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he post Cold War period has brought about the emergence of WO
fion and resolution in Africa.

approaches towards conflict preven on 1
These are concentric-multilateral approach favoured by Nigena and the

one-polar unilateral approach which seems 10
countries like the United States. In this paper, attem .
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of the Cold War period. Emerging from tpc colonial era, Africa wag like
a beautiful bride caught between (WO suitors: The \\.festem World ang
Fastern Bloc led by the u.s. EIIEd t?lc defu‘nct Soviet Union. They
scrambled for and partitioned Africa Into their spheres of influence, iy
which looked like the second phase of Berlin Conference of 1884. T
development urned Africa into @ hotspot c:f l_.’Jold War conflicts, The
beautiful bride was s0O0 tumed into a rape victim.

The Cold War era was also the era of neo-colonialism. This period
witnessed the further plundering of Africa’s Economic, Political and
Social Systems. The resultant excessive exploitation of Africa further
compounded the phenomenon of underdevelopment by making the
continent poorer, politically unstable and socially degenerate. With such
a situation, intra and inter-state conflict became a common feature of

African life in the post-colonial period. As Colin Legum noted, looking
ahead:

Africa is at a most difficult and volatile stage of development.
During the 1980s quarrels within one country or between hostile
neighbouring countries are likely to erupt into violent conflicts.
Such conflict will affect not only the localities or countries
directly involved, but in many cases also will involve foreign
mtervention. This is not to say that Africa will be the passive
}"C‘l‘m of international power politics. On the contrary, African
aast;:tlons will actively seek foreign military and economic
19;3:]? 1o bolster their fraile position (Wright and Brownfoot

T o
d?a:vvsr?:\?o thzb? Ituation, African economic and military systems wc;:
therefore w?;}:sts o e‘th_‘*'l: eastern or western alliances. The '_wmas
otherwise minors:d 4 viclous ideological battle on Afrnca soil, ng
intractable, In mattle; soon became internationalised, thereby e e
lost decades fol.o Afef Words, the decades of the 1960s and 1970_5 bﬂcam y
decades of the 193?}“' and even so declared by the United Nation®

; ent
ushered in sigpificgy Which was aiso the decade of structural 4152

: ant decl; —— ics of AfAC
This unleashed forpgg o 1o, 210 distocation of the cconOMICR

continent, Whep ﬂ-?ﬁs of friction conflict and destabilisation 2! © ricas

like other parg o :h Cold War ended in 1989, it was expected ma_Af i

";‘-}I‘pethd to come bye‘:f'@ﬂd would enjoy a peace dividend whi t;,illi['f'
a : iti

OWEVer, contrary 1 thzg:f economic recovery and politic® .4 an

€X i . itne
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unprecedented wave of conflicts, which has weakepe
in some even led to the phenomenon of the fajle
former United States, Secretary of State for Afric

d many countries and
d state. This made a
an Affairs to ask:

Wthal wi.Il be the pl'c_lce of Africa in this new world disorder? How

will quca cope with the collapse of old structures and familiar

assumptions over the next decade? Will Africa - as doomsayers

argue - become even marginalised, a region left behind by history

as a sort of global slum? (Crocker: 1993:1).
Africa, today, is caught between "a rock and a hard place" (Callaghy: 1991
39). Africa’s contribution to global trade account for only 1%; foreign
direct investment fell from 4.5% in 1980 to 0.7% in 1990, with South
Africa alone accounting for some 50%. In the rest of Sub-Saharan Africa
about z of the remaining 50% of the foreign investment is shared between
five countries. "Given such a record, it is little wonder that Afro
pessimism is fashionable today". (Crocker. 1993). Such Afro Pessimism
is not only in connection with Africa’s economic downturn but also with
the increasing number, spread and intensity of conflicts in such places as
Liberia, Somalia, the Great Lakes, The Congos, Angola and others.

NIGERIA’S PERCEPTION OF CONFLICT
PREVENTION IN AFRICA

R xira-African
Nigeria has been a victim of the machinations of some extra

: . i 4 therefore understands the
powers especially during the Civil War and o conflicts prevention

concentric-multilateral dimension of the approach taj.s or principles are

and resolution in Africa. Her foreign policy E° O Afica
basically framed to enable her contribute 10 Peace and Secunty

These principles include:

rorial integritys
- defending her sovereignty, independence and territorial INtEN

.o i Africa and 1D
. i litical and economic condition® dence
creating necessary poll the indepen A

1 : f
the rest of the world to facilitate the defence ©

temritorial integrity of all Afric
fostering national self reliance an

¢ at

ountries Whil
an coufl developments

d rapid economic
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- promoting equality and self reliance in Africa and the rest of the woyg
promoting and defending social justice and respect for human dignity’
especially the di gnity of the black man, \

- defending and promoting world peace.

Apart from the first of these principles, the rest are concerned with
solidarity, promotion of mutual understanding and peace first in Africa,
and then in the world at large. It is from this angle that Nigera’s

perception of preventing and resolving African conflicts should be
understood.

Moreover, Nigeria, as an African state and as a member of the African
community, "must be very closely and very intimately connected with all
things pertaining to the African continent”. (Yoroms 1993:83). Given that
Nigeria is at the epicentre of the West African sub-region, accounting for
55 per cent of the region’s population, West African’s security and stability
is paramount to her. Nigeria, is also concerned with peace in the Affican
continent because she is bound together with other member states of the
O:AUa by the spirit of Pan African brotherhood. Lastly, at the global level,
Nigeria has been an active member of the United Nations organisalioﬂ
which itself serves as an instrument for defending Africans around the

globe. Given this position, African’s security is important to Nigenia: "for

zifl};q?reat"to Africaf’s se.curity is a direct or indirect threat to the SIJIV_i‘l’al

A ciif--étaf;ﬂ &f&cmusm, therefore, is a security doctrine that "PTOVJ;‘:;

vty m:‘ttlm common f.ocus gnd a common forum 1 sec

as well as in foreign policy" (Nweke. 1985:20-21)

In the pursuit of Pea —_
© ity i ' oer es
Charter of the OAU, e:nd SE-cul‘lty in the region, ngena recong \

: s
regard, she recogni pecially the principle of non-interference lﬂst:;
external assistance of th and respects the right of other states

peace-buildin hie kind which will improve their peace keeping 2"
consistently rgejecciggcuy in Africa. At the same time, Nigen? 0
_ : . . o
Intervene in interng) any action taken by any nation outside ALrC

1 < . as
always supported th Conﬂ} Cts on the continent. Therefore, ngcrﬁ: to
intervenc in interng ¢ pplication of peace keeping force s 2 meast” ¢
from being dﬁvzzailniontﬂlcts in order to "deter weaker, vulncrable ita y
. ') . ’ z
secunity” (Pelcovits;: 1933?2?5%8 of extra African powers for defen
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Ni ger}a s ?oqlmltment to international Pcac? and Security as well as its
pursuit within the framework of the United Nations, has seen h
participate actively in many Peace-Keeping operations ar:aund the wor;f
gince independence in 1960, Nigerian troops have been involved in about
15 UN-initiated Peace-keeping operations to date. The outcome of our
participation has been mutually beneficial to the United Nations and
Nigeria. Nigerian troops have distinguished themselves with a high
degree of performance in all the UN Peace-keeping operations. Our
standards compare favourably with the best around the world. This had
been amply demonstrated by the fact, for instance, that Nigeria has
provided 4 out of 9 UN Force Commanders from Africa. On our part, we
have acquired a lot of expertise which stands us in good stead relative the
most experienced countries in this area. We have put all this wealth of
experience at the disposal of Africa through the OAU and the West
African Sub-region through ECOWAS.

With regard to the OAU, our record in Peace-Keeping is impeccable and
exemplary. Between 1960 and now, Nigeria played a leading part in
Peace-Keeping Operations under the auspices of the OAU. The History
of Nigeria mediation efforts in the OAU is well known 10 all. Hovfrevcr,
her burden was increased in the OAU Peace-Keeping operation m.ﬂ]e
Republic of Chad in 1981. Nigeria was called upon to lead this operation,
by providing the Force Commander and the largest contingent.
Furthermore, contrary to expectation, Nigeria also largely fﬂo‘?d the bill
for that operation. We have therefore counted on cost as 100 high to pay
for Africa’s Peace and Security, and we will continue 0 do so. But this

o The
. : ch ork established by the OAU.
will have to be within the framewor rve Africa effectively

framework for the management by the OAU will se
if it is allowed to work. (

a sub-
Here in West Africa, we have developed through ECOMOG,

: ich i jque an -
regional multi-lateral approach to Peﬁce'Kee(l;”.lg :’meh I;qgssqgfrican |
effective. Whatever anyone Says ECOMO® Liberia and will yield

Peace-Keeping model which has serve
desired result in Sierra Leone. T
because member states cooperated and $
arrangement for Peace-Keeping 4 . ;
channelled their assistance through the Sub-reglor: 1o co-ordina® auF
ECOMOG operation afforded US the Opportmgty d training different

. an
countries with different philosophlcal packgrous! o
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equipment, but under the same command. Today, we can justifiably fee]
proud that we in the Sub-region have enhanced our capacity for Peace
Keeping, Peace making and Peace Building. The benefits of the
ECOMOG experience are not being enjoyed by West Africa alone. Even
Europe is now a beneficiary. For, it was ECOMOG which first
demonstrated the skills to change an operation from Peace-keeping to
Peace Enforcement and then to Peace Building. This method was
borrowed by NATO in handling the situation in Bosnia. It will be recalled
that it was not until the operations in Bosnia shifted to Peace Enforcement
through IFOR, that the Dayton agreements were made possible. With
Dayton in place, the operation shifted to Peace Building through SFOR.
We note with satisfaction, that the ideas, skills and techniques which were
successfully developed by ECOMOG have been put to effective use in
Europe. In the light of this development, which we need in Africa today
is the kind of external assistance which will strengthen rather than weaken
the arrangements, already in place. The question to ask at this point is

whether the US-sponsored African Crisis Response Initiative is likely to
assist in this process or simply draw us back?

THE AFRICAN CRISIS
RESPONSE INITIATIVE (ACRI)

The idea of extra-African involvement or intrusion in the resolution of

conflicts in Africa is not new. It will be recalled that in the mid 1970s
when rampant mercenary attacks and foreign invasion of a number of

African States were becoming a cause of concern, efforts were made by

.some external pov?ers' t-o work out a security mode! through which they
intended to commit their military contingencies to the Security of Africa.

The initial proposa:l Was [0 construct an Inter-African security Force. This
proposal was considered in Dakar at

: the summit of Francophone states if
g;itff?;émm{er i My 1978 it was further deliberated upon at the

_on Summil In Paris. The proposal was finally presented tO
NATO meeting in Washington DC

: . by the French President. At the end of
the Washington summit some members of NATO, notably, United States

]t?)nxtr?::; il;r E;la(.::s We.;t f‘emaﬂ}’ and Belgium who bought the idea decide
reacted accordi oﬂl . o 11.978 o concretise actions on the plan. Ni geria
;42 ety and wotally reject(ed) as an instrument of neo-
colonialism any collective security scheme for Africa fashioned ar
African Journal
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teleguided from outside Africa for the economic, political or military
interest of any super power bloc. It is an insult to the dignity and intellect
of the African man" (Okolo: 1984:74). Indeed the perception of Nigeria
has been that her national security would best be promoted by a regional
security arrangement developed and manned by Africans themselves
(Okolo: 1984: 74). It is against this background that America’s
sponsorship of an African Crisis Response Initiative (ACRI) needs to be

examined).

It may seem that the original conception of the initiative started in October
1996 when former United States Secretary of State, Warren Christopher,
first outlined while meeting with officials of the Organization of African
Unity, the intention of the US in peacekeeping. As earlier pointed out, the
ambition of NATO, through some of its members, to control the security
of Africa dates back to 1977. Prior to that in 1976, the United States
government circulated a letter to individual African Heads of State and
Government indicating her disapproval of the MPLA government in
Angola which was being supported by the Soviet Union. In the letter
President Gerald Ford stated that "the objective of US pelicy in Angola
has been to counter efforts by the Soviet Union to impose one faction as
the govenment of Angola. Our view has been that only a government
composed of all groups can claim to represent that country. We have
refrained from recognising any faction as the government ". (See Usman
- 1980: 287). Accordingly the former Nigerian Head of State, General
Murtala Muhammed reacted to the US position at the extra-ordinary
summit of the OAU in Addis Ababa in 1976: '

If Africa does in fact rank so low in United States’ concern, it
becomes even irritating that an American administration should
suddenly take upon itself to dictate to this august assembly how to
settle an African problem... Not content with its clandestine
Support and outpouring of arms into Angola to create conflict and
!Jloodshcd, the United States President took upon himself to
instruct African Heads of State and Government, by a circular
letter, to insist on the withdrawal of Soviet and Cuban advisers
from Angola as precondition for the withdrawal of South Africa
and other military adventurers. This constitutes a most intolerable
Presumption and a flagrant insult on the intelligence of Affican
F‘lf’r S.... Africa has come of age. It should no longer take O{defs

fom any country, however, powerful. The future of Africa is 1n
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our hands to make or mar (See Wilmont: 1980: 179-186).

From all indications, the same episode is about to replay in a situatiop
where African initiatives in peace keeping are not appreciated. Rather, 4
new attempt is being made to pursue a one-polar - unilateral approach 1o
Peace Keeping in Africa. This is what the US-sponsored African Crisis
Resolution Initiative is all about. To us, the African Crisis Response
Initiative has its origin in the American mentality that it is "Bound to lead"
the rest of the world (Nye: 1990). In 1989, Alan Tonelson argued that the
end of the Cold War would bring about a new version of American
isolationism and predicted the end of "American internationalism"
(Sokolsky 1995: 276). This argument, was however countered by
Sokolsky, who noted that it is unreasonable to expect the Americans and
their government to simply ignore 50 years of global leadership and
retreat into mythical era of splendid isolation (Ibid. 27). The Americans
have accused President Bill Clinton’s administration of lack of
consistency and leadership in foreign policy, especially over its position
on international peace keeping in the wake of apparent failures and
confusion in the former Bosnia - Herzegovina and in Somalia (Sokolsky
1995: 267). In the light of this accusation, the administration decided to
come out with a Presidential Decision Directive (PPD - 25) which is now
published as a "National Security Strategic Engagement and Enlargement"
(NSS?E‘E) in February 1995. The policy set out broad issues dealing with
security, economic and political development in relation to patterning o
American interests in the world, In Africa, the strategy is to seek 10

identify and address the root cause of conflict and disasters before they
erupt (NSSEE 1995: 31

that: -320. The Presidential Directive further noted

In Somallla, our forces broke through the chaos that prevented the
}?mducnon of relief supplies. US Forces prevented the death of
qnd_reds of thousands of Som alis and theis timed over e
III{I:VSZ;?; tgugali Peace Keepers from over a score nations. In
in providing h »Angola and Liberia, we have taken an active ©0¢
Such Bffortgb Umanitarian relief to those displaced by violence-
limited in 4 Y the US and the International Community must b
Dpponunltyu:‘atmn and designed to give the people of a nati?n the
Tﬁspﬁnsibiﬁt; t};ut their house in order, In the final analysis: ﬂ;:
(NSSEE: 1995:3r2)t.he fate of a nation rests with its own peoP
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Presidential Directive, the US National Security
adviser for African :Alfff:-l'.il's, Amb Jo_seph" Wilson, 'desi;:r?});d the Af?;]z:r"l
Crisis Response Initiative (ACE'U) as 'a capacity-bui mg'prog :
whose aim is to enhance "the 'Afncan ability to respond to African cn'sa;:s
quickly without having to wait for other laborious processes to kick in".
The ACRI, he further explained would be "a peacekeeping mecham.sm
that could be brought together on short notice" rather than a stand}ng
Army. The US explain that in implementing ACRI, the peac..ekecpmg
skills in selecting military units would be upgraded; an environment
would be created to get African countries talking and working together
about collective defence and security thereby creating confidence and
trust, and consequently reducing political tension between and among
neighbours in order to attain the goals of political and economic progress.
(see Daily Times (Lagos), 15 September, 1997, The Guardian (Lagos)
July 18, 1997, Corey 1996 and Fullerton 1997).

In keeping with this

The initiative is expected to have an initial take-off force of about 10,000
African Soldiers with training and equipment assisted by the international
community. Ambassador Marshall F. McCallie, former US Ambassador
to Namibia was despatched to Europe to discuss with possible and
potential contributors to the programme. The former US Secretary of
State Warren Christopher, who briefed the OAU in October 1996 about
the programme, also pointed out to the African countries he visited, that
the United States needed to work in partnership with Africa to meet the
global challenges of our time. These include the fight against Nuclear
t’;::l;rffl‘-zﬂup, narcotics a‘_nd crim-es, and in working together to deal with
helo A}I;il;atwe of protecting and improving our environment. "We want to
S, iachfeve its .enormf_:)us Porenrfa[s... We want to with Africans to
i s l;::nl'i_;O"l:cz‘s which claim innocent l.z've-s and thwart your progress
note the Acgrfz Q’fa"d Prosperzp:, j' he said (Corey: 1996:1). Here, we
benevolence OI:Si10 more strategic interest to the US rather than an act of
er part towards Africa.

According to Sug
18 dﬁfen_ding the
om Africa. Th
the grOang !nﬂ
Weapong prolife

an Ri(fﬁ, then Clinton’s nominee for Assistant Secretary
a Affairs, a major focus of US strategic efforts in Africa
Us from the real national security threats that emanate
ese include "State-sponsored terrorism, narcotic flows,
uence in Africa of such pariah states as Libya and Iran,
ration, environmental degradation and disease". (Daily

Afriegy Journal
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Times September 15, 1997). Indeed, some countries have accepted ang
offered their Armed Forces for training within the framework of ACRL
On the other hand, some African countries are opposed to the initiative.
The question that bothers our mind is should we be concretising the
existing structures to enhance African Security or do we build new ones?

AFRICA’S SECURITY REGIME AS INSTRUMENT
OF CONFLICT PREVENTION AND RESOLUTION.

The violent conflicts and wars which the end of Cold War seemed to
unleash have made the need for an African Security regime both obvious
and urgent. To address this situation, a number of security arrangements

are being put in place at sub-regional levels under the co-ordinating
influence of the OAU.

Thus in West Africa, member states decided to sign the Protocols of

Mutual Defence:- and Non-Aggression in 1978 and 1981 respectively. And
in Southern Africa, SADC had in 1992, signed into existence an organ for

political, Defence and Security System. By 1993 this was strengthened by
| a frame-work for buildi

it ng sub-regional community. As Guraba pointed

;I.?h?:gh Occasion has not arisen for testing SADC’s security arran gemfam
enms over th_e last seven years demonstrated the problems that could_ be
— 111;?:1:: In the Prevention and resolution of conflicts in Afnca:
199’7113)_ mechanism of 5“b‘fﬁgiona1 SBCllrity arrangements (Ga.ruba.

Thus Afl'lca fo s
. » 10 the Libery e ¢ its OWR
Secunity regime, The an Crisis has started to construc

L building of : : an African
Perspective is bageq on (Gurahf: 1995;'.?3‘;“11@ regime from

(a) regional Security Complexeg
(b) convergent expectations, and

African Journg)

page 82
-



-~ el

(c) reciprocity
he above that ECOWAS, SAD_C, QAU and UI\_I have
hecome instruments of institutional capacity-building for the creation of

oime. The OAU has gone a step further to establish

1 African SCCllI'irY reg . ’ _
anfchmﬁsm for Conflict Prevention, Management and Resolution. With

its Early Wamning System, effective co-ordjnatipg and logistics measures
are being put in place to prevent the eruption ott violent c_onﬂlcts.
ECOWAS is working towards setting up its conflict prevention and
management system which will work hand in hand with member states to
ensure that conflicts are arrested.

Given the performance of ECOWAS in the Liberian Civil war, James L.
Wood, the African specialist at the US State Department stated, while

briefing the US Congress in 1993 that:

It is in the light of t

The Nigerian contribution has been absolutely to the success of
ECOMOG. Nigeria’s manpower and logistics contribution are critical to
the operational capability of the entire regional force ... of course,
E(_:QMOG’S operation in Liberia have not been flawless from either a
::';‘ﬁfly or political perspective, but the Nigerians have demonstrated
evgr ;;:I*:Sr;hat' few other Sub-Saharan militaries ... have and none has
IUEiStically Squl;g:‘([iatgi ieplonstra.lt.e: namely' Fhe ablht?r to. (?eplqy. and
plan and conduct CO-ordiIS:{:::deq}u:al-em' Acldltlonally. Nigeria’s ability to
4 relatively effective cou talf3 and and sea operations and to conduct
Impressive, . If we ever nier-insurgency campaign has also been
Op €rations) usipg Af?'icanwtfm " Ingage o TEO -(Peace Keeping
ery much in mingd ( oops, we should keep Nigeria’s potential
Ihe News, Lagos) August 1993,

The abo

Ve g

ceping opet:;innim h;g underscored the importance of Nigeria in peace
L e » .

Under Constitut 1g€ria’s potential however, can only be utilised

ed instituti g
ex“a*l‘egiona] e tions and not through any bilateral means with an

CONCLUs10N

ln i

A.l'l'lqn Joumna
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Times 7). Indeed, some countries have acce

dstiul:;nﬁ;;ef ,Fi)?c?zs) for training within the framework of
offere hand, some African countries are opposed to the initiatiye
Oy/the Dﬂ%cr r:ihr;z‘ bothers our mind is should we be concretising the
Z:izti?lugezzzztures to enhance African Security or do we build new Ones?

Pted apg
of ACRy,

AFRICA’S SECURITY REGIME AS INSTRUMENT
OF CONFLICT PREVENTION AND RESOLUTION.

The violent conflicts and wars which the end of Colq War seemefi to
unleash have made the need for an African Security regime both obvu:lué
and urgent. To address thig situation, a number of security arrangeme

are being put in place at sub-regional levels under the co-ordinating
influence of the QAU

: of
Thus in West Africa, member states decided to sign the Pl'_Otf;COIZDd
Mutual Defence ang Non-Aggression in 1978 and 1981 respective }'-an -
in Southern Africa, SADC had in 1992, signed into existence an org

o k ‘b
political, Defence ang Security System. By 1993 this was strengthened by
a frame-work for build

inted
ng sub-regional community. As Guraba poin
out:

Though Occasion has not arisen for
in terms of Peace keeping,
Crisis over the last seven
€ncountered in

t
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the experience of ECOWAS in the Lluld be
years demonstrated the problems tha,t wAfric&
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“Tegional security arrangements (
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(c) reciprocity

It is in the light of the above that ECOWAS, SADC, OAU and UN have
become instruments of institutional capacity-building for the creation of
an African security regime. The OAU has gone a step further to establish
a Mechanism for Conflict Prevention, Management and Resolution. With
its Early Warning System, effective co-ordinating and logistics measures
are being put in place to prevent the eruption of violent conflicts.
ECOWAS 1is working towards setting up its conflict prevention and
management system which will work hand in hand with member states to
ensure that conflicts are arrested.

Given the performance of ECOWAS in the Liberian Civil war, James L.
Wood, the African specialist at the US State Department stated, while

briefing the US Congress in 1993 that:

The Nigerian contribution has been absolutely to the success of
ECOMOG. Nigeria's manpower and logistics contribution are critical to
the operational capability of the entire regional force ... of course,
ECOMOG's operation in Liberia have not been flawless from either 2
military or political perspective, but the Nigerians have demonstrated
capabilities that few other Sub-Saharan militaries ... Ih.ave and none ha;
ever been required to demonstrate. namely' Lhe ability t0 t?cplhi??{ a[tlo
logistically support a division equivalent. Additionally ngen; : ﬂe ; xig;ct
plan and conduct co-ordinated air, land and sea opcréﬂﬂﬂshi a?so -
a relatively effective counter-insurgency CamPalog”(Pmce Keeping
impressive... If we ever want

{0 engage in PK -
oeria’s potential
Operations) using African troops, we should keep Nigeria’s pote

993.
very much in mind (The News, Lagos) August | 9

- Nigeria in peaceé
The above statement has underscored The 1mpt;5t:fce ca?:f g n;gy be utilis
Weeping opema LS Blerte’s potentlﬂl hc;lwan t;ilateral means with an
under constituted institutions and not through any

extra-regional power.

CONCLUSION '
ping

P.g‘ n
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in Africa. In doing so, we have argued that effective peace keeping iy
Africa can only work within the framework of sub-regional and region,
organizations in the continent and the UN rather than one-polar-unilatery
approach. If the US has Africa at heart she should entrust the QA
ECOWAS, SADC and the UN with whatever material, logistics apg
support at her disposal. The one-polar unilateral approach to security by
the United States has the tendency to over-secure a part of the whole ang
vwill almost certainly be limited by the insecurity of the rest" (Ochoche
1997: 26-27). This will not augur well for African peace and security,
neither will it be for the promotion of global understanding.

We therefore, wish to conclude with a few suggestions from the foregoing
discussion. First, we suggest that those who truly want to help Africa in
the era of peace-keeping should channel all their support through our
typically African institutions such as ECOWAS, SADC and the OAU.

This is with a view to strengthening the capacity of existing arrangements
as the UN has done with ECOMOG in Liberia and now Sierra Leone.

Secondly, we believe that ECOMOG has established a model to be copied.
developed, and used in Africa. Through our experience in ECOMOG, ¥¢
have a_chicved a high degree of international military co-operation in join!
operations which should be assisted and developed. The UN-sponsored

kaRI is therefore, an obstacle to the development of indigenous capacity
1 the area of peace-keeping and peace-building.

Thirdly, we in Nigeria believe that we have the ideas, skills and experict®
required to assist in the ca

i 145 . . at WE

need is the logist; pacity-building process in Africa. Wh;: e
S Af'e' OBISlic and material support to share our experiences wit

S hicans as we are doing in West Africa at the moment. Nigera o

Cchri: this business for a long time and has gained the necassﬁc&

nce. Beside, there is attendance towards greater convergen”

among Afri : i
gove:-i :incan Countries today as we are all moving towards demoCTa
€ and respect for human rights.
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