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Introduction

The Sierra Leone civil war (1991-2002) was the nmo#tless in the history of the West African
civil conflicts that erupted after the end of thel@€War. This is because the combatants did not
follow international humanitarian law (IHL). The wadded new terminologit$o the atrocities
of war and the killing of innocent civilians usingder aged as child soldiers contrary to the fact
that this group has legal protection under mangrirdgtional conventions. The Sierra Leone civil
war that started on 23 March 1991 was a deep tifteof the beginning of the geographic
spillover of instability in the West African subgien. Although the proximate endogenous
factors are intrinsically linked to issues of matadistration and state patrimonialism and neo-
patrimonialism that resulted in utter poverty, tegternal dimensions are linked to the
snowballing effects of the first Liberian civil wal989-1996) orchestrated by Charles Taylor.

The Sierra Leone warshows the linkage between eming and exogenous variables as
causes of internal wars. The root-causes of theinw&ierra Leone aremany and their internal
and external dynamics are intertwined. Despitendtural resource endowments,Sierra Leone
suffers from the so-called paradoxes of the pleoityerwise known as ‘resource curse’. This is a
situation that is common to many resource-rich dsini countries In fact, Sierra Leone has
consistently been found among the poorest countfitise world. Generally, two main traits are
outstanding as the consequences of the exploitattbrmatural resources inAfrica. The
exploitation ofmineral resources in commercial ditgnhas led to economic collapse and
political instability with the same end product, ialh put the masses as casualties at the
periphery of the socio-economic schemes of thiiigss irony is encapsulated by this revealing

fable on Sierra Leone thtis

At the time of creation, it is said, God creatdthg country rich in mineral wealth, with

diamonds, gold, bauxite, rutile, iron ore, chronated platinum; an abundance of off-
shore fish; relatively fertile land; and plenty mafinfall. People from the neighbouring
territories became furious and demanded equalmesat God, however, cautioned
them with the caveat that they should wait andvelegt kind of government would rule
over Sierra Leone (Zack-Williams, 1990:22).

From the foregoing analysis,this paperuses thergheb state elitisni' to explain how the
rulingelite in Sierra Leone mismanaged the econang disempowered the people. The
misgovernance was carried out through bad socia@u@ policies that promoted social

injustice and mortgaged Sierra Leone’s future kapping the populace into the carnage,



affliction and other concurrent effects of civil mahen the Revolutionary United Front (RUF)
allowed atrocious violence to run free on its hedglinnocent victims.

The root of the Sierra Leone civil conflict is pgrlinked to Liberia when in 1989
Charles Taylor's National Patriotic Front of Liber(NPFL) launched an insurgency against
Samuel Doe’s regime. Since then, the West Afriecdiregion had lost its political stability. The
form of instability that was associated with vidl@egime change was the intervention of the

military elite in the governance of some Africaruntries®

Sierra Leone: A Mosaic of Ethno-Linguistic People ad Socio-Economic Competition

The sociological configuration of Sierra Leone igltivariate with a density of settlers who had
had a stint with the Western world during the slénagle. Alie (1990:6) explains that Sierra
Leone is made up of 17 ethnic groups that can bilatl into three main ethno- linguistic
groups, namely the Mande, Mel, and others. The Magdup comprises the “Mende, Loko,
Kono, Vai (Gallinas), Soso, Yalunka, Koranko, andcdihgo”; while the “Temne, Sherbro
(Bullom), Krim, Kissi, and Gola” ethno-linguisticategory form the Mel group; and the third
grouping consists of the “Limba, Fula, Kru, and&r{Alie, 1990:11). Quoting Alie further, it is
worth noting that on the one hand, theLimba aregeized among the earliest inhabitants of the
present day Sierra Leone, and on the other haadBuHom are among “the oldest inhabitants of
the Sierra Leone coast” (Alie, 1990:12). Numerigallhe Temne and the Mende are the
dominant ethnic groups in the demographic settihghe country (Ogunmola and Badmus,
2006:82). The total population of Sierra Leon@®7 was estimated atover 6 million (World
Bank, 2009).The World Development Indicators Dasabaf the statistics of the ethnic
composition of Sierra Leone is as follows: Temne 30%, Mende 30%, other ethnic groups
represent 30%, while the Krio are 10% of the pojarta

Like other parts of coastal Sub-Saharan Africas81e shores of Sierra Leone became
anchor points for slave trade. Later on the amtsimovement had some backlash effects on the
Sierra Leonean society. Nevertheless, the ethnitslzape changed when the British decided to
look for an outlet for returnee slaves and bouglpiexe of land from KoyaTemne chiefs to
resettle some ofthe freed slaves known as creol&si@. Young (1976:91-92) observes that the

shoreline of Sierra Leone was used as a placeefastditlement of the freed slaves and “a



hinterland was attached which had no relationshifhé returned slaves, partly acculturated by
their residence beyond seas.”

With this arrangement, “freed slaves...who represes$ than 3% of the population
became part of the ethnic configuration in Siereme. The Creole, with their vantage position
and background in education, became politically argdorically dominant in Sierra Leone’s
life.” (Ogunmola and Badmus, 2006:83). However, thed issue became controversial and
pushed the Temne to be adversarial to the colobetause it seems that the KoyaTemne chiefs
had a different understanding of the terms of thee@ment because in Temne understanding
“land had only been leased, not sold”, what is mareTemne customary law “land was not
saleable.” (Alie, 1990: 62).

There were at least five successive waves ofesgtth Sierra Leone who had been
brought back by the Sierra Leone Company, an assaciof British philanthropists. Osae and
Odunsi (1973: 41) state that:

[tihere were the original settlers who had beemught from England in 1787 and their

descendants. Secondly, there were the Nova Scptimtgoes who had fought on the

side of the British during the War of Independeflzecause they had been promised

freedom and land to fight alongside the BritishjteA the war was over, for fear that

these Negroes might be victimized by the newly aioted United States of America,

the British Government had removed them to Novati&din order to fulfill their

promise].
The third wave was the Maroon slaves who ran away fJamaica after their revolt against the
Jamaican government. They were later subdued &ed ta the Sierra Leone colony via to Nova
Scotia (Osae and Odunsi, 1973: 41). There were meouyps of Africans who migrated to Sierra
Leone. The fourth contingent, which was the largeste, consisted of the “recaptive slaves” or
“liberated Africans” (Hirsch, 2001:23) who were migi from Nigerian descendants and were
Yoruba and Igbo. Osae and Odunsi(1973:42) argug tfd uring the 1820s and 1830s,
thousands of fresh recaptives were brought to &lezone. Many of them were Yoruba and Igbo
from Nigeria. It is said that there were as manysagenteen main distinct ethnic groups of
recaptives in Sierra Leone...The recaptives from Warland in Western Nigeria, known as
Aku, formed the dominant group.” A large numbetla# recaptives found solace in monotheism
while others still clung to the worship of tradi@ deities such aSangthe Yoruba god of
thunder (Alie, 1990:74). Some elements of Yorub#ucal and traditional values are still

noticeable in contemporary Sierra Leone (Persobsgivation, January 2009)



As a psychological phenomenon that was noticeahleng the slaves and first settlers in
other parts of Africa, the first settlers considkteemselves superior to the recaptives that were
seen virtually as outcasts(HampatéBa, 2002). Armvét western civilisation as a way of
climbing the social ladder and equipped with westeducation,Krio influence transcended
Sierra Leone and spread to other parts of Westd@fis well as to the administrative machinery
of British West Africa (Osae and Odunsi, 1973; Cdew 1977;Wyse, 1991). Furthermore, in the
political terrain of Sierra Leone, the Creoles lmeeaa power to be reckoned with as they were
represented in the Executive and Legislative Cdsinai the epoch (Crowder, 1977; Wyse,
1991).

1896is regarded as a turning point in the histdryhe Colony. In order to protect the
British trade and ward off the looming French tiseafter the defeat of SamoryTouré’s army,
and provide a secure naval base for its shipsBtiish government empowered the government
of the Colony to sign new treaties with the indiges chiefs and a Protectorate was proclaimed
(Osae and Odunsi, 1973:47). TheBritish politicahtsigy had been to sideline articulate and
progressive Sierra Leoneans. The colonial officasopted traditional chiefs who were more
receptive to colonial policies. Under the Britishdirect rule system, the chiefs were the
beneficiaries of the colonial administrationand evesuspiciousof the educated elite (Alie,
2006:8).

However, the Creoles political domination begarwame and finally became moribund
with the emergence of political consciousness antbeglite of the larger ethnic groups coupled
with the policy of political exclusion by the Bsti authorities against the Creoles (Hirsch,
2001:24). Unlike many African countries where etipoditics had resulted in acute regional
cleavages that undermined the unity of the couatttyhe end of colonialism; in Sierra Leone, it
was the acrimony, which the issue of citizenshipdmality generated, particularly the Creole
guestion brought about by the distinction betwdengeople of the Colony and the Protectorate
(Alie, 2006:35).

On the economic front, commerce became one ofrtip®itant aspects of the Creoles’
power base as they flood the Colony and Protee@fSierra Leone with their businesses. The
recaptives, owing to their business acumen and klebed by handsome returns from their

trade surmounted those social challenges and by:

the late 1850s, the social differences had becdoreed through ever-growing contact
between the two groups, especially through interiages. In the end, settlers and



recaptives became merged into the Creoles’ sooieSierra Leone (Osae and Odunsi,
1973:43).

The socio-economic configuration of Sierra Leoneanded considerably with the
discovery of diamonds in 1930 in Kono and Kenemstrizits. Saylor (1967:5%rgues that the
scramble for spontaneous wealth and diamonds aslyeaffected agricultural output. On the
one hand, the viability of agriculture was redud®d the prices the Marketing Board was
offering to farmers, while on the other hand, dmgcovery of new diamond mines attracted “an
estimated 50 000 to 100 000 Sierra Leoneans [wéfoltheir farms and jobs to prospect, both
legally and illegally for diamond’s in spite of nzadeportations, and in defiance of legislation
enacted to restrict such movements.” (Saylor, 1287:This scenario was a forerunner to the
neglect of the agricultural sector in the post-o@bperiod. Alie (2006:17) explains further that,
in order to avert a major social crisis, the cadbnjovernment was compelled to import

substantial quantities of rice to supplement th@elstic production as shown in the table below.

Table 1: Rice Imports, 1953-58

Year Qty (cwt) Value(£)
1953 108 364
1954 91,722 289,858
1955 421,314 968,018
1956 735,993 1,650,442
1957 631,033 1,429,270
1958 435,674 1,027,356

Source Sierra Leone Department of Commerce and Industry
Annual Reports-1953-58(cited in Alie, 2006:18).

This ugly trend would perennially plague post-inelegience Sierra Leone. For example, Hirsch
(2001:27) states that “local agriculture was sdyend in the Kono region as many workers
were drawn to mining.” Already in the early postié@gpendence years, Sierra Leone’s status had
changed from being an exporter to an importerad.fihe land issue became a real handicap for
the agricultural sector as farmers had to strugdfle miners for arable land that was incidentally
also useful for mining activities (Zack-Williams999:23). In the twilight of colonial rule, the

land issue was compounded by the introduction of eeport crops (coffee and cocoa), which



made traditional rulers more influential as theylestied money for land use and rents from the
mining areas (Zack-Williams, 1982:79-80).

The Post-Colonial Sierra Leone: The Failure of Padlical Leadership

Immediately after independence, the new Sierra éaonstate was enmeshed in a series of
political crises that impacted severely on natioiding. The first casualty of the inconsistent
government policies was the education sector. Atginning of the 2Dcentury, Sierra Leone
was the admiration of African intelligentsia owirtig the high standards of its system of
education, and the country was rightly called t¢hens of West Africa” (Hirsch, 2001:13).
The signs of institutional decay were quite dist#en Wyse (1991:110) notes that the victory of
the Sierra Leone Peoples Party (SLPP), led by SitoM Margai, at the 1961 Presidential
election, which was keenly contested by the All fte® Congress (APC), obliterated Creoles
political ambition but that victory “did not desyrdhe Krio people”. It is acknowledged that,
“the Mendes of southeastern Sierra Leone tradilipr@ovide the bulk of support for the
SLPP.” (Zack-Williams, 1999:150).

First of all, there was the crisis of successionegated by the demise of Sir Milton
Margai on 28 April 1964. Milton Margai had failed €énshrine mechanisms of succession in the
constitution. Although other party stalwarts wenérested in the political leadership of Sierra
Leone, the younger brother of the late Prime MarisSir Albert Margai, emerged as the new
Prime Minister to the detriment of the unity of {harty because those influential members of the
party felt offended. Moreover, Sir Albert Margaiddnot help matters by failing to pacify the
dissident members of the party who later stoochdspendent candidates, and he painfully tried
to push through his bill on one party system thas wirulently opposed by the APC (Alie,
2006:51). Therefore, it was on a slippery grourat the SLPP went to the 1967 Parliamentary
election. Although the Prime Minister tried to gito power, the SLPP lost to the APC.

Subsequently, the Governor-General appointed thdele of the APC, SiakaProbyn
Stevens as the new Prime Minister. However, ascesisued and the democratic process was
halted by the military when a faction loyal to tBePP led by the Army Commander, Brigadier
David Lansana, struck on 21 March 1967 while the igime Minister and some of staunch



members of the APC fled to Guinea-Conakry (AlieQ@®3). However, the military rule was
short-lived by another coup d’etat. The countemcoif23 March 1967 was apparently a vendetta
within the military against their superior officdrigadier David Lansana (Alie, 2006:60-62). A
third coup that was carried out by non-commissiooiéiders on 17 April 1968 reinstated Prime
Minister Stevens. It is instructive to note thaal&i Stevens had left the SLPP to create the All
Peoples Congress (APC) on the ground that the StdP'overly conservative and elitist” and
still under British tutelage(Smillie, Gberie and Hazleton, 2000:43).

In his anxious moves to strengthen his power aedstirvival of his regime during his
seventeen year rule (1968-1985), Prime Ministeik&i&tevens employed unconstitutional
means (the one party state and the manipulatidheotlectoral process) and ruthless methods
(coercion, the involvement of youth as politicaligls, muzzling of dissenting voices within the
armed forces, the judiciary, and the political s)a® achieve his objectives to the detriment of
the well-being and unity of the country; and conmeadly, Siaka Stevens became the President
with sweeping executive powers; as well as the mo of opponents bythe combination of
carrot and stick strategfeall firmly rooted in patrimonial and clientelisystems (Luke, 1988;
Reno, 1995). The abortive coup of 1971 resultetthénexecution of Brigadier Bangura and gave
Siaka Stevens the opportunityto consolidate his gni power (Wyse, 1991:119). The acceptance
of one party system by Stevens after he had vitiyl@pposed the SLPP’s attempt at one party
rule was just one of the many contradictions ofsiient Siaka StevehgLuke, 1988; Reno,
1995). A section of the country, in the Pujehuntiig a political base of the SLPP near the
Liberian borders rebelled against the rigging @f tbsults of the 1982 elections by the APC and
this was known as thiddorgbowusi bushwaand government forces had to use extreme violence
to quell the insurgency (Alie, 2006:99). The relogllwould have serious implications on the

national security of Sierra Leone nine years later.

The State and Chiefdoms, Landownership and Entrepmeeurship in Sierra Leone

Patrimonialism, clientelism, and corruption haveareltterised national politics on mining
gemstones, especially diamond in Sierra Leone. ftiniately for the less privileged Sierra
Leoneans, who bear the brunt of the mismanagemknheo national wealth, the mineral
resources boom has become a source of doom byafeigetears and despair for the down-



trodden. But, diamonds mining created wealth fa gowerful individuals with the ‘right’
connections (Zack-Williams,1995).

Diamonds were discovered in Sierra Leone in comialeguantity in the 1930s. The
principal diamonds deposits are found in the forestes of the Kono and Kenema districts near
the Sierra Leoneans borders with Guinea and Lib@ilapham, 2003:17). Diamond mining
began after World War Il (Richards, 2001:69). Ir849he colonial government empowered the
Sierra Leonean Selection Trust (SLST), an offsmirige Beers, to mine diamonds exclusively
through a lease for ninety-nine years (Hirsch, 2DDL However, this policy alienated Sierra
Leoneans as they were denied the opportunity taeixand benefit from this wealth. The
colonial government reinforced the control of laadd its ownership by the paramount
traditional chiefs through the indirect rule syst@deen, 2005:12). This policy reinforced the
pre-colonial hierarchical political system that w@seply rooted in the predomination of the
ruling families that derived their wealth from lartirough the Protectorate Native Law
Ordinance of 1905 (Fenton cited in Richards, Bath ¥imcent, 2004: 2). The policy made the
position of chief to be much more alluring and rediag. The ruling families competed because
of the obvious benefits and influence they couldwefrom the control of land. For example, in
the Mende and Kono regions, ownership of land reditary and land could be leased (Fithen,
cited in Keen, 2005:13).Furthermore, Richards, Biath Vincent (2004:3) explain that:

The ruling families divided into “treaty chiefs” gegnised by the British, and others
who rejected British rule. Those who rejected Bhitrule were especially notable in the
Liberia border region, and some border chiefs (ofaGand Kissi background). For this
reason, Kailahun district has retained its repotatis a “difficult region” even to this

day, and the RUF exploited some of the grievant#isose “excluded” families.

Richards, Bah, and Vincent (2004:6) conclude tHand stands at heart of the system”. Of
course, this is true when natural resources abaurte land or it is suitable for agriculture
purposes. As a Yoruba proverb tells us, “He who owre slave owns the luggage he or she
carries.” By implications, the ownership of landdeahe paramount chiefs the factoowners

of natural resources in their domain and not thepfgewho are their subjects. Another backlash
from colonial policy was the controversial issueraunding the re-demarcation of Sierra Leone
borders in 1911. Richards (2004: 6) notes:

[c]olonialism divided many border families, and kxted some from chieftaincy,
resulting in a long history of dissidence by certlmical land-owing groups...A number

10



of chiefs in Kailahun District, for example refugio recognise British overrule in

1896, and prevented from contesting colonial chiefty elections, developed a
nomadic existence, in villages strung across therian, Guinean and Sierra Leonean
borders

An additional source of grievance against the tiawial chiefs was that the paramount
chiefs in the rural zone can overrule land owingifees and in most cases their decisions is final
(Unruh and Turray, 2006: 2). This shows the supsnad the paramount chiefs to the detriment
of the people despite the fact that post-indepetelgovernment was at variance with the feudal
system. The post-colonial political class foundifficult to alter this policy for ‘selfish interé's
and political manipulations. Most importantly, ti&@ilahun and Pujehun districts were the
political catchment areas of the SLPP and the AR®egment ensured the effective
marginalization of these ‘stubborn Districts’ besawf its inability to put them under its sphere

of influence as Richards (2004:13) analyses thusdn further:

Opposition in Kailahun and parts of Pujehun Disrith the 1970s to the regime of
Siaka Stevens caused Freetown to cut back on ndnmastments in road repajrs
schools and salaries, in the hope of coercingipalicompliance. Chiefs came to be
seen either as Freetown stooges, or predatory ungypeople as they sought to make
(sic) the loss of revenue and services from cegtraérnment.

In addition, the prolonged neglect and isolationthad rural areas created profound grievances
and bitterness against the APC ruling elite. Day2€90: 354-355) notes that:

Stevens’ regime aggravated (sic) isolation of ri@igrra Leone-home to 80%
of the population and producing much of the coustryealth. The railway

linking the rural area to Freetown was dismanttedhie early 1970s while no
road network replaced it in the rural areas.

The RUF used the perceived accumulated injusticgsnst the people of the hinterland to
recruit. The combination of these policies of aigon by government and traditional authorities
set the population and especially the youth whoewadr the “receiving end” of bad policies
against the ruling class.

One of the issues the RUF raised in its politic@ppganda was the land problem that
was intrinsically linked to the dismal output okthgricultural sector because “the acquisition of
land for mining purposes reduced the availabilita@ble land” (Zack-Williams, 1995:181).The
insurgents claimed that one of their aims was acyobf rural restructuring (Richards,
2004:16).They wanted accountability for Sierra Leeofmisappropriated mineral wealth”
(Richards, 2001:73). Moreover, the gemstones bgaammunities live in abject poverty amid

huge deposit of mineral resources that are theammnlifeline of the country; and ironically,
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they are economically incapacitated by the veryltheahose benefits they cannot enjoy. Instead
of emancipating the people, “[p]oliticians, powérdhiefs in the diamonds-rich chiefdoms, and
Lebanese traders made a fortune, but the ordinaryaS_eoneans standard of living continued
to decline throughout the 1980s” (Zack-Williams,99948). Reno (1995: 56-57) draws

ourattention to the fact that:

Local chiefs had played prominent roles in diamondning as inescapable
intermediaries during the colonial days thus givthgm an aura of importance as a
projection of the indirectrule system.

This created a ferment of frustration and resentm@uch antagonism was often in the form of
migration to Freetown (to swell the colony of urbaremployed youth) or outright migration to
neighbouring countries. Besides, Clapham (200d49s that:

(...) diamond miners were excluded from the ‘offitlales of communication, directed
through the paramount chiefs, through which thenfdrpolitics was conducted, and on
which its politicians largely depended to extrdmit rent from diamond mining

However, the SLST ceded large mining areas to teeaé&SLeonean government in 1955
and SLST kept the rich diamond areas around YengemdaTongo Fields (Keen, 2005:12).
Nonetheless, the government lifted the ban on mginithe government had restricted Sierra
Leoneans to mine precious stones with the cavaabtily the paramount chiefs and others who,
by virtue of their birth, had control over land1856 as the new scheme, the Alluvial Diamond
Mining Ordinance and Rules could give Sierra Lemseaining rights (Saylor, 1967:127-134).
Subsequently, this provided the opportunity for thast affluent with the ‘right’ connections to
profit from the liberalization. Those who could@fd the license and the necessary rudimentary
equipments were chiefs, politicians, and most irtguly traders (Keen, 2005 12) and “capital
was supplied by a Lebanese trading Diaspora” (Rit)a2001:69). Richards (2001:70) notes
that “the central figures in Siaka Stevens’ APCteyE had well-established stakes in Kono
diamonds” to the detriment of budding politiciansashad to explore “less well-known deposits
including those along the Liberian border.” In tb@nnection, Richards (2001:69) explains the

pattern and/or division of labour in mining alluvéaamonds as follows:

A typical small-scale alluvial diamond mining opiéoa is likely to involve a Lebanese
“supporter” in partnership with a landowner or ditmal protector from the national

elite...A trusted mine manager will supervise a teandiggers in the bush. Laborers
are generally known as “sand sand boys”.

12



Often, the diggers are the unemployed youth whaesentful at being sent to sweat in the t
and not to school. This feeling of bitterness, Whig associated with diamond mining, was
new. It had already been noticed as part of théogue of the political toneto independence
“was filled with feelings of ‘relative deprivatiorthat political parties vented against the chie
(Reno, 1995: 59).

The alluvial nature of some deposits of Sierra lee®rdiamonds makes it easy -
predation. Silberfeilf2004: 215) is of the vievhat “alluvial diamonds attracasual miners wh
dig pits in river beds and pan for diamonds” with@oncomitant hazardous effects coupled

the fact that they are at theercy of landowners and entreprene

Chart 1: Actors in Sierra Leone Licit and lllicit Alluvial @monds
Mining.

SourceOgunmola2009.

Cartwright (1978: 34) highlights the peculiar natwf Sierra Leone diamonds in the followi

words:

Since Sierra Leone’s diamonds were alluvial, ttproduction, unlike most miner.
extraction, could be undertaken either by the usapital extensive (...) or by the mu
less sophisticated hand digging of native Sierraneans, which from 1954 onward-
existed alongside the more efficient but foreiowned and operated by Sierra Lec
Selection Trust.

Davies (2000: 353) states that Siaka Stevens bomgd to the rush to the diamonds mines
pledging “free-for-all mining if elected” during the 1967 general ¢iiees and this promise le
to the explsion of illicit mining when he came to power in B3& his electoral pledge wou

13



pick up the pace of the perennial problems of @r#nd gemstones being exported to Guinea
and Liberia that dates back to the colonial dayy/I@, 1967: 59).

The Post-Independence Sierra Leone: An Economy Und8&iege

Sierra Leone had no reason to be poor (cited ireLuR88:73).

The above aphorism aptly captures the failure & political leaders to emancipate the
citizensSiaka Stevens wove a network of patrimonial systerubricate his clientelist regime
(Adebajo, 2002: 81). Luke and Rif€y1989:134) observe that

The consequences of this pattern of politics afgetgeen in a range of arenas, skewing
development efforts and undermining the mobilizatamd redistribution of resources
for public benefit.

Reno (1995:143) argues that the Sierra Leoneametpmwas virtually under the tutelage of the
Lebanese businessmen who were filling the gap edely the inability of the Siaka Stevens’
government to control vital economic resourceshas Head of State “was himself becoming
deeply involved in business.”

The economic system bequeathed to the post-coletaté was mismanaged during the
protracted rule of Siaka Stevens. The poor econgrarformance was due to exogenous and
endogenous factors. The former include unfavourtdsims of trade, oil shocks, debt overhang
and theirnegative effects. The latter include irsistent economic policies, ineffective
monitoring of mineral trade, and serious lapses #reouraged the illicit mining of natural
resources, and smuggling that were the hallmarkgeofistone trade in the country, and the
collapse of basic infrastructure (Luke, 1988; Rerd®95). In the same vein, Stevens
institutionalized his ‘Shadow State’, the “informdibmond networks”, by holding firmly to the
most productive sector of the economy: the diamisgids and the mode of production, as well
as its commercialization through proxies (Reno,5188).

What is more,the presence and strong influenceebBihese traders and other expatriates
was a conduit pipe for Stevens and his croniesamff the country’s natural resources (Reno,
1995: 96-132). According to Luke (1988:74), the &mbse were “seen by many as an exploiting

minority with undue and excessive influence-througk patronage network as providers of
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spoils-in the country’s affairs”. The Lebanese weeeply involved in contraband diamonds. It
has been estimated that “as much as half of thetgos diamonds were still smuggled out,
largely by Lebanese.” (Smillie, Gberie, and Haztet®000:43).Reno (1995:131) claims
thatsome Sierra Leoneans referred to this stasdfaifs as ‘Black Colonialism’. However, there
were growing concerns and criticisms from Sierrariescivil society as to the state of the nation
(Reno, 1995:93). After a long reign, the octogeararfPresident Stevens retired from office in
1985, and appointedthe Army Chief, who was als@m@inated Member of Parliament and a
Minister, Major-General Joseph SaiduMomoh througbtaye-managed process to rule Sierra
Leone (Luke and Riley, 1989:133). The political segsion was carried out in an atmosphere of
serious economic crisis as revenues accruing togtheernment from diamond sales fell
dramatically “by 90 per cent in the decades up 841" (Sierra Leone Ministry of Mines,
Annual Report, cited in Reno, 1995:133). In the samin, Alie (2006: 85) states that the

(...) worsening economic situation in the country dadigh level corruption,
nepotism, over-centralisation of the state machineclientelism and
patronage...had adversely affected all sections @iéso

The result of this situation was that “Momoh... inkedt a predatory regime that was steeped in
corruption, opportunism, cronyism and sycophané§éideh, 1999:352). President Momoh was
sitting on a keg of gunpowder. Keen observers ef $iierra Leone’s politics did not need a
magnifier to see that the ‘change’ that had brougémeral Momoh to power was a time-bomb
(Reno, 1995; Kandeh, 1999).

Joseph SaiduMomoh’sRegime: The Beginning of Politad Instability

Although President Momoh promised Sierra Leoneafideav Order”, it was apparent that he
lacked the political clout, overbearing influenead authority of his predecessor over the APC
and cabinet members in particular, and the polittzss in general (Reno, 1995; Kandeh, 1999).
Moreover, Momoh had to contend with two major obl&s to assert his authority, which,
according to Reno (1995: 157) are:

(...) to establish his own authority, he had to brfekeconomic stranglehold of deeply
unpopular Lebanese “strangers” and their politi@dies, which he had inherited from
Stevens'’s political network. Lacking support froneditors to defend his own interests
independently of Stevens’ Shadow State network. their part, creditors desired
increased state revenue capacity to ensure payhantears. Creditors’ and Momoh's
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interests coincided on this fiscal imperative.Bsélw Lebanese-politicians collaboration
in the “private economy” as a threat, though fdfedent reasons. Momoh feared their
political capabilities while creditors identifiedebanese dealers as products of “bad
policies” and informal-market evasion of state rawe collection.

Momoh’s policy to sideline the ‘old political briga’ nearly proved fatal for his regime on 23
March 1987 with a coup plot in which some seniombers of his cabinet were involved. This
event revealed the cracks within the ruling APC n&el995; Adebajo, 2002). President
Momoh's years were noted for bad governance angsson was unrestrained. Also there was
the apprehension that he was not fully in chargéhefaffairs of the statband the economy

collapsed, amid wide dissatisfaction with his regifKandeh, 1999; Ogunmola and Badmus,
2006). The table below shows the extent of thegmgéd financial crisis in Sierra Leone that

was compounded by the civil war of Sierra Leone.

Table 2: An Overview of the Financial Predicamain®ierra Leone

Merchandise External debt
trade

Exports | Import | Manufactured High Current | Foreign Official Total | Present

exports technology | account direct development value

exports balance| investment| assistance o

official aid
$ $ %of total % of $ | $milions| $ percapita $ %of
millions | millions | merchandisg manufactured millions 2004 2004 | millions GNI
2005 2005 | exports 2004 exports 2004 2005 2004 2004
150 350 7 . . -74 26 67 1,723

Source: Trade, Aid and Finance, World Development Repbavelopment and the Next Generation. Washington
DC: World Bank, 2007, p.297

On the economic side, Momoh’srecords were as deipgeas his gloomy political performance.
After an initial attempt to revamp the economy tigb some reforms largely engineered by
creditors (Reno, 1995:155-156).Sierra Leone walseamercy of rapacious cabals branded as the
“Binkolo Mafia” and “Ekutay organisation® (Kandeh, 1999:353).Momoh'’s ‘New Order’ was a
return to the Stevens’ ‘Old Order’ that his goveemneven surpassed due to the ineptitude of his
administration (Smillie, Gberie, and Hazleton, 2@®&). The reasons were many and obviously

terminal for the country’s economy. With unresteinlooting and endemic, systemic and
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systematic corruption, entrenched neopatrimonialisastained illicit diamond mining, a weak
and neglected agricultural sector, the economy wvatker siege, and it finally collapsed (Reno,
1995; Kandeh, 1999).In this connectiddandeh (1999: 353) provides a graphic account ef th
foregoing situation:

By the time Momoh was ousted from power in 1992% #tate’s extractive and

allocative capacity had all but disappeared. Gidssiestic Product (GDP) had fallen
from $1.1 billion in 1980 to $857 million in 1990n@& -5.1 percent (1991-95).

International reserves, which stood at a paltry $@fion in 1980, dipped to an all time

low of $5 million under Momoh. Average GDP growttes in the last five years of the
Stevens dictatorship (1980-85) hovered around 8rGcent but dropped to 1.1 per cent
in the first five years (1985-90) of the Momoh gowaent. From 1990 to 1995, not a
single economic sector or activity registered amgwgh, with exports showing the

sharpest decline.

One of the major economic decisions that had negaibnsequences on the social sphere was
the Momoh government’'s implementation of the IMFlaworld Bank conditionalities. The
removal of subsidies on oil and rice worsened ay \mad situation as the prices of basic
commodities skyrocketed. Amid government bankruptoyd the informalisation of the
economy, the ‘black market’ dealt severe blowsetgenues accruing to the government (Alie,
2006:125-129). The following explanations and tige¢ below inform us that Sierra Leone was
on the verge of economic collapse. On the blealasdn of Sierra Leone, Reno (1995: 165)

contends that:

Crude oil sat in ships off shore in wait for cagtyment. Suppliers no longer extended

credit to this government, as bills for earlieridedies had gone unpaid. Commerce

halted and transport ceased as petrol prices rdagh® per gallon in the informal

market.
The country was in a critical economic situatioheTgovernment seemed incapable of reversing
the ugly trend while economic hardship becamedheflthe majority of the citizens. A sense of
lost of confidence in government which might haee ko growing frustration in the Sierra
Leonean society due to government ineptitude intimgethe needs of the citizens was
pervasive. Kpundeh (2004:91-92) states that thebamation of these factors led to the internal

causes of the war because:

[tlhe deepening systemic corruption since the $%98&videnced by the lack of
accountability and transparency, produced the praté cause of the rebel war:
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exclusionary politics, violations of rule of lawyral isolation leading to ethnic and
regional grievances, extreme centralization, ecaaal®cline and high unemployment.

Table 3: Depiction of the Prolonged Sierra Leonerteenic Crisis

Millions of U.S. Dollars (current prices) Annual average
1980 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996

Gross 840 851 893 907 835 754 755 781 703 738 . 20 08 -33 |
Domestic

Product,

real

Gross 1,199 1,286 1,181 897 807 691 771 928 866 940 .. 1,044 1,081 843

domestic

Product,

nominal

Gross .. 2.0 3.1 3.5 4.4 4.7 5.3 4.4 2.6 3.3 . 3.2 3.0 4.0

Public

investment

GDP 4.8 21 5.0 1.6 -8.0 96 0.1 3.5 -10.0 5.0 . 2.0 0.8 -3.3
growth

GNP per 370 280 280 260 200 160 160 160 170 200 .. 316 292 187
capita

Total 469 1,032 1,032 1,066 1,151 1,206 1,245 1,396 1,493 1,178 1,167 442 942 1,262
External

debt

Long-term 111 92 82 86 99 98 36 26 26 8 8 91 84 43

debt:

private

Interest 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0
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payment:
private
long —term

loans

Interest 10 2 3 1 4 2 14 14 58 19 11 8 5 17
payment:

long-term

loans and

IMF

charges

Source: World Bank Development Indicators on Sierra Legrieconomy1998/99 p.296

These shortcomings were exploited by the RUF asve®to move the people to them, at least
at the inception of the war. The inescapable camsace is that the citizens, especially the less
privileged, bear the burden of maladministratianitee provision of basic infrastructure that was
epileptic even when government was not overwhelimgsconomic setbacks becomes quasi
inexistent.

The end of the East and West Cold War had snowlgadiffects on totalitarian regimes
and it represented a watershed in African politiesactual fact, the fall of communism heralded
the end of the search for client states. (Chabaiadoz, 1999:36). The new fervour has become
the war against extremist Islam, especially sint&éptember 2001.The aftermath of the fall of
Nicolas Ceausescu in Romania in 1989 in additiainédong strike of Solidarity Trade Union in
Poland in the 1980s, and the eventual electioneghlWalesa in 1990 became the beginning of a
long process that emboldened civil society to saeke freedom, political rights and, especially,
multiparty elections and forced one party statenditary authoritanism that had been the model
of government in Africa after the post-independegegeral elections to liberalise the political

space. The support for one party state waned iabkorwith the emergence of the global
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unipolar system and the triumph of liberalism (Ogata, 2009: 237-240). The 1990s was a
turning point in the history of multiparty elect®imn Africa and there were signs that the one
party state system was becoming anachronistic ric#fSierra Leone was no exception to the
wave of democracy. After initial procrastinatio®esident Momoh was compelled by creditors
and civil society groups to accept the return tdtiparty elections that were scheduled for the
early 1990s.

The Making of a Rebellion: The NPFL and Its DominoEffects on the West African Sub-

region

On 24 December1989, Charles Taylor's National BedriFront of Liberia (NPFL}® began an
insurgency in Liberia from his rear base in neighiieg Cote d’lvoire against the regime of
Master-Sergeant Samuel Doe who himself had seinbtical power through a bloody coup in
April 1980 in which President Williams Tolbert dfe True Whig Party who ruled from 1971 to
1980 was assassinated. The rebellion heraldedgaperiod of anarchy not only in Liberia but
also civil wars in the neighbouring countries,esglec inSierra Leone and Coéte d’lvoire. The
availability of diamonds made the extension of thieerian war to Sierra Leone by proxy
feasible (Reno, 1997; Collier, 2001; Gberie, 20@@hough some analysts believe that
diamonds rather sustained and prolonged the conflict (Ross, 2006; Interview, Freetown,
January 2009).

After his escape from Sierra Leone and subsequeantion in Ghana, Taylor resurfaced
in Burkina Faso where he met with other Liberiassitients (civilians and military officers of
the Quiwonkpa’s faction of the Armed Forces of lribgnotably Prince Yomi Johnson) opposed
to Samuel Doe’s dictatorial rule (Ellis, 1999: 6Bhis group of Liberian military officers helped
Captain BlaiseCompaoré to seize power in a bloodyany coup in which President Thomas
Sankara was assassinated in T4&lis, 1999:69). In Gberie’s (2005) opinion, Clesr|Taylor
was a willing tool in the hands of Colonel Gaddaid the actual motive of Charles Taylor “was
to spread destabilization in the region for theabler hegemonic control, in which Gaddafi
would emerge as the new, shadowy master of WeataAfr(Gberie, 2005: 54).

Furthermore, Ellis’ (1999) account of y#b and Burkina Faso relations shows that

BlaiseCompaoré introduced Taylor to Colonel Gaddafi “convince the Libyan leader of his
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[Taylor] revolutionary credentials...Gaddafi took engést in these West African intrigues in
pursuit of his own vast revolutionary ambitions,iethextended to the whole ofAfrica” (Ellis,
1999:69).Moreover, “[tlhe Libyans had for some geaspoused the Pan Africanist cause”
withGadaffi erroneously considering himself to be teir of Kwame Nkrumah, [without the
visionary approach to African politics of the |&&anaian leader] (Richards, 2005:382). Above
all, Samuel Doe was enmeshed in the US intelligguloe to end Gaddafi's rule in Libya.
Colonel Gaddafi vehemently resented Samuel Doe’sp@&@tion with the Reagan’s
administrationCharles Taylor alias “supergluU€” was able to consolidate his guerrilla
movement with the support of the governments ofyajiBurkina Faso, and Coéte d’lvoire that
supported him by providing financial assistance lagstics (Ellis, 1999: 72).

There are many reasons for Taylor’'s face off whih ierra Leonean authorities.

1. The failed attempt by Charles Taylor to use thar&iekeonean territory (the

Pujehun District) to launch his rebellion agaiist Samuel Doe’s government

(Alie, 2006)

2. Taylorsubsequent arrest and brief detention in tBree in 1989 (Gberie,
2005;Alie, 2006)

3. The involvement of Sierra Leoneans in the NPFL rgsocy (Adebajo,

2002:82; Interview, Freetown, January 2009)

4. The interference of the Momoh’s government in thst fLiberian civil war
(1989-1996) by allowing ECOMOG to establish a base&ierra Leone to
attack the NPFL's position, (Smillie,Gberie,and t#an, 2000;Abdullah,
2004)

5. To force the pulling out of ECOMOG from Sierra Legrand Sierra Leone
from ECOMOG and install a puppet RUF governmentgidajo, 2002: 82).

These are some of the reasons that might haveaedsalCharles Taylor’s decision to state that,
“he would teach Sierra Leoneans the bitternessanf (Alie, 2006:132).

Furthermore, Gaddafi resented the boycott of ta8210AU Summit in Tripoli by
PresidentMomoh and this “embittered the Libyan ézadgainst the APC and its leaders”

(Gberie, 2005:49). The antagonistic Sierra Leoneegunent posture was a risky venture owing
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to the unpredictable temperament of the Libyan dead’he influence of Libya can be
summarized thus,

1. The APC leaders’ non-cooperation with Libya waspitesthe fact that the Libyans
had been building networks, especially in civil istg in Sierra Leone since the
1970s and they had infiltrated the leadership aflets in Fourah Bay College
through the cell of the adepts of the tenets ofo@Gel Gaddafi'sGreen Book
(Abdullah, 2004; Richards, 2004). Tl&reen Bookbecame the gospel of radical
students, and school dropouts as well as margetayouth of East Freetown that
incited them to control or/and take political powand Siaka Stevens had to use
‘self-help’ by instrumentalisingthe APC thugs, someemployed youth of East
Freetown, to harass that group of students (AbduR&04; Richards, 2004). These
youth had read but it seemed that they did notdllitiee fundamentals of the political
works and theories of some of the Third World gthatkers (Clapham, 2003:15).

2. Siaka Stevens’ visit to Libya was facilitated thgbuthe connections the Libyans had
made in civil society and religious organisatioasd influential diamond dealers;
while Gaddafi had allegedly assisted financiallgr& Leone in hosting the 1980
OAU Summit. (Abdullah, 2004: 49-51).

3. Some students (mostly the radical leaders of thdesits Union) were expelled over
the allegation that they were agitating againstdheernment at the instigation of
Libya (Abdullah, 2004; Gberie, 2005; Richards, 2086wever, the threat was not
credible.

4. Some of the expelled students underwent militagyning and were brainwashed
ideologically through the rhetoric of th@reen Bookat the Mathabh al-Alamiya
World Revolutionary Headquarters in Libya (Abdull2004; Gberie, 2005).

5. Another group of students and dropouts, and ind&fisl including FodaySankoh had
trained in Libya after a sojourn in Jerry Rawlingghana which had become a relay
station for Libya through its Accra Peoples Bure@ibdullah, 2004:56).
FodaySankoh had undergone military training in aibwith Charles Taylor in 1987
and 1988 in Benghazi (Gberie, 2005:52).
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However, the credentials of these students weréramhto the Fourah Bay College and they
lacked credible influence outside the universityl dhe Libyans failed to appreciate that fact
(Abdullah, 2004:52). Some of thesestudents thatewsnsistently harassed by the Sierra
Leonean government would eventually give an intélial texture and a revolutionary fervour to
the RUF. While preparing for his insurgency, Taylecruited FodaySabaynahSankoh and some
of the expelled students (Abu Kanu, Rashid Mangandyo had undergone military training in
Libya. They joined him in theBurkinabe military cann Po where potential NPFL insurgents
trained (Abdullah, 2004;Gberie, 2005). In additidns acknowledged that the responsibility of
Libya and Burkina Faso “in training and arming aecgroup of the RUF has now been
established beyond dispute.” (Clapham, 2003:15dullbh (2004:57) states that*some of the
insurgents had acquired military training in Lidy®/hat is more, Davies (2000:351) argues that
“the critical factor that triggered the [Sierra lo&j civil war was Libyan finance and training for
the rebellion.” This is so apparently because toeld+be rebels would not have launched any
insurgency without these strategic facilities agithdisposal for the common wisdom that
“money is the sinew of war.”

The NPFL rebels that launched their attack on lisbevere a heterogeneous group of
dissidents and adventurers from different horizafs1l67 men from some West African
countries (Guinea, Sierra Leone, the Gambia, ameé@d) and the anti-Doe forces (Verschave,
1999:207). Their common dominator was that they Inadl a stint in military training in Libya
and Burkina Faso. Besides, Cote d’lvoire was afsmlved in logistics support for the RUF
(Berman, 2000; Davies, 2000). Subsequently, santeecSierra Leoneans who had participated
in the Liberian civil war later became the arrowdeaof insurgency in the Sierra Leone
fratricidal war. Thus, giving rise to the phenomerad recycled warlords in the West African
conflicts by appearing also in the Cote d’lvoir¢germecine war. Sam Bockarie, one of the RUF
commanders, also known as “General Mosquito” on®kiwho was eventually killed along the
border regions between Liberia and Cote d’lvoirthes archetype of this West African merchant
of deatH”.
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The Anatomy of the Revolutionary United Front

“Pass war cam beforSalone go beteh, but way warveatmeleh full quick*®

Some scholars traced the origin of the civil waBiarra Leone to the procrastination of General
Joseph SiaduMomoh on the liberalisation of thetjoali space through multiparty election for
the enthronement of genuine democracy coupled thighoverwhelming damage done to the
economy (Gershoni, 1997:56). Others argue thaptbeess of economic decay in Sierra Leone
had started during the protracted maladministrabioSiaka Stevens with his “shadow state.” In
addition, the end of the cold war and the protectib offered Stevens’ government
alsogalvanised the opposition to ask for multipatigctions and the end of one party politics
(Luke 1988; Reno 1995).

Deep-seated frustration had already been embeddeeé Sierra Leone society due to the
APC maladministration that resulted in the lackopfinadequate infrastructure, poverty, and
unemployment especially among the youth. The cegtreernment became weak and virtually
abandoned its duties and responsibilities to the&etis while the economic crisis was
overwhelming (Keen, 1998; Reno, 1999; Abdullah,0Moreover, “Siaka Stevens’ despotic
rule from 1968-1985 engendered deep seated griesamiclely believed to be the root cause of
Sierra Leone’s rebel war.” (Davies,2000:352).

As a result of their training in Libya and beforaylor's recruitment drive for fighters
and insurgency in Liberia, the core members ofrtgcent group that would germinate into the
rebellion went into ‘revolutionary’ limbo for lacéf vision and no clear-cut action plan to drive
home their revolution agenda or mobilise fightékbdullah, 2004:54). However, the RUF came
into being in 1980 with the aim of putting an endhe APC rule by establishing a training camp
for its fighters in the forest zone of Yele; howettee idea was dumped because of the security
risk (Abdullah, 2004; Richards, 2005).

As a movement, the RUF had no clear leader to witeaffairs, but FodaySankoh alias

Papay, Abu Kanu, and Rashid Mansaray formed a |l@w&k sometimes close triumvirate
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depending on their immediate objectives while logkfor new recruits and opportunities to
launch an insurgency; and those who set up San&idhrtisjudged his ability “to think and act
politically” because of the level of his educati@bdullah, 2004:54-55). This error of judgment
would be fatal for his comrades as Abu Kanu andhRlaMansaray were executed by firing
squad on phony charges on the orders of FodaySabkohuse of their opposition to
indiscriminate killings, sexual abuse by the RUghters (Abdullah, 2004;Interview, Freetown,
January 2009). Sankoh’s relations with Libya argldsisociation with Charles Taylor could have
been major determinants for emerging as the leaidthie RUF (Clapham, 2003:15-16).

The RUF combatants’ baptism of fire really cameewlsome of their members had
fought on the side of Taylor's NPFL (Richards, 2@8®). For all intents and purposes, Taylor

and Sankohalliance was a marriage of convenienigsguhah (2004:56) notes that:

Sankoh met Charles Taylor in Libya in 1988, whonthavited him to join the
NPFL...By mid 1989 a deal had been struck: FodaySargdaa his group would help
Charles Taylor ‘liberate’ Liberia, after which heowd provide them with a base to
launch their armed struggle.

Furthermore, it appears that Taylor felt it a maraligation to give back the supports he
had enjoyed from the ‘Sierra Leonean contingentabgisting the ‘boys’ to overthrow the APC
government (Richards, 2001:74). The RUF launched campaign in Sierra Leone and,
according to Richards, 2001: 74, accompanied by:

Liberian and Burkinabe “special forces”. The SpkE@rces were responsible for some
of the worst atrocities against civilians. Fleeaiglians reported a populist violence—
the hacking off of the heads of village merchards éxample—in the name of
revolutionary justice by young people who spokethitk Liberian accents, or even
French. Many of the early guerrillas were Sierratheans but residents for long periods
in Liberia and Céte d’lvoire.

This is quite reminiscent of the Great Lake cwdrs. For example, YoweriMuseveni
backed Paul Kagame’s Rwandan Patriotic Front (REBB¢Is after the latter had supported his
insurgency; the National Resistance Army (NRA) ucceeding in his war against the Ugandan
government in 1986. It is instructive to note thvaiweriMuseveni had also benefited from
Colonel Gaddafi’'s support (Abdullah, 2004:52).Oridasemost field commanders of the RUF
was General Sam Bockarie. He was a former “sarbegh (an illicit diamond miner) in Kono,
and many of the RUF rebels were more or less &itiliamond miners (Smillie, Gberie, and

Hazleton, 2000:49). And “diamond diggers are ewamnblers, even to the extent of gambling
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with their own lives”, therefore a “secret army gfavel sifters was quick to heed the call”
(Richards, 2001:74). A school drop out, Sam Boekauas born in Koidu, in Kono district and

(...) having embarked on a series of coping strasediamond miner, hairdresser,
waiter, disco dancer-before he started his carsea aebel when he joined the
Revolutionary United Front (RUF) in 1990 (Bgas,02@10).

Most of the RUF chiefs belonged to the Diaspor&iefra Leoneans in Liberia who ran
away from Siaka Stevens’ repression of the peopteeoboundary zones (Richards, 2005:382).
The rebellion leaders started their recruitmenvedfiamong thoroughly marginalized diggers
working the “border-zone limbo-land” intimate withe process through which the magic money
sustaining national politics is made and angeredsdigial marginalization” (Richards,2001:
74).Another group of RUF rebels was the contingginyouth ‘volunteers’ from “the most
isolated parts of the populous Kailahun districd an border villages in Pujehun” whose
adhesion was motivated by the fact that the distriere ravaged by scenes of political violence
and the “operation of an unofficial anti-smuggliiogce during the 1980s” (Richards, 2004:6). In
addition, a study conducted by Richards et al dciteRichards, 2004:10) reveals that the revolt
against some aspects of customary practices edftncéraditional rulers compelled some youth
to leave their village and join the RUF “ [i]f yoafuse they [the chiefs] cause more problems for
you than even being in the bush as a rebel.”

Two thirds of RUF youth fighters were either primaschool dropouts or peasants
working on farmlands in the rural areas and mogshem were illiterates (Richards 2005:40). It
is noteworthy that a number of the child soldieesev‘children and who [could] hardly carry an
AK 47 rifle” (Davies, 2000: 358). Furthermore, atlgh 87% of the RUF recruits said that they
had been kidnapped, the majority of them were daitaliar with the political objective of the
rebellion which was to overthrow the corrupt andoatatic APC government (Richards,
2005:41). The pattern of recruitment of the RUFalhivas mainly carried out along the Sierra
Leonean and Liberian borders includes the enlistnaen training of young girls and the
insurgents even establishemmbat wives units(Richards et al cited in Richards, 2005:41). On
the metropolitan character of the recruitment dfamr youth, Richards (2005:41) is categorical
and asserts that:

If the urban youth took part in the Sierra Leoneanflict, it was mainly on
government side, not with the RUF. Post-conflictadan the life of the
combatants do not confirm the discerning form @& thban gang pattern of
the war [my translationf’.
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Furthermore, a respondent states that, “ the lsagfethe rebellion were urban dwellers. Tt
had na lived in the bush.” (Interview, Makeni, Januar§0®). In a nutshell, the RUF was
heterogeneous group that included some individirals the bottom of the social ladder tl
was united by the desire to overthrow thAPC governmenand internal andxternal factors

shaped its emergence.

The Topography of the Sierra Leone Var

A factor that facilitated the RU incursion was the geography of the border regionvéen
Sierra Leone and Liberia. The insurgents used éo tdvantage the hillforests,whichwere
convenient sanctuaries of hit and run guerrillatstyy.Richards (2005:381) argues further
transborder proliferation of Small Arms and Lighte¥pons (SALW) with the porous bord
and hilly forestreserves, which form the Gola North resis, were important to the rebellic

Chart 2.West AfricaSut-Regional Conflict Dynamicand Libya’s influence

Cote d'Ivoire

Burkina Faso Liberia

eliiiree Sierra Leone
Conakry

Source Ogunmola, 2009.

This is coupled with the fact that the area is evetb with diamonds deposits which transle

into capturing some of the mcimportant antuseful parts” of Sierra Leone that wothelp the
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RUF to prosecute the war, especially, the Gola IN@otest. Richards (2005:381) gives more

details:

The three contiguous Gola reserves constitute anday wilderness occupying the
middle one-third of the international border witibéria. This connects to the Kambui
reserves, which run northwards through easternréidéreone along the ridge,
interrupted only by a pass that gives access ttothe of Kenema.

The topography of the civil waralso shows that afram providing a safe haven for the
rebels, access to strategic mineral resources dghrtloe forest could also have motivated the
choice of the rebels (Interview, Freetown, Janu§9). Richards (2005:381) explains further
that:

At its northern extremity the Kambui forests cotineith the Kangari Hills, a forest
upland traversed by the main road linking the remrihprovincial towns and the Kono
diamond fields. Kambui North reserve directly oveklts a second important alluvial
diamond mining area known as Tongo field. The Gidreonean forest reserves thus
constitute a set of hilly, unpopulated “corridorading from Liberia into the
diamondiferous heart of the country, connecteddogdt paths known only to specialist
hunters. The forests offered a medium for the sylrset spread of the RUF and shaped
eventual counter-insurgency responses.

Once the rebels were able to control the diamorawlife areas, the government was
severely cut off from its main source of revenudsciv obviously weakened drastically its
economic muscles to prosecute the war. Howevereffieetive control of the naturally endowed
regions of Sierra Leone became the RUF’'s weak @snt exposed the predatory nature of the
rebels desire to exploit those resources. Thisldpueent exposed the RUF as a rapacious and
greedy movement that was not different from thedatery ruling elite it was trying to
overthrow. Moreover, the RUF's reputation and imagere tarnished by the atrocities
committed on civilians. Peters and Richards (1988} Jargue that “[t]he brutal terror tactics of

the Liberian ‘special forces’ alienated local paiigdns”.

Conclusion
The internecine Sierra Leone war was triggered dpeseated domestic causes in conjunction
with multiple exogenous factors. These causes asecdilly related to political and socio-
economic policies, which include the effective obstion of the channels of emancipation, a
recurrent desire, and policy of marginalization, \asell as the unbridled lust predatory
behaviourby the governing elite and their croniest tinevitably threw Sierra Leone into the

torment of civil war. The civil conflict was alseiggered by the spillover effects of the first
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Liberian civil war and the emergence of warlordsowdapitalized on the frustration brought
about by years of neglects and absolute povertyuddl dwellers to launch their guerrilla
warfare. The exploitation of diamond heightenedsi@m between farmers and miners which
increased frustration in rural areas against thaitional chiefs. All said, the causes of the Sierr

Leone war were many. Sadly, the war had resultédrther impoverishment of the masses.

Notes

1. The new terminologies that are ascribable ¢oQlvil War in Sierra Leone are (1) Short sleess]
(2) Long Sleeves. The former is used when the Rélels amputated their victims at the elbow and
the latter is used when they cut off their victirtigib at the wrist. This cruelty has led to a colaf
amputees in the country, which shows the dimengisheer brutality of the war, (3) Sobels refers to
those members of the Armed Forces of the RepubBiesra Leone (AFRSL) who joined the rebels at
night to fight government troops.

2. South Africa, Namibia, and Botswana are exceptiorihie perverse effects of conflict engendered by
mineral resources.

3. A variant of this tale is given by Pemagbi (200&iiix “When God Created Sierra Leone, He
endowed the country with such wealth of naturabueses that the angels protested at the unfaiofess
His distribution. ‘Oh! That's nothing,” God repliedlust wait till you see the people | put there.”

4. Elitism is used pejoratively in this study and lmstcontext it refers to the ruling elite who arg of
touch with the common people. It denotes a groupetficentered people who benefit from the spoils
of office of the governing elite who grant themssvextra- privileges at the expense of others.
Moreover “consensus about major political issued thirectly affect the distribution of valued thig
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is never deep nor widespread among non-elites. @uch issues rise to public consciousness, the
tendency of non elites is toward civil strife” (Kleand Higley, 1980: 117).

5. The first Liberian civil war (1989-1996) startadvhirlwind of sub-regional insecurity with itsgien of
refugees and Internal Displaced Persons (IDPs)san@balling effects that triggered the Sierra Leone
civil war (1991-2002); boomeranged to Liberia (19983) and some of the actors of these wars wste al
involved in Cote d’lvoire civil war (2002-) as welbk acts of destabilisation of LansanaConté’s gouent

in Guinea. The scores of refugees threaten théldragonomy and the delicate ethno-social strustaorfe
the neighboring countries.

6. During my fieldwork in Sierra Leon in January020 | noticed with surprise that during Egungun
(masquerade) festival, the participants sang toawdit Yoruba songs associated with the Yoruba himte
mythology and beliefs whereas this tends to disappe some Yoruba societies due to the influence of
monotheism or Abrahamic religion of Christianitydaislam.

7. Smillie, Gberie, and Hazleton (2000:43) notet’tja]s a Minister of Mines with oversight of the
diamond industry during much of the turbulent 1958evens had been on the side of corporate cauitrol
the important diamond resources. But now in opposithe campaigned on a populist platform calliog f
a greater share of SLST'’s holding for the ‘commenye’. His new party claimed to stand for a wedfar
state based on a socialist model in which all eitig regardless of class, colour or creed, sha# egual
opportunity and where there shall be no exploitatdman by man, tribe by tribe, or class by class.

8. Luke (1988:71) notes that President Stevensdnbt incorporated leading SLPP politicians inte il
Peoples Congress (APC) after assuming power in 1@@8cultivated clientelist relations with the
leadership and other well-placed individuals ofgmbial opposition groups: the army, labour unidhs,
intelligentsia (notably, faculty members of the otwy's institutions of higher education) but withsk
success, the students).”

9. The ambivalence of Siaka Stevens is highligiieas an opposition leader he was quoted as sdying,
only as leader of APC but as an individual, | ab&d detest One Party System of GovernmaM&Yone
1965, cited in Reno, 1995:79). In addition, wherbbheame president he said “The widespread belf th
political parties are indispensable for the exiseeand maintenance of good and effective governisent
certainly erroneous” Rresident Stevens Spealdlinistry of Information and Broadcast, Freetown
Publications Division, cited in Reno, 1995:79).

10. (Luke and Riley 1989:135) observe that Sierearle is unusual in experiencing such setback “[a]
number of African states combine neo-patrimonialitigs and progress in economic development,
including Cameroon, Cote d’lvoire, Malawi, and Moco...In the case of Sierra Leone,

however...development management has not been iedufiadm a political culture which encourages or
tolerates maladministration, bureaucratic incompegeand corruption

11. A vivid example of PresidentMomoh’s weaknesgrisvided by Koroma(cited in Alie, 2006:131)
as follows:

“The Inspector-General of Police BambayKamara...whofice had unofficially
doubled as the APC headquarters, took it upon Hinsénarass opposition members
without reference to President Momoh...When the Mémiof Labour complained to
the President that the Inspector-General was grieg in his constituency, the
President lamented that the Inspector General afteared his directives.”

12. Kandeh, (1999: 352) explains further:*A paiasiiabal known as thBinkolo Mafia (most of its
members hailed from Binkolo, Momoh’'s hometown) emgld the personal rule of Stevens. The
members of this inner circle belonged HEkutay an organization of Limba politicians, cultural
entrepreneurs and influence peddlers. Membershipkintay became such a prized social currency
under Momoh that even opportunistic non-Limba slgeught to join.”
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13. Charles Taylor was a protégé of General Quikanghe original NPFL was founded by the
former Commanding General of the Armed Forces bEtia, General Thomas Quiwonpka who died
while attempting to overthrow Master Sergeant Sdoe in 1985 (Ellis 1999; Verschave 1999).

14. Ellis (1999:69) states further that “Compaor@svbeholden to the Liberian expatriates who had
helped him to take power and helped them with . oghfictions”.

15. A detailed account of Samuel Doe’s involveniarthe American Intelligence plan is provided by
Bram Posthumus, 2000, Liberia: Seven Years of aB&tion and an Uncertain Future, Searching For
Peace in Africa

16. According to Verschave (1999:206), Charles diaylas a former Director of the General Services
Agency. An adept of self- service, he was nicknartaperglue” because anything that he handles
stuck to his hand. He was accused in 1983 for ptiom and the embezzlement of $ 900 000 [my
translation].

Original version: Il [Charles Taylor] fut directeugénéral des services généraux. Adepte du self
service, on l'avait surnommé « Superglue » : aIQUI passait entre ses mains y restait. En 1983,
accusé d’avoir détourné 900 000 dollars, il fut ramt a I'exil.

17. Bockarie was indicted by the Special CourtSarra Leone (SCSL) on seventeen charges of war
crimes, including acts of terrorism, collective mimment, unlawful killings, sexual violence, crimes
against humanity, use of child soldiers, abductiand forced labor, looting and burning, and attacks
on United Nations Mission in Sierra Leone (UNAMSIpgrsonnel. The indictment was withdrawn
after his death was confirmed on June 2 (Bgas 3G03:

18. Sierra Leoneans were so desperate that thif elcame popular “It is only through war could

Sierra Leone prosper but when we witnessed theitig® of the war we were exhausted.”

19. Si des jeunes urbains ont pris part au corsigrra Iéonais, c’est essentiellement du c6té du
gouvernement, pas avec le RUF. Les données pofli-ceur le passé des ex-combattants ne
confirment donc pas la pertinence du modéle derguds bande urbaine.
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