At the same time, the calls for democracy and citizenship that are today heard from virtually every
comer of the globe, indicate that these values have now become universal, on the other hand, this
‘democratic citizenship’ must assume specific forms to the diversity of histories and cultures. Just as
scientists and environmentalists have come to understand the necessity of protecting the ecosystem’s
genetic diversity, we as political beings must try to prevent a loss to humanity of its rich cultural and
ethnic diversity. We have therefore to accept the vast diversity of conditions, circumstances and
communities within which democracy will develop. Hence, we have to learn to manage the complexity
that is the very substance of democracy, to lay the ethical foundations and to discover the practical
modalities of reconciliation between universal values and cultural specificities.

The theme chosen by the seminar organisers of Ethnicity, Nationalism and Democracy in Africa is of
crucial importance for the future of the continent. Forty five participants, comprising academicians,
media specialists and politicians, drawn from the Bast African region, met for a three-day seminar at
Kericho, Kenya, from May 28-31, 1995. The papers included in this volume are selections from the
forty contributions that were made at the seminar. It is our hope that this volume will make an
important contribution to the current debate on governance in Africa.

Finally, although the Seminar was sponsored by UNESCO, the views expressed in the various papers
are not those of the Organisation. We would, however, wish to express our sincere thanks to UNESCO
for its generous sponsorship, and in particular to Ms. Carrie Marias, Sub-Regional Advisor for Social
and Human Sciences in Southern Africa, for her unselfish support of the efforts of the Institute of
Research and Postgraduate Studies, Maseno University College, in organising the regional seminar.
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Chapter 14 J

ETHNICITY AND POLITICAL PLURALISM IN AFRICA E
|

Paul K. Kurgat il
Lecturer, History Department ik
Moi University-Eldoret u

Introduction v -
A survey of political development across the multi-ethnic nations of Africa in the recent past reveals an j
emerging and disturbing political trend towards ethnic conscientisation and a resurgence of ethnic
nationalism. Nations with diverse ethnic communities or even clans, have witnessed political
restlessness among their nationals who unrelentingly demand for either secession or federalism. In some |
nations, for example Rwanda, Liberia, Somali, Burundi, etc., it has boiled down to increased ethnic
animosities and armed conflicts between ethnically motivated separatists guerrillas and state soldiers or
even opposing guerrilla groups.

The soviets - Gorbachev's perestroika, glasnost and demarcation of the late 1980s and early 1990s
caused the break away of the former Soviet Union, destabilised eastern European and African political

systems.

The Rwandan and Somalis ethnic conflicts can only be described as the worst politically motivated
blood Iust cases in recent history. The defenseless and armless people are killed en-masse, thousand |
others are seriously wounded and left for dead. Survivors are maimed for life. The frustrated,
demoralised and traumatised humanity flee their homelands, trekking for unknown distances to seck 1
refuge in the neighbouring countries often characterised by ethnic tensions. l

Already, there is a racial and internecine armed conflict in Sudan where the SPLA soldiers in the south
have fought for almost two decades in the bust first for equal representation in the government and I
lately to secede from the Arabised and Islamised north. Armed conflicts between guerrillas and state i |
soldiers have been witnessed in the horn of Africa, where the American marines escorted the last
remaining United Nations peace keeping force early March, 1995. The Somali warlords are still
wreaking havoc in the impoverished country. Faction leader General Mohammed Farah Aideed was
quoted as saying:

1 am pleased that all foreign forces have left and that we can rule our country. We
can do the job for ourselves... What we needed was only humanitarian assistance,
not military intervention and destruction of life and property.* | .

The UNITA and RENAMO rebels in Angola and Mozambique respectively have been fighting their
governments for almost two decades. The Eritrean guerrillas fought a bitter bush war for thirty years

before finally proclaiming independence, that was recognised by the world community. Polisariao

. guerrillas terrorised the north-west African region between the Spanish Sahara and Morrocco in the
1970s. The civil war in Nigeria, 1967-1970 was fought to suppress the 160 fighters who had ‘
unilaterally proelaimed independence of Biafra state. In the 1960's the Katanga region, in the present
day-Zaire, witnessed sessionist tendency.

Tn Mali, one of the artificially created countries that straddle this natural boundary, the conflict between
the light-skinned nomadic desert dwellers - The Tuareg - and the settled ("sedentary") black majority
that dominates the state. Problems began in the 1990s when the Tuareg rebelled, demanding increased
development aid for their neglected northern region. The revolt revealed deep-rooted resentments I
between the sedentary and nomadic peoples and has developed into a racial contest with divisions as
profound as any in Affica or elsewhere.





