 National Security is the ability of a nation to pursue successfully its national interests, as it sees them, any place in the World – PENELOPE HARTLAND THUNBERG
USA and CHINA are two big players in Africa. China is doing it better than USA. US behave in an ignorant way and looses at the end of the day, China is the opposite. If Africa is united it is good for Africa and the World. MUMMAR GADAFFI on BBC World Service 20 May 2007.
US AFRICA COMMAND – GETTING RID OF TERRORIST OR OILING AMERICA’S WHEELS?
INTRODUCTION

There is no doubt that the US foreign policy is in line with Ms. Hartland – Thunberg’s statement quoted above. This is not new since, USA is acclaimed to be a superpower since the end of the Second World War which saw the beginning of the Cold War.

At the end of the Cold War especially after the Union of Soviet Republics disintegrated into independent states, USA became the World Gendarme and a model of political cum economic ideology called Democracy cum neo-Liberal economic system known as Free trade cum Market with no barriers. These two phenomena will create global prosperity. The reality is the opposite especially for Africa. Even for other continents, studies have confirmed that gaps between the rich and the poor are widening daily and no economist is yet to find an answer.
On the other hand, the recent disagreements between USA and Russia over US anti-missile defense system to be sited in Eastern Europe have made observers to see the beginning of a new cold war. However, as Mariano Aguirre wrote in an article entitled “A new Cold War or Dangerous Multiplicity?  “ There are signs of a return to a Cold War between Washington and Moscow. This is not however, an ideological confrontation but rather one between a number of global and regional powers in which, ironically, the USA and Russia, though strong, are not the most powerful players.”
Therefore, if there are other powerful players and USA “loose at the end “according to Gaddafi, then the USA must defend its national interests in any place in the World. In defending these interests and playing the world’s gendarme, it has created or supported individuals, groups and states that have been used to advance these interests. Unfortunately, these same individuals and groups have been let down by USA or abandoned when they are no longer useful or needed. Some have then turned around to hurt USA interests within and outside the USA.
Therefore, it may not be surprising that Osman Bin Ladin, chasing out the Russians from Afghanistan was also responsible for planning the 9/11 horrifying and unprecedented attacks in USA. These attacks exposed the limits of intelligence, early warning technology, state power and the extent of a State’s vulnerability in that there is no perfect security.  In addition, not all citizens of a state like the state and therefore may want to hurt the state.
Prior to 11 September 2001, the so-called “failed/collapsed states command UN Security Council attention because justification was needed to send in UN Peacekeepers. The justification was the overused statement of “threats to International Security” especially if it has to do with regional instability or “complex emergencies”.  Collapsed states especially those with disintegrating and destabilized societies with civil conflicts trying to cope with internally displaced people and refugees were not initially considered a direct security threat to countries outside their neighbours but were rather catalysts, haven and incubators of other threats. Somalia was a good example of a collapsed State which had not only an impact on Kenya’s and its neighbor’s security but also provided a safe haven for criminal activities. Therefore, Africa at the end of the 80s and most of the 90s was not the top priority of the USA according to Steven Metz in “Refining American Strategy in Africa.” “He brought to readers’’ notice the 1995 Report of the US Defence Department which noted that ‘’America Security Interests are very limited”. The 1998 US National Security Strategy “lists Africa last among the world’s regions”. At the same time, Dr. Metz considered the African Security environment as “may be the most Complex on earth, with a sometime bewildering array of actors, shifting affiliations and unique characteristics”. Africa to me is like Asia, Latin America and the Caribbean not to talk of external interests, intentions and actions that contribute to this complexity. In fact African Presidents do care about their relationships with the Presidents of USA, France, Germany and Prime Minister  of UK than with their own people at home. Therefore, it is not uncommon to find that African politicians suffer from Acute Integrity Deficiency Syndrome (AIDDS) while putting their countries in a situation of Acute International Donor Dependency Syndrome (AIDS). The end result is foreign credible image but weak credibility and position at home. I can not but agree with Dr. Metz who wrote that “African personalities and friendships as well as non-state factors, actors and considerations are as important as national interests where a change of leadership do affect foreign and donor policies including security strategies”. He confirmed the AIDDS syndrome in stating that “Because America’s ascendant political, economic, cultural and military position, many Africans believe that the road to stability and prosperity runs through Washington”. I may add London, Paris, Berlin and to lesser extent Tokyo while there is strong movement towards Beijing and New Delhi. He also observed the influence of the growing numbers of Africans in the Western Countries and the increasing influence of African-Americans on Africa. He then called for an American Security Strategy that attempts to gain maximum benefit from a limited expenditure of political, military and economic resources.
If that was the US position up to mid 90s prior to 9/11, when did the change start? The change could be linked to the aftermath of the tragic US intervention in Somalia in the 90s. Its aftermath saw a change of US policy on intervention by minimizing the deployment of US troops for peace support operations in Africa. In line with that policy, the Clinton regime relationship with Africa was based on enhancing Security, promoting democracy and promoting liberal economy.  The regime also identified the threats facing Africa as below:
a. Transnational threats dealing with state-sponsored terrorism, all forms of trafficking, environment and diseases

b. Activities of Regional States like Libya and Sudan then for State sponsored terrorism

c. Internal political instability in many African countries

d. The rare inter-state wars over borders e.g. Eritrea vs. Ethiopia or Nigeria vs. Cameroon.

As part of the response to and especially in enhancing Africa’s peacekeeping capacity, the US introduced the African Crises Response Initiative (ACRI) which met with cool reception from most African countries including Nigeria and South Africa. In line with the policy of minimum deployment of their troops in Africa, Great Britain had military Advisory and Training Teams (BMATT) in most of their former colonies while France had Reinforcement des Capacities Africains de maintien de la paix (RECAMP). While ACRI has wound up, Great Britain and France still continue through Peace Training Centres in Accra, Koulikoro and others all over Africa. They and other European countries like Germany and Scandinavian countries have also provided funds and even manpower. In addition, the Clinton Administration also created the African Centre for Strategic Studies (ACSS). The goal is for (ACSS) to be a source of academic, yet practical instruction in promoting the skills necessary to make effective national security decisions in democratic governments, and engage African leaders in a substantive dialogue about defense policy planning in democracies.  Today, the ACSS is in the USA and not in Africa, unlike similar institutions in other continents. If Africa has unique characteristics then ACSS is a continuing type of Acute Intellectual Dependency Syndrome (AIDS). Africans are better off looking at the South African security planning model and adapting it to fit own situation. In short, the African Centre for Strategic Studies (ACSS) should be in Africa and owned by the AU.
Apart from ACRI and ACSS, USA has security, political and economic institutional activities going on in Africa forever and this include military training, joint exercises and all forms and types of security assistance programme including Humanitarian. In addition, the use of Private Military and Security Companies is increasing and it is for both logistics and for training.
Having looked at the Institutions, actions and activity, the writer can say that USA always has  its strategic interests in Africa especially in dealing with State-sponsored terrorism as exhibited by Libya and Sudan who consider themselves Arabs, Muslims and Africans. It is, the Clinton Administration laid the foundation for increasing US Strategic interests prior to the 9/11 tragic event.

It is also important to note that US has always had military command structure for Africa but not unique to Africa which was split into three US Commands i.e. US European Command (EUCOM), US Central Command (CENTCOM) and US Pacific Command with the EUCOM in charge of 35 African Countries. The rest of the countries are shared by the other commands including the US Atlantic Command for Cape Verde and Sao Tome.
On all fronts, the US endeavours have had mixed results. In a recent poll worldwide, USA had more friends in Africa than any other Continent. On the other hand, countries in friendly situation with the US have suffered, that was the case with Kenya and Tanzania who lost lives on attacks on US Embassies and Israeli tourists respectively. Other writers and speakers have dealt with these tragic incidents in details. The attack on the embassies happened before 9/11 in countries that were not considered to be on frontline as Asia and European Countries are supposed to be the frontline targets. It is obvious, however, that these attacks are not directed against Africans but against US institutions and interests wherever they are vulnerable any where in Africa.
GETTING RID OF TERRORISTS FROM AFRICA

In exploring this subject further, the questions we need to ask 

1. Are there terrorists “or/and insurgents” in Africa?

2. Where are they?

3. Why are they there?

4. What do we do about them within the concept of African solutions to African problems and how?

5. What help do we need from outside and how?

The answers to all these questions will be given by other speakers during this colloquium. However, I will attempt to bring my own perspective to the whole subject but with emphasis on the increased USA strategic interests in Africa.

Let me start by saying that unlike many analysts and observers, I differentiate between insurgents and terrorists. I also want to say that there are no liberation movements or freedom fighters in Africa anymore, rather there are those who are fighting for the rightful share in governance or political power structure or /and directly seeking ownership and control over resources located on and below their land. These insurgents or minority rights or resource rights fighters have no links with any terrorism organizations as in the case of Cassamance in Senegal or the Niger-Delta in Nigeria.

According to most analysts insurgency is a political movement with a specific goal in challenging the political and socio-economic status quo. Insurgencies obliged that the activities have the direct and indirect support of at least a part of the population. They also agree that the methods insurgents use include guerrilla warfare (rural and urban) and terror tactics. Therefore, we have insurgents who are not freedom fighters but rebels, Revolutionaries and Extremists who use terror tactics.
Terrorism was coined by French Revolutionary Government of the 1790s on instituting systematic state terror against the population of France. In addition, Roland Henwood’s of the University of Pretoria in his paper entitled ”Overview of Origins, Manifestation and Nature of Terrorism in Africa” that terrorism can be traced to the 1st century and went to mention the Manual on “Revolutionary Catechism” written by Serge Nechacv in 1869.

He divided the historical evolution of terrorism into 4 cycles each lasting between 35-40 years. According to him, we have passed the age of state sponsored terrorism i.e. hijackings etc and now we have Religion as a factor not politics.

Steven Simon and Daniel Benjamin in an article entitled “The Terror” in IISS Survival Vol. 43 no 4 Winter 2001/2pp do agree that the new age of terrorism started in 1993 with the attempt to destroy the World Trade Center in New York City. They also claimed that this “New phenomenon differs from the more familiar politically motivated terrorism in that Al-Qaeda and religious motivated terrorism, in general has no discrete set of negotiable political demands in the sense that analysts normally understand the term – is presented”

They continued, “Instead the terrorists announce their goals as a complete reshaping of global political and military realities” To these authors, the absence of a plausible political agenda is related to the absence of constraint on violence.

On the other hand, I agree more with Ariel Merari in an article entitled “Terrorism as a Strategy of Insurgency and Political Violence” in Vol. 4 Nov. Winter 1993, who wrote that “trying to present the terms terrorists and freedom fighter as mutually exclusive in general is a logical fallacy”. To him terrorism characterizes a method of struggle and second (insurgency) a cause.

This in line with the words of Simon and Benjamin in saying that “political concerns will therefore likely to continue to be transformed into religious impulses in a way that renders them sacred and non-negotiable.”
It is this political concerns transformed into religious impulses that are spreading to other parts of the world where there are Muslim population especially those who feel either rightly or wrongly marginalized on the political and the socio-economic fronts especially in Africa. The fundamental African Muslims not only believe in the Islamic World but also believe in the Sharia just like Born-again Christians believe in the Bible and the 10 Commandments which is the foundation of Western Judeo-Christian Legal System. The two religions are not native to Africa as they had the same roots in the Middle East and more similarities than differences. The worldwide religious revival that brought about Born-again Christianity and Charismatic Churches with increased Pentecostalism and Evangelism with US and other Western countries’ financial and logistic support also motivated and inspired the same on the Muslim side with the oil-rich Arab countries pouring money into this religious cum political exercise in building mosques, madrassas and Islamic Universities etc. In Africa and other developing countries, religions have become products with its various brands and social marketing strategies, as part of the competition in all parts of the World. What is interesting is that we are now living in a new era of reverse evangelism with Africans, Latin Americans and Asian, pushing their own brand of Pentecostalism while Orthodox Churches are breaking up over sexual orientation, its loss of state support, etc.
Within the countries where there are a mixed population of Christians and Muslims, the same religious branding and social marketing is ongoing. This is a competition that is both non-violent and violent and sometimes very deadly. In most cases, religion is a cover up and not the main reasons which is the control of space, power and resources.

In addition, most poor Muslims consider the Sharia especially the components that deal with poverty alleviation as very attractive and therefore give their votes to a political party that will run a Sharia–compliant government. In its fundamentals as a legal exercise, it never lasts because of western influence and especially Western educated Muslim elites and professionals who want to maintain the status quo i.e. a form of secularism. Analysts and observers need to emphasize the difference between the Northern Africa and the rest of Africa without minimizing the financial and religious influence of the North e.g. Libya, Egypt and Morocco on the Muslim population of the rest of Africa. There is also the troublesome warlike Tuareg population who wants greater Touareg nation beginning with greater sharing of political power with the Governments of Niger and Mali where there are already part of the three arms of Government and the Military.
Daniel Byman in his article on “Scoring the war in Terrorism” in the “National Interest Summer 2003”, pp. 79-80, before the concluding this part when he wrote that “Al-Qaeda is not just a distinct terrorist organization. It is a movement that seeks to inspire and coordinate other groups and individuals. Even if Al-Qaeda is taking losses beyond its ability to recuperate, there is still much broader Islamist movement that is hostile to the United States, seeks to overthrow US allies and is committed to mass casualty terrorist violence.  Therefore, Al-Qaeda is an insurgent organization with a political objective based on religious philosophy as the analysis above shows.
From above, we now have a Global War on Transnational Insurgency (GWOTI) not on terrorism (GWOT).  Then one may say, that there are African insurgents. Whatever these insurgents do go against US national interests is another issue altogether, as part of the world wide insurgency.

Further more, as Kurt Shillinger who researches on terrorism in Africa wrote, in an article in Business Day posted on the web on 05 October 2006, says that the instant deportation of a South African Iman Ismail Mullah, a regular visitor to USA, prompted larger questions in the context of post 9/11 about how Africa and African Muslims are perceived abroad.  And what factors might render some African Muslims receptive to radicalism? He responded in that article by doing a panoramic survey of the jihadists movement in Africa from Comoros to Central, Western, Southern and Eastern Africa especially Kenya, Sudan and Somalia. He went on to quote Echo of Jihad published in Saudi Arabia which had one of the contributors writing about the potential advantages of Africa in advancing the Jihad. According to that article, “Africa is a fertile soil for Jihad”. Schillinger went on to repeat the debatable involvement of Hezbollah and Al Qaeda in blood diamond buying and selling to raise funds for their activities. Are these revenue generated used for insurgency against US interests worldwide or/and against US allies in the Middle East? He confirmed from various reports that “Jihad influence and related activities are spreading in Africa because of Africa’s proximity to the Middle East and Europe”.  “In addition, Africa’s weak states with natural resource wealth and the large Muslim states and communities have made the continent an attractive logistical hub for a threat that continues to prove both determined and highly adaptable”.

It is not surprising that Africa “now ranks third on Washington’s lists of areas of concern with regards to transnational terrorism behind Iraq and Afghanistan. Mr. Schillinger quoted the State Department Annual Country Assessment which says that; it is unclear to what extent terrorist groups were present and operating in West and Central Africa. The fund raising, terrorist recruiting and other support activities of al-Qaeda and affiliated persons and groups in SA, Nigeria, and across the trans-Sahara region remained a serious concern. “Therefore AU has become one of the “essential elements” in the common front against the global Insurgency in at least 16 countries of Africa.
THE US RESPONSES

To analysts like Kurt Schillinger and Greg Mills who said in an article entitled “Chasm between how Westerners and Muslims view the conflict that binds them” “in Sunday Independent of 10 July 2005, the crucial point and what is at stake in the Conflict between the West and the Jihadists or Islamist extremists is the future of the Muslim World not western democracy and the course of this struggle will redefine the global order”. In redefining this global order, many see the competition not as a war or as a clash of civilization rather than an ideology based on religious principle that differentiates between western secularism which is considered by Muslims to be sectarianism. If left to President Bush, he does not behave in a secular state and is more of a fundamentalist Christian. If he were a Muslim he would have been an Extremist. In responding to this aspect of worldwide insurgency directed against US interests in Africa, the wise words of Carl Von Clausewitz quoted by Jeffrey Record rings true.  “First the supreme, most far-reaching act of Judgment that the Statesman and the Command have to make is to establish the kind of war on which they are embarking, neither mistaken it or not trying to turn it into something that is alien to its true nature. This is the first of all strategic questions and the most comprehensive”. In a follow-up, Jeffery Record in December 2003 “rightly argues that sound strategy mandates threat discrimination and reasonable harmonization of ends and means.” Therefore, Global War on Terrorism falls short on both counts since terrorism is recourse of the politically desperate and militarily helpless and as such it is hardly going to disappear”. Above all, such organizations with secretive, cellular, dispersed and decentralized “order of battle” are not subject to conventional military destruction. I also agree with his conclusion that the “key to their defeat lies in the realms of intelligence and police work”. The analogy to him is (7), the campaign against “illicit narcotics.
This campaign like the one against drugs contains elements of war and non-war activities which needs interagency operations in collaboration with combat operations and military operations other than war.

Another aspect that impacts any response whatsoever is the issue of failed, collapsed and rogue states in Africa being haven for terrorists’ hubs and cells. That is yet to be seen in Africa including the so-called failed or collapsed state of Somalia.

It is not yet relevant to discuss the nexus between insurgency and weapon of mass Destruction which does not exist yet in Africa.
Before going on to the Instruments, Institutions and Capacity of the responses, the million dollar question is “How do you defeat terrorism, especially if it is a method or a technique in line with the National Security strategy of the US and the UK strategic Defence Review. Both have one thing in common i.e. engage the terrorists at longer range before they can mount an assault in the homeland.  This is why the USA is ready to get rid of terrorists from states which can not be convinced or compelled to do so on their own. These states are taken to need to be democratized if necessary by force. These methods needed to build democratic system have failed because of 3 reasons according to Adam Roberts in “The war of Terror” the Historical Perspective”.  It is A FALSE CHOICE, firstly because of sovereignty of states and imperfections of intelligence.  Therefore it is better to do much at home to minimize the risk of attack.  Secondly, the history of counter-terrorist operations suggests no such simple solution, in that you do not succeed all the time in attacking states who harbour terrorists, apart from not been able to do that all the time because of the connection between insurgents and their diaspora e.g. IRA and the Irish communities in USA. 
Finally it is not a recipe, but much more a revival of imperialism since external intervention harbors and leads to external domination and this can provoke what it sets out to prevent as we see in Iraq and Somalia.
These criticisms as taken from Adam Roberts’s article provide a good context for analyzing the responses or steps taken by the US Government in Africa so far. One of the steps is the creation of US Africa Command which is just a continuation but one-stop coordination of US Defense Diplomacy that have been on-going in Africa for many decades. This effort was shared amongst all the Commands especially the US Central Command. This new Command specifically for Africa is a follow-up to many Defense and Diplomatic initiative already taken in Africa.
These initiatives include:
a. The Trans Sahara Counter-Terrorism partnership which provides training and assistance to Chad, Mali, Niger, Mauritania, Algeria, Morocco, Nigeria, Senegal and Tunisia

b. The East African Country Counter-Terrorism Initiative for border and Security training to Comoros, Djibouti, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Kenya, Madagascar, Tanzania and Uganda. Most of these countries recently passed tough anti-terrorist Laws, anti nuclear, chemical and biological.
c. Proliferation Security Initiative of open worldwide membership working to stop shipments of materials related to weapons of mass destruction of land, sea and air.
d. Military Representatives assigned to CENTCOM from more than 64 Countries including Africa.
e. US have military intelligence and military access agreements for sea and airport facilities with many countries in Africa. Negotiation are going on with many military bases apart from the one existing in Djibouti and training teams in many other African countries. There are also extradition agreements.
There are un-confirmed evidences that some countries pre-extraction Africa were used as interrogation centers and torture posts for terrorists arrested or captured by US forces separately or jointly.

The listing of the Army for the Liberation of Rwanda (ALIR) the defunct RUF in Sierra Leone and the People Against Gangsterism and Drugs (PAGAD) in South Africa under the US Anti-Terrorism and effective Death Penalty Act of 1996 which empowers the US State Dept to designate Foreign Terrorist Organisations (FTO).
The US has made AU as one of the essential elements of GWOT and the AU compelled by the Islamist attacks on US Embassies in Nairobi and Dar-Es Salaam to adopt the Convention on the Prevention and Combating of Terrorism “drawing a “growing link” between terrorism and organized crime including trafficking in arms and drugs, requiring all members to adopt anti-terror legislation, acceding to UN instruments and share intelligence on terrorist activities.
In 2002 The AU with the US set up in Algeria set up the African Centre for the Study and Research in Terrorism to coordinate analysis of terrorism and counter terrorism activities on the continent with AU member states and Regional Economic Communities.
There is the NATO Counter-terrorism initiative on the Mediterranean on the socio-economic front, while US has many political and economic initiatives through the United States Agency for International Development now part of the state Department. The well-known initiative is the African Growth Opportunities Act (AGOA) that deals with trade issues from textiles to Agricultural produce. The other initiative which is even more important but not well-known is the Millennium Challenge Account (MCA) which becomes what the US analysts want as nucleus of US Foreign Assistance efforts. MCA has a process similar to APRM but with US conditionalities. Some countries opted for the MCA before the APRM.
OILING AMERICAS WHEELS

Inspite of all these efforts through Public Defence and Economic Diplomacy, the then Foreign Minister of Algeria, Mohammed Bedjaou’s in an address to the Council of Foreign Relations in Washington D.C, said that the threat is still prevalent today.

It is ill-defined, remember Jeffrey Record, transnational in nature and bent on distraction and terror (13 April 2006) p.2. He went on to say that “Legislation is not enough to fight terrorism and advised that fighting terrorism can neither be by force only.” He advised that in fighting terrorism we must “avoid completely losing your own conscience and mind and also try indeed to keep his own morale and ethics and preserve own soul. He agreed that it is easy to say but difficult to do. However, effort “must be made to prevent part of the population to be lured and enticed to join the ranks of terrorists” so we have to give them something.  What is that something is the million dollar question that can be the panacea. 
In an answer to a question, he spoke about “a dialogue between civilizations” and “an alliance of civilizations to fight terrorist violence”. He thinks that all the work that needed to be done “is to try to restore the image of Islam in order to avoid future tensions and conflicts”.
However, Condoleezza Rice as the National Security Adviser on her own urged African nations, particularly with large Muslim populations to speak out at every opportunity to make clear that this is not a war of civilizations, that this is a war against those who would be uncivilized in their approach to us (US).  (Remarks delivered during AGOA Economic Forum in Washington D.C on 30 October 2001 quoted in Africa and war in Terrorism. Congressional Research Service by Ted Dagie Jan 04 CRS 2).  If that is the case, why is Spain spending so much money and energy on Dialogue between Civilizations with a Centre as part of the UN in New York with former Secretary-General Kofi Anan as the Chair of the Board?
If there are so many  obstacles to getting rid of terrorists in Africa and especially the Middle East which is the source of US energy supply and is the eye of the terrorists storm now and in the future it is proper for the US to look for, find, hold and protect another alternative source that can oil America’s wheels.  Fortunately, it is not only US and the ex-colonial Western Countries that are looking for Black Gold to oil their wheels, because as Mariano Aguirre said earlier, there are a number of global and regional players. According to him, “China, for its part, views the United States as an economic competitor with whom there could be military problems apart from the China-Russia and China-Japan Relations. Therefore, China is also rearming in order to protect its economic and trade expansion while India an old military enemy of China does not want to be left out or left behind. The Indian Foreign Minister was in Addis Ababa to meet all the Indian Ambassadors in Africa and cement relations with the African Union.  It is also interesting to note the increasing US-Indian nuclear partnership.  The US has also appointed an Ambassador to the AU.
To few analysts, this is not new because, for many decades now China and Indian watchers in USA have been talking of the Yellow Peril but nobody expected this to happen so fast.

In addition to being economic competitors, India and especially China have supported military training institutions in Africa, for foreign freedom fighters in Africa.  China is now known to be supplying arms to many African Countries including Sudan and Nigeria. China is also doing what USA is not doing and that is being directly involved in building infrastructures, i.e. roads, rail lines, power and housing all over sub-Sahara Africa.
It is not surprising to read Dr. D.C Lovelace, Sr. Director of SSI in a foreword to the analysis by Dr. D.C. Chau in an SSI Publication entitled “Political Warfare in Sub-Saharan Africa. US capabilities and Chinese Operations in Ethiopia, Kenya, Nigeria and South Africa”, which in short said “Africa today has emerged as a continent of strategic consequence. Domestic and International terrorism aside, the two great powers of our time, the US and PRC, are vying for influence over African Governments and people”. In drawing inference from Dr. Cham’s analysis, he asserts that Chinese use of political warfare is intentionally targeting US interests in Africa.  He warns against the waning of US interest in Africa.

Dr. Cham in his writing comes out as a strong advocate of introducing political warfare to the USA current grand strategy by educating and deploying the US Diplomats and Military to conduct political warfare (economic) in Africa as an immediate short-term solution. The long term is to have a Civilian Government Agency to lead. In fact, United States Agency for International Development (USAID) under the State  Department is already doing that.
Presently the US military and political operations are conducted through five US Commands but mostly in EUROCOM and CENCOM with headquarters in Germany and Florida respectively.
Having said the above, neither Dr. Lovelace nor Mr. Dr. Cham has told readers why this competition in political warfare with China if terrorism is set aside, as necessary and inevitable.
Robert Gates did try to tell us in his address to the US Congress, according to New York times of 13 Feb. 07, when he revealed that the new command will allow the US to better coordinate military actions in the region as the US is now getting more than 10% of its oil from Africa which is also accessible to Chinese, Indian and very soon Russian, increased economic and diplomatic competitions.

The US Government realizes the fact that no African country poses any threat except for potential terrorist threat, therefore US Africa Command will concentrate on training, offer support to “non-military missions, and if directed, military operations”.

As Stephen Morrison, head of Africa program at the Centre for Strategic and International Studies in Washington DC said in an ISS Study, “There is a need for a more strategic approach by USA if a costly and damaging and unnecessary US-China Clash is to be avoided”. The study even labeled Africa as a Trouble Continent (quoted in “Is China’s involvement in Africa Imperialistic? By Chika Onyeani African Sun Time 26 Feb-04 March 07).

This strategic reasoning and analysis as above like many other reports led to the creation of US Africa Command.

US AFRICAN COMMAND

On Feb. 6, 2007, a news report confirmed rumours that the US President has authorised the new US Africa Command (AFRICOM) or what he called “a command centre for Africa” that will strengthen US Security Cooperation with Africa. With the usual superpower arrogance, he promised to consult with African leaders later.

Since African countries ‘independence, US has always acted through Europe especially UK and France but not any more since Africa is becoming a playing field for political and economic gladiators from USA, Europe, Japan and China.  USA has become more aggressive following the footsteps of France by introducing the military dimension. France has been having troops on African soil for decades and may reduce the number further in the future under Sarkozy. UK and Canada have comparatively limited commitments with emphasis on Defence Diplomacy and selected interventions.
Since US now wants to cover a colonialist or imperialist vacuum. Therefore what stops Russia, China and India creating their own African Commands. 

In an age when we have convinced ourselves that we have the African will and wisdom to overcome the challenges we face by creating Afrocentric Institutions at national, sub-regional and continentally with these institutions that are for political, social, economic and military especially the African and Regional Standby Forces expected to mature by 2010.  It is then doubtful if Africa really has a vacuum that any foreign command has to fill.
It is obvious that this is a Military Institution created to meet US National interests and not for Africa. To those countries with long and very close military relationship with US, this Command is a continuum of increased military presence in Africa since 9/11. For example, the US already has 1700 troops in a military Base in Djibouti carrying out and conducting political warfare and military operation within the context of the Trans-Saharan Terrorism Initiative. The US AFRICOM is seen as a consequence in the wake of the new global politics of oil and other strategic mineral resources. We now have a situation in which EU has an African Strategy while each EU member country has done the same. China and India have too and they are being observed with alert by Western Governments. In addition, other bilateral donors without traditional relations with Africa are positioning themselves too as players. Each of these new comprehensive African policies has somewhere between altruism, influence and extraction. These self-serving activities are in direct contradiction to what the International Financial Institutions and our Western Partners tell us that any new relationship is founded on our ownership of the process.  If  the African Standby Force, with emphasis on Mutual Responsibility and not Burden Sharing, then there is no need for AFRICOM.  The donors do speak of Partnership which is obviously unequal and there is no intention to make it so. (African by FOROAOD-Spanish Development Agency Bade growth www.foroaod.org).
Critics of AFRICOM in the US are saying that the emerging security requirements for this century calls for responses that link all the instruments of national power and not just military. There is still need for military commands but as it concerns Africa, the recommendation is for an INTER-AGENCY Group (Inter-Groups), which integrate military, intelligence, law enforcement, diplomatic and other national security instruments.  The Inter-Group Agency for Africa and the Middle East will focus on counter-terrorism, weapons proliferation, economic development, fighting AIDS and other infectious diseases, peace keeping training and support, transnational crime and civil-military relations.

The little details available at the time of writing this paper do confirm that the new Africa Command is like an Inter-Agency Group with similar mandate and command structure. The Commander is a 4-star General but the second in command will be an Ambassador i.e. a Diplomat.  General William Ward is the new Combatant Commander and there is already a US Ambassador to the AU who will become his Deputy.
In VOA news report from Accra-Ghana, in April 2007, a military seminar “African Endeavour” brought together Military Communication experts from Africa, Europe and North America to finalise strategies for testing a Continental Communication network facility. The system will support the African Union Standby Force in responding to crises”.  This is the statement made by Lt-Col. Kevin Warthon of the US EUROCOM who also said that “African Endeavour” will probably become one of the premier exercises for the new African Command, in that the African Command will have as one of its responsibilities, to assist African nations as it is doing now in developing command and control, communication and information systems processes and procedures that will allow it to communicate effectively among itself and coalition partners”. The Colonel also sees it in the light of GWOT. The Second exercise is planned for South Africa in later 2007.

The US Navy is there on the Gulf of Guinea where oil reserves are being discovered on a regular basis, to protect those oil basins while protecting the fishery reserves of those coastal countries without a Navy or Coast Guard facilities.

The activities of all our friends, partners, Godfathers, helpers in this 21st century make Africa look as if it is ready for the US Gold Rush of the 19th century.  Many African States and Africa’s Eurocentric political and economic leadership seem to engage in dead-end diplomatic and economic activities because they perceived Africa as underdeveloped rather than disorganised, misled and its resources blindly given to foreign investors who have no interest in the security and well-being of the country. It is obvious that AfriCom will also protect the interest of these foreign investors. In short we are condemned to continued dependency on all fronts because we behave like a toddler with too many nannies not willing to allow the toddlers to fall and learn to get up and walk on its own.

Like Jeffrey Record said in his Monogram quoted above “The US may be able to defeat or even destroy Al-Queda but it cannot rid the world of terrorism or much less, evil”.  This is in agreement with the conclusion made by Moced Yusef in his article on “United States and Islamic Radicals: Conflict Unending? He wrote, that after applying Game theory analysis to the conflict, it is impossible to see the ultimate goals of either side being redressed. Yet there is one certainty continued warfare between the US and radical Islamic groups. The world will not be a peaceful place anytime soon. That conclusion, as bleak as it may seem it’s very convincing” (International Social Science Review Vol. 79, Nos. 1 &2 2004 pp.37).

My own conclusion is that the US African Command will not stabilize Africa, it may even encourage more extremism cum radicalism and therefore destabilisation. The CIS have one or two lessons to learn from the new partnership by China, India and other Asian and Eastern European countries with Africa who do not need to look at Africa as a battleground.  All this is happening because of our inferiority complex, psychological insecurity and instability and lack of own spiritual, philosophical and cultural foundations for adaptation instead of crude adoption of knowledge and practices.  
We need a Global Coalition Against Transnational Insurgency (GCATI) not GWOT in order to stop national insurgencies using terror tactics translating into transnational terrorism.  As Sandra Casey told the World “NEVER MISTAKE KNOWLEDGE FOR WISDOM.  ONE HELPS YOU LIVE, THE OTHER HELPS MAKE A LIFE.”
THEREFORE LET US REMEMBER THESE WISE WORDS OF CARL VON CLAUSEWITZ ABOVE IN NOT MISTAKEN NOR TRYING TO TURN GWOT INTO SOMETHING THAT IS ALIEN TO ITS TRUE NATURE.

ISHOLA WILLIAMS
MAJOR GENERAL (RTD)
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