
Let’s Tell the Truth About Sudan
by Lawrence K. Freeman

Washington, D.C. has been awash over recent weeks with As anyone who has been to Sudan (or other sub-Saharan
nations) can easily know, this is a poor nation, but one, likeforums about the crisis in Darfur, Sudan, which feature speak-

ers from the far lunatic right to those with a more moderate many others, super-rich in human and physical potential.
Since the 1960s cultural paradigm-shift against technologicaloutlook. The Washington Post has been filled with editorials

and commentary attacking Sudan. Hypocritically, many of development of the “Third World” in favor of malthusian
depopulation, the policy of the International Monetary Fund,the sponsors and participants in these events don’t really give

a damn about the people of Sudan, much less about the welfare World Bank, and allied institutions has been to reduce the
sub-Saharan population by war, famine, disease, and pesti-of hundreds of millions of sub-Saharan Africans, who are

barely existing in some of the worst conditions, not fit for lence. Let the Four Horseman of the Apocalypse be the instru-
ment of genocide for much of the continent, they say. Whyhuman beings on this planet. Otherwise the conditions in

Darfur, and other regions like Darfur, would never have been allege genocide only in Darfur? Haven’t more horrible crimes
against humanity been done to almost the whole continent forallowed to fester. Members of the Congressional Black Cau-

cus demonstrate and partake in their symbolic arrests outside over 30 years, under the bankers’ rule?
Why haven’t there been massive national and regionalthe Sudanese Embassy, with support from many gullible and

naive African Americans. infrastructure projects to provide clean and safe water, plenti-
ful electrical power, and efficient transportation in Africa?Of course, no one would deny that there is a grave humani-

tarian crisis in Darfur, accentuated by tribal militia fighting. Because they were not intended to be built. Look at Darfur.
How much water is available for personal consumption, forBut, how did it come about? Why has it flared up over the

recent period? What forces are behind this “new” hot spot livestock and agriculture? For decades, the Darfur region like
many others has suffered, including local armed struggles,boiling over at this time, and for what purpose? An intelligent

citizen concerned about the world might ask such questions, due to the lack of water. Any sane concerned person would
help Darfur, Sudan, and the rest of Africa, to develop their vastrather than mindlessly following what passes for public opin-

ion about Sudan and Africa. Remember several years ago, agricultural potential, with basic water projects like canals, so
the swamps don’t absorb what little water there is, and throughwhen all the same institutions were whipping up the American

population, and the same “black leaders,” over slavery in water management increase the flow of fresh water. What
hypocrisy it is to talk about genocide against the Darfurians,Sudan, and then it finally leaked out that it was all a big scam.

Don’t be fooled again. when the policy from Western institutions has been genocide
all along, through the deliberate prevention of the growth of
their physical economies.Development or Genocide?

The truth is that forces in the Anglo-American establish- United Nations Secretary General Kofi Annan said, that
only 40% of the humanitarian needs for Darfur have been metment led by Great Britain, have sought the dismembering

of the nation of Sudan for decades. Nothing less than the so far. Yet wouldn’t it be far wiser in the long term to help
this region agriculturally blossom, than have dozens of NGOsoverthrow of the Khartoum government, and division of the

nation into warring factions, and/or the imposition of an inter- fail in their effort, no matter how heroic some of their efforts
may be in attempting to provide emergency food, water, andnational military strike force, acting as mercenaries operating

freely inside Sudan, are their ultimate goals. In the present other vital supplies? But such long-term investments in basic
infrastructure are not considered profitable by the so-calledcollapse of the world financial-monetary system, Sudan’s

land, resources, and its geopolitical strategic positioning in markets, and especially not for Africans!
Eastern Africa, which borders Southwest Asia, are coveted as
valuable possessions. Add to this Harvard ideologue Samuel Some Signs of Moderation

When Secretary of State Colin Powell foolishly declaredHuntington’s racist “Clash of Civilization” diatribe against
Islam, and Britain’s vintage racial-imperialist dreams about the crisis in Darfur to be genocide, whether out of ignorance,

or pressure, he gave the two rebel organizations that initiatedAfrica, as outlined in Henry Kissinger’s National Security
Study Memorandum 200 (Dec. 10, 1974), and you have some the military escalation last February, the green light to ignore

the peace talks sponsored by the African Union, in Abuja,very ugly-evil motivations at work.
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Nigeria, and virtually guaranteed the killings would continue. too hasty to punish the government of Sudan, rather than to
acknowledge and build upon the improvement which is takingKofi Annan has not accepted this formulation, and is sending

a team to Sudan to investigate. So far neither the European place now.
Union, nor any single European nation, has echoed Powell’s
formulation. Jan Pronk, the UN special envoy to Sudan, has EIR: Mr. LaRouche has said that the situation in Darfur is

being orchestrated by outside forces for geopolitical reasonsrejected the use of sanctions called for in UN Resolution 1564,
as counterproductive and harmful to the population of Sudan. against the Sudan government. Both of the rebel groups1 are

supported by forces that are opposed to the Sudan govern-Former U.S. Ambassador Richard Holbrooke, who is also
one of Presidential candidate John Kerry’s top foreign policy ment, and are the ones responsible for starting the crisis. How

do you see the Sudan government finding a solution to thisadvisors, while praising Powell’s characterization of the crisis
in Darfur as genocide, has for the moment staked out a more crisis in dealing with these outside forces?

Ahmed: Well, I think it was not a coincidence that, at themoderate position. At a recent forum in Washington, D.C.,
Holbrooke called for the United States to give considerable time when we signed a memorandum on the cessation of

hostilities back in February 2003, these two groups—in thefinancial and logistical support to the African Union’s deploy-
ment into Darfur, ruling out any U.S. military role. He also same month—attacked the major city of El Fasher: they dis-

abled four airplanes on the runway; they destroyed two heli-called for the United States to send a full-time ambassador to
the African Union, and for a higher-level representative to copters; they killed scores of civilians as well as military

people in El Fasher itself; and they went on a rampage. Theyattend the Abuja peace talks. While these contributions are
useful to counteract those advocating a regime change Iraq- killed any police officer they could catch there, and also they

destroyed the police station for the entire region. By that theystyle, unfortunately this thinking is still within the accepted
Washington “rules of the game,” and does not address the created a security vacuum, which is unfortunately filled by

different tribal militias there, and the natural result of that wasfundamental flawed axioms of U.S. policy toward Africa.
this tragic humanitarian situation.

That was not a coincidence, because the agreement which
we signed at that time, with the SPLM/SPLA [southern anti-

Interview: Khidir Ahmed government groups—ed.] in February 2003, was the major
one. It was the memorandum on the cessation of hostilities
which technically stopped the war between the North and the
South. So there was a deliberate effort to open a new front
there [in the Darfur area in western Sudan—ed.]. And it is noSecond Front Opened
secret now, even the United States admitted that the Eritrean
government was involved, and is still involved. The SPLMAgainst Sudan
also, according to Charles R. Snyder, Principal Deputy Assis-
tant Secretary for African Affairs, in his testimony before the

Sudan’s Ambassador to the United States, Khidir H. Ahmed, Senate on June 15. He put it quite clearly that they are totally
convinced that the SPLM/SPLA trained, and provided armswas interviewed by Lawrence Freeman, on Sept. 20.
and munitions to these two rebel groups in order to open a
new front, and also to weaken the position of the governmentEIR: Ambassador Ahmed, there has been a great deal of

focus in the United States on the situation in Darfur, Sudan. at the negotiating table there. And I would assume that some
friends of all these people from outside are also part of that.Recently U.S. Secretary of State Colin Powell declared the

situation over there genocide, and a UN resolution was passed We heard about the whole strategy of making the situation
similar to the civil war in the South by creating a very similarover this weekend—Resolution 1564. I have a series of ques-

tions on this I would like to ask you. front on the western part of the country, in which the El Khufra
region of Libya will serve as does Lokichokio, in Kenya,2 toFirst of all, could you tell us exactly what is happening on

the ground in Darfur at this moment?
Ahmed: What is happening right now in Darfur at this mo-

1. The two anti-government rebel groups are: Justice and Equality Movement
ment—even according to the United States report to the UN (JEM), connected to Hassan al-Turabi (who himself left the government in
Security Council recently—things are improving. Two days 2002; and the Sudan Liberation Movement/Army (SLA), founded by former

state minister Khalil Ibrahim, (who sided with Turabi in 2002). See EIR Aug.ago we had the foreign minister of Spain, who just concluded
6, 2004, “Western Powers Seek Sudan Disintegration,” for a more detaileda visit to Khartoum. He met with the President and other
description of the background of these groups.senior officials there. He concluded that the situation is im-
2. The anti-government rebellion in southern Sudan receives significant sup-proving. Also the state minister of the Foreign Secretary of
port via this airbase. Despite being in a remote, sparsely populated part of

Britain also said three days ago that surely the situation is Kenya, it is reportedly the busiest airport in the country. The airbase is a
improving. So it came as a surprise to everybody that despite ChevronTexaco refueling facility. ChevronTexaco has no oil interests in

neighboring Sudan, and only marketing interests in Kenya.this improvement on the ground, the United States is in fact
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is now happening with the African Union deployment, and
what do you hope will happen over the weeks and
months ahead?
Ahmed: The African Union, as a newly founded entity,
was supposed to be given time in order to resolve this prob-
lem. They know the situation very well, better than anybody
else. But unfortunately, twice their efforts have been jeopard-
ized by the United States. In fact, according to the UN
Charter, whenever you have a conflict being handled by a
regional organization, it should remain there unless the re-
gional organization itself came to the United Nations, and
said: “Well, we couldn’t resolve it.” What happened is that
while the African Union is working hard in order to resolve
this problem, and is sponsoring one or two agreements be-
tween the government and the rebel movements, the United
States took the issue to the United Nations Security Council,
issued resolution 1556, and again, also at a very critical
time, the United States intervened by supporting and helping
the passage of this recent United Nations Security Council
Resolution 1564, which in fact jeopardized the efforts of
the African Union, and took the whole issue from their
hands. What they are saying about supporting the African
Union, to us is just lip service.
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EIR: Sir, could you tell us how many troops are there, spon-
sored by the African Union, and how many troops do you
expect will be there to help in the Darfur crisis?
Ahmed: According to the African summit last June in Addisjust recreate the civil war that the country suffered from in

the South, in the western part of the country, in order to Ababa, they decided to send 150 monitors, and to protect
them with 300 African Union troops. We have now aboutweaken the government, to dismember the country. And so

some forces from outside the country in collaboration with 355 troops from Rwanda and Nigeria. We have around 100
monitors in the region. The government said it would havethe elements which I just mentioned, contributed a great deal

to this situation. no problem to receive more African Union monitors, and
people to protect them there. We are open to that, but from theAgain, we feel that there is a great reluctance here to

condemn openly these two groups, to the degree that when beginning we said this should be the decision of the African
Union, not anybody else. So this is the situation, and ironi-the African Union inivited the government, and these two

groups for negotiations in Addis Ababa, on July 17, these cally, if you look into this recent resolution, it will tell you a
lot about that.two groups walked out from this. Again, at the time when

negotiations in Abuja, which was sponsored by the African The United Nations, in a way, unfortunately contradicted
itself. Before me here is the Resolution 1564, which has justUnion, showed a great deal of progress, the testimony of the

Secretary of State came at that critical time in order to discour- been passed, just two days ago. The first paragraph says the
following: “Declares its grave concern that the governmentage them from continuing negotiations, and technically the

negotiations between the government and these two rebel of Sudan has not fully met its obligations noted in resolution
1556, 2004.” This is what they said here. The other documentgroups collapsed.

So this is exactly the situation. It shows you that outside is the United Nations Secretary General Kofi Annan report to
the Council on September 2nd. This is prepared, of course,elements are working hard, they are in business in order not

to enable the Sudanese people to enjoy the peace they have by Mr. Jan Pronk, UN Special Envoy to Sudan, who is on
the ground there. He said the following to justify how thebeen waiting for for a long time.
government [of Sudan] could not fully act upon its obligation.
He said the following: “First, the acknowledgement that notEIR: Recently, this past week, former Ambassador Richard

Holbrooke said that the main responsibility for the policy all commitments made by the government could be fully im-
plemented within 30 days. Making an area the size of Darfur,of the United States should be to support the African Union,

to supply finances and logistics, for the African Union to in view of the number of armed men there, and violent recent
history, safe and secure for all civilians, takes more than 30deploy troops into the Darfur area. Could you tell us what
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days.” So the United Nations is asking you to do a certain job disarm all non-governmental militias in the region. So we
think this is the best way to do it. Just to concentrate on certainwithin 30 days, and then they say “Okay, we are wrong. You

couldn’t do it in that time.” Despite that, they would punish kinds of missions—Janjawid are outlawed, we said that they
are a bunch of criminals. But you have a larger number ofyou. So I think this is, unfortunately, in my opinion, what

accademicians call a case study of how even international other nomadic tribal militias, who would not accept this, be-
cause they have been attacked by these people in the past, andagencies could be pushed to pass very hasty, very irrational,

very unfair resolutions against small and poor nations. still they are under attack from the two rebel groups there. So,
I think we are really supportive to the African Union design,
in order to designate certain areas for these people to disarmEIR: Are you expecting more troops from the African Union

to be deployed in the area? simultaneously. This is the only way that would bring back
peace and security to the people of Darfur.Ahmed: With respect to sending troops there, again I said

that the government has not any problem with that. It is up to
the African Union to decide the number and mechanism of EIR: What about economic development, sir? Obviously

this is a poor area of Sudan. One of the major concerns hasdeploying these troops in the region. But we believe that the
best thing to do is to leave the protection of the civilians to been the lack of water for both the farmers and the ranchers.

What steps would the Sudanese government like to take tothe government, because having foreign troops who are to-
tally alien to the region, with a conspicuous kind of uniform develop this area economically?

Ahmed: The government committed itself to all kinds ofwould make themselves targets of the different outlaw mili-
tias in the region, and the region itself might attract some solutions to this problem. You know Sudan itself is potentially

a very rich country. But right now it is still designated byextremists, some terrorists into the region in order to wage a
war against what they might call foreign invasions. the United Nations as among the least-developed countries,

which includes about 48 sub-Saharan African countries. SoSo for these reasons we think that the international com-
munity should give ample time for that. Domestic elections to talk about marginalization, or to use it as a pretext to wage

war against the government, is unrealistic because you havein the United States should not in any way result in more
suffering of the Sudanese people, who have nothing to do the entire country, even in Khartoum itself, if you go just ten

miles out of Khartoum, you will find people who have no realwith this election.
facilities of water, electricity, or anything. So you cannot
pinpoint certain areas in Sudan, and say they are developed,EIR: If you could tell us as clearly as possible, what is the

solution, what is the government of Sudan proposing as a and other areas are undeveloped. All the country is a very
poor country. So the international community should be verysolution to resolve this crisis? There obviously is great hu-

manitarian suffering going on, and obviously there is a great careful about that. You should not condone armed struggle as
a means to address grievances. If you do that, you are goingdeal of military fighting going on between the Janjawid and

the rebel groups; how do you see this crisis being resolved? to enflame the entire African continent, because you have a
very similar situation in every single country in Africa.What steps need to be taken?

Ahmed: The African Union suggested a certain kind of solu- Ironically, despite all this outcry about the humanitarian
situation, you have resolution after resolution being adopted,tion to this, which is in fact accepted by the government:

designate certain areas for the rebels to be amassed in, and and the contribution of the international community to the
needs of the people there is still less than 50%, which is a verythe government is ready even to allow the African Union to

send troops in order to protect them in those designated areas. strange situation, in terms of the real needs of the people in
Darfur. So if these people are serious about the situation, theyThis will enable the government to roam the entire region,

disarming anybody else. And here, you could set a time for would not have been very hasty in penalizing the government;
the priority should have been to serve, and secure, and feedthat. But allowing these people to function, roaming the entire

region, it will be very difficult to distinguish who is who; if these people, and to protect them from epidemics in that part
of the region. So the first step, after disarming all these mili-the concentration unfortunately of the government is to dis-

arm only the Janjawid or the Arab tribal militias, it is unrealis- tias, should be some kind of international donation forum for
helping the government to end . . . and frankly, according totic. Since you have other tribal militias, to ask the government

just to disarm only certain tribal groups, because they statistics, this is the only government that has really developed
this region of Darfur. You would be surprised to know that inwouldn’t disarm themselves, [the other groups would say] the

government is not available here, it could not protect us; we 1989 this area had about six or seven high schools; today they
have 250. They have three universities in the region, threeare not going to disarm ourselves, unless you disarm the oth-

ers, which is very natural. And the African Union is for this; international airports, many dams have been established in
that part of the country. So I think there is a lot for the interna-but the two rebel groups are not receptive to that, so I think,

in order to bring back security and safety to the region, and to tional community to do, in terms of helping development of
this region the way you just mentioned.allow people to go back to their villages, the solution is to
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