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Desperate African Presidents Court
Self-Destruction in Nepad Plan

by David Cherry

Discussion at the dinner table in the ramshackle mansion re-
volves around how to bring the household to prosperity. The
family bookkeeper, known to all as an accomplished loan
shark, embezzler, and murderer, isquietly present. Everyone
knows what he has done to bring them down, but no one
dares mention him, except occasionally to acknowledge his
substantial contributions to the household's management. In
fact, it isagreed that the way to achieve prosperity isto bring
in the bookkeeper’s dying patron and mentor, dissolute and
penniless, who still operateslike amafiadon. Y et, thisfami-
ly’s fatal discussion is being led by its most energetic and
seemingly brightest member.

The household is Africa; its Presidents sit at the table.
South African President Thabo Mbeki leads the discussion.
The bookkeeper is the International Monetary Fund (IMF)
and the World Bank, acknowledged favorably in the basic
document of the new, comprehensive plan for Africa, the
New Partnership for Africa’s Development (Nepad), which
proposes a policy of privatization and free trade, to attract
privateforeigninvestment fromthecurrent, expiringfinancial
system—the patron of the IMF and World Bank. Why is
this happening?

The Group of Eight meeting scheduled for June 26-27 in
the Canadian town of Kananaskis, Alberta, is expected to
be dominated by discussion and almost certain approval of
Nepad. This“new partnership” is abold and sweeping plan
conceived entirely by African leaders as a holistic, compre-
hensive, integrated strategic framework for the socio-eco-
nomicdevelopment of Africa. Itisacall totherest of theworld
to provide private investment, and in this way to become a
partner with Africain her own development on the basis of
her own agenda and program of action. It will be African led
and managed. African leaderswill not allow any stringsto be
attached by their partners in the West. Nepad foresees the
spending of hundreds of billions of dollars in the next few
years on roads, clean water systems, electricity and telecom-
munications infrastructure, health, and schools. The agricul-
tural plan will enable the reduction of poverty levels by half
by the year 2015.

Such, at leadt, are the claims made by leading African
Presidentsand by their Nepad documentation. Thefiveinitiat-
ing Presidents are Thabo Mbeki of South Africa, Abdoulaye
Wade of Senegal, Olusegun Obasanjo of Nigeria, Abdelaziz
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Bouteflikaof Algeria, and Hosni Mubarak of Egypt. Unfortu-
nately, the planisafantasy.

Itisnot difficult for African leadersto succumb to such a
mirage: Nearly half of the African population lives on less
than $1 a day. Only 16% of African roads are paved. Less
thanoneinfive Africansuseselectricity. Y et Africansconsti-
tute 10% of theworld’' speople. And now, after two disastrous
harvests because of drought and floodsin southern Africa, 10
to 19 million Africans face starvation, according to UN esti-
mates.

The Boundary Conditions

What are the motives of the Anglo-American powerswho
are meant to be Africa’ s partners? In the 1970s, the Club of
Rome declared that the world—and Africa—were severely
overpopulated. When EIR showed the computer modellers
that with industrialization, Africa could support a vastly
larger population, they responded that their calcul ationswere
based on the assumption that therewould be no industrializa-
tion in Africal The Club of Rome's conclusions became
dogmain Europeand America. Secretary of StateHenry Kiss-
inger’s National Security Study Memorandum 200 (Decem-
ber 1974) identified population growth in the devel oping sec-
tor asasecurity threat to the United States.

Thedepopulation policy isstill ineffect, astherecent case
of Maawi shows. In 2000, the IMF forced Malawi to sell its
167,000 metrictonsof grainreservesto serviceitsdebt, aclear
case of premeditated genocide. Now, after the two disastrous
harvests, Malawi, with no reserves, is suffering from famine.

This genocidal intention represents a complete reversal
of the plans of President Franklin Delano Roosevelt to force
the British and French out of their colonial holdings after
World War 1. Eveninto the 1960s, some of the Rooseveltian
impulseswere still manifest. With the assassination of Presi-
dent John Kennedy, the financial elite accomplished a coup
that snuffed out these impulses: It began to channel invest-
ment flows into speculative and purely “extractive” activity,
and away from productive uses, a shift which has become
increasingly severeever since. Thedevastating consequences
have included the adoption of the Malthusian policy just de-
scribed.

Another consequence is that the productive and creative
capabilities of Africa’s would-be partners have been, and
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arebeing, systematically destroyed, as
EIR has documented. They can now
finance anything (except production
of real goods); they can now produce
nothing (except mountains of worth-
less financia paper, including unpay-
able Third World debt). They verge
upon a militarized world system of
“perpetua war,” modelled on the Ro-
man Empire. Any plans of the Anglo-
Americanpowersfor Africawill have,
as a major motivation, the increased
exploitation of Africaas abase of op-
erations, asource of oil and gas, and a
source of mineral wealth, especially
those metals—platinum, chromium,
manganese—needed for advanced
military technology that arenot widely
dispersed in the Earth’s crust, but are
found in southern Africa.

A State of Denial

Do the authors of the Nepad plan
take account of these boundary condi-
tions? Do they recognize the com-

Attempting the impossible—
a“ new partnership” with
thefatal IMF. Thefive
sponsoring Presidents of the
New Partner ship for
African Devel opment
(clockwise): Thabo Mbeki

of South Africa; Olusegun
Obesanjo of Nigeria;
Abdelaziz Bouteflika of
Algeria; Hosni Mubarak of
Egypt; Abdoulaye Wade of
Senegal.

bined process of economiclootingand

political-military recolonization? The

African Presidents show a remarkable state of denial, al-
though Africanlegislators, tradeunionleaders, and intell ectu-
als are up in arms over the depredations of the IMF and
World Bank.

Inreferencing Africa shistory, the Presidentsrefer to the
legacy of colonialism, but, instead of telling the truth about
the current state of IMF/World Bank debt slavery, Nepad's
Article 24 states, “ The structural adjustment programs of the
1980s provided only a partial solution. ... Consequently,
only afew countries managed to achieve sustainable higher
growth under these programs.”

They do not (and could not) nameany that achieved higher
growth thus. They politely notethat “ credit hasled to the debt
deadlock. . . . The limits of this option have been reached”
(Article3). Nevertheless, they intend to continue cooperating
with these deadly ingtitutions.

What isworse, the broad pattern of Nepad isthat partici-
pating African governments will take collective responsibil-
ity for imposing onthemsel vesthe kinds of destructive, mone-
tarist burdens and controls the IMF and World Bank have so
far been solely responsible for. Nepad will “adopt standards
and targets for fiscal and monetary policies’ (Article 49). A
task force of ministries of finance and central banks is to
“recommend standards, i ncluding of publicfinancial manage-
ment, and targets” (Article 89). Without adifferent economic
theory and arejection of the IMF and World Bank, theinexo-
rable logic of the existing system will govern them.
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Instead of opposing globalization, Nepad considers that
Africahas suffered from being left out, “marginalization . . .
from the globalization process’ (Article 2). It is no surprise
that privatization and theelimination of government subsidies
for agriculture are on the Nepad agenda.

Nepad also has provisions committing African govern-
mentsto“ good governance” asaway of providingan environ-
ment in whichinvestmentswill bear fruit. Theideaispopular
with many Africans, who thirst for good governance. These
provisionsinclude “alowing for the existence of several po-
litical parties and workers' unions, and fair, open and demo-
cratic elections periodically organized to enable people to
choosetheir leadersfreely” (Article 79). Economic sanctions
may be used to enforce these requirements.

Nothing is said, however, to limit the freedom of the An-
glo-American powersto fund and steer opposition parties as
away of controlling African governments, despite the case
of Zimbabwethisyear, in which British Prime Minister Tony
Blair madeclear that if the British-sponsored opposition party
lost, Britain would not consider it afair election. Britain and
the Netherlands are still broadcasting propagandainto Zim-
babwe by shortwave, intended to overturn the elected gov-
ernment.

The Discovery of Africa

The Nepad plan is sometimes called the “brainchild” of
South African President Mbeki, its most energetic exponent;
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or,itissometimessaid, it was*“ conceived entirely by African
leaders.” Here is a plan hostile to the most fundamental
interests of Africans; it coincides, however, with thethinking
of the now-desperate Anglo-American financial interests. It
is safe to conclude that one thing the African Presidents
cannot be blamed for, is the conceptua authorship of Nepad.
At least one of the initiators, Nigerian President Obasanjo,
has et dip that he smells arat, even while he plunges ahead.
In his address to the March UN Conference on Financing
Development, in Monterrey, Mexico, he said, “We must
guard that Nepad is not being turned against us as a tool
for new conditionality.” Only the desperate can suffer from
such delusion.

Theintenseenergy of European and North American gov-
ernmentsinworking toward Nepad suggeststhat thereismore
to Nepad than meets the eye. Africa had been officially and
publicly written off by the Anglo-American powers for the
past two decades—until now. Consider just someof thediplo-
macy carried out from February through May: On Feb. 6-10,
British PrimeMinister Tony Blair and | nternational Develop-
ment Minister Clare Short visited Nigeria, Ghana, SierralLe-
one, and Senegal. On Feb. 8, Several African Presidents met
French President Jacques Chirac in Paris; then on Feb. 11,
Blair and ahigh-level representative of Chirac met President
Abdoulaye Wade of Senegal in Dakar. A week later, the G-8

contact group for Nepad—including representativesof Blair,
Chirac, Canadian Prime Minister Jean Chrétien, and the U.S.
State Department—met with the Nepad secretariat (one of
six such meetings altogether). Chirac’ s representative on the
contact group is former IMF Managing Director Michel
Camdessus.

On Feb. 18-25, IMF Managing Director Horst Kohler
and World Bank President James Wolfensohn toured Africa
together, held regional summits in Mali and Tanzania, and
visited Nigeriaand Kenya. On Feb. 26, the Presidents of An-
gola, Mozambique, and Botswana met President George
BushinWashington. On April 2-13, Canadian PrimeMinister
Chrétien made a seven-nation tour of Africa that included
the four original sponsors of Nepad—South Africa, Nigeria,
Senegal, and Algeria.

And finally, with great worldwide fanfare, in late May
U.S. Treasury Secretary Paul O’ Neill and Irishrock star Bono
made their celebrated tour of Ethiopia, Ghana, Uganda, and
South Africa.

Widespread Opposition

Thereisextensive opposition to Nepad, at least in South-
ern Africa, but because of the respect still accorded President
Mbeki and the strong pressures exerted by his office and his
allies in the Nepad undertaking, this opposition is not yet

Nepad History and
Organization at a Glance

Nepad is the New Partnership for Africa' s Development,
the end result of the merging and revising of previous
proposals. Theimmediately preceding version was called
theNew Africalnitiative (NAI). NAl wasapproved by the
Organization for African Unity (OAU) summit in July
2001, and approved in principle the same month by the G-
8 meeting in Genoa. Itspolicy framework wasfinalized on
Oct. 23, 2001, in Abuja, Nigeria, when it was renamed
Nepad. (NAI was too close to the Afrikaans naai, which,
when used as slang, means “to screw.”)

The “partnership” in the Nepad name is between the
Nepad organization and its member governments, on the
onehand, and principally the G-8 group of advanced sector
countries, with the Organization for Economic Coopera-
tion and Devel opment (OECD) and European Union (EU)
taking a strong cooperating interest. At ameeting in Ma-
puto, MozambiqueonMay 14-17, G-8representativespre-
sented to the Nepad Steering Committeetheir “AfricaAc-
tion Plan,” which is not expected to be made public until

the G-8 meeting in Kananaskis, Alberta, in late June.

Nepad isaproject of the OAU and of its successor, the
African Union (AU). It is “the socio-economic develop-
ment blueprint for the AU to implement its objectives.”
The AU, loosely modelled on the EU, is intended to be
moresuccessful thanthe OAU in curtailing national sover-
eignty, and seeks to unify the continent poalitically, so-
cialy, and economically. The AU founding summit is
scheduled for July 2002 in Durban, South Africa. Thefirst
head of the African Unionisto be South African President
Thabo Mbeki.

The Nepad Steering Committee consists of the per-
sonal representatives of the five initiating Presidents—
those of South Africa, Nigeria, Senegal, Algeria, and
Egypt. Its chairman is Prof. Wiseman Nkuhlu, Mbeki’s
representative.

The Nepad Secretariat, headed by Steering Committee
Chairman Nkuhlu, islocated at the Development Bank of
Southern Africa (DBSA) at Midrand, near Johannesburg,
South Africa. Nkuhlu is chairman of DBSA.

The plan, in 205 points, entitled The New Partnership
for Africa’s Development (Nepad), dated Abuja, Nigeria,
October 2001, may be found at this web page: www.afri-
cainitiative.org/Documents’/AA0010101.pdf The Nepad
website iswww.nepad.org.
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willing to oppose it by name.

One sign of widespread opposition is the announcement
by John Nkomo, the national chairman of the Zimbabwe rul-
ing party ZANU-PF, on May 21, that the national liberation
partiesnow in power in Southern Africaplantohold asummit
in Victoria Falls, Zimbabwe, in a few months, to address
orchestrated interference in African countries by foreignim-
perial forces, including globalization. According to the Her-
ald in Harare, “Comrade Nkomo said preliminary meetings
to examine the threat of a new wave of neo-colonialism”
had already been held with severa of the parties. The ruling
parties of Mozambique, Namibia, Angola, Zimbabwe, and
South Africa—all with fresh memories of armed struggle
against colonial rule—are to attend. The Botswana Demo-
cratic Party and theruling party of Zambiahave also beenin-
vited.

President Mugabe knows Nepad is aimed at his govern-
ment, but does not say so publicly. The Zambian government
of President Levy Mwanawasa, which has a good idea of
what physical-economic policy shouldbe (seeEIR, March 22,
2002), isa so facing an attempt—Dby the European Union—to
overturn the election that brought it to power in December
2001. So the Zambian government can see through Nepad
also. President Mwanawasa has emphatically defended Mu-
gabe’ sreelection on the grounds of national sovereignty.
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Indeed, theonly major African newspaper sofar to oppose
Nepad in an editorial, isZambia s Post published in the capi-
tal, Lusaka. But it, too, does not name Nepad. The May 24
editorial, entitled “Western Interests,” saysin part: “No mat-
ter how attractively these so-called solutionsto Africa svast
problems are being packaged or what they are being named,
the Western policiesare conveniently put in place not for our
benefit, but to continue undermining us. ... Through this
package being called globalization and liberalization, trans-
national corporations and institutions are fast taking over
nearly al sectors.”

The Congress of South African Trade Unions (Cosatu)
has criticized Nepad by name, but it has only managed to
damn it with faint praise. After a meeting of its Executive
Committee on May 29-30, General Secretary Zwelinzima
Vavi characterized Cosatu’ sconclusionsin theseterms: “ Co-
satu welcomes Nepad, but it has been devel oped without the
participation of the masses and popularly elected African
ministers. . . . Nepad needs the participation of African trade
unions.” But he also pointed out that “democracy is not pro-
tected” by Nepad.

Most public opposition attacks Nepad indirectly by treat-
ing Zimbabwe asatest case. That is, by attacking the ongoing
Anglo-American attempt to impose a government of itsown
choice on Zimbabwe, the opponentsimplicitly attack Nepad.
Mbeki, Obasanjo, and Nepad Steering Committee Chairman
Wiseman Nkuhlu have covered themselves by loudly joining
in the defense of the Mugabe government.

But thisiswhere push comesto shove. The Anglo-Ameri-
can powers have kept the theme in the press since Mugabe's
reelection, that the credibility of the Africansin the new part-
nership depends on their arranging a new election in Zim-
babwe. TheWashington Post |ead editorial of May 6 declared,
“If Africa’'s new partnership means anything, it is that the
continent’ s leaders must tell Mr. Mugabe to stop terrorizing
hiscountry and call fresh elections. But Africa sleadershave
equivocated. Mr. Obasanjoand Mr. Mbeki played their partin
expelling [suspending] Zimbabwe from the Commonwealth,
much to their credit. But, they have not used their partnership
asatool to squeeze him.”

Since the opposition to Nepad has united around the prin-
ciple that Mugabe not be thrown to the lions, Mbeki, Oba
sanjo, and Nkuhlu are caught in between. The vise tightened
in the last week of May, when the ruling parties of Angola,
Botswana, Malawi, Mozambique, Namibia, South Africa,
Tanzania, and Zimbabwe—not waiting for the planned Vic-
tory Fallsconference—met in Windhoek, the Namibian capi-
tal, to pass aresol ution congratul ating Mugabe on hisvictory
and condemning“ attemptstoinstall puppet regimesthat guar-
antee the exploitation of our resources.” They acknowledged
that the intense international focus on Zimbabwe was a re-
flection of British and Western interests in Zimbabwe and
Southern Africa. Namibian President Sam Nujoma had the
courage to warn of Nepad' s dangers.
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