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I) THE HISTORY OF CENTRAL AFRICA

In Central Africa, a genocidal war has raged for nearly a decade, costing more than 5 million lives in total with an estimate of eight hundred thousand (800,000) in Rwanda, two hundred thousand (200, 000) in Burundi and 4 million (4,000, 000) in Congo and precipitating the worst humanitarian crisis in more than half a century. Central Africa shares this gruesome recent past with south-eastern Europe, where in the 1990’s the Balkans was swept by a wave of killing and “ethnic cleansing.” In both cases, genocide was widely misunderstood to be the inevitable products of “ancient hatreds.”

A) Kingdoms of Central Africa Pre- Colonisation

The story begins with the geography of the central African highlands. Despite its equatorial location, the region is blessed with good climate, is rich with diverse soils and plants, and has prospered thanks to some strong basic techniques: association of cattle keeping and agriculture, the diffusion of the banana a millennium ago, and the mastery of iron metallurgy two millennia ago. In this healthy environment, complex social structures evolved in which the idea of kingship and strong central authority took hold and flourished for more than 300 years before the arrival of colonial powers in the mid-19th century.

Indigenous Hutu cultivators settled the fertile lands around the Great Lakes, while the more mountainous areas were used for the raising of cattle by Tutsi pastoralists. In the early kingdoms of the region, agricultural and pastoral systems were integrated because they controlled complementary ecological zones and served mutually beneficial economic interests. Nowhere at this time could the “social dialectic be reduced “to a Hutu- Tutsi cleavage.

That began to change in the 19th century. As social structures became more complex, the success of the central African kingdoms depended increasingly on territorial expansion through raiding, colonising and annexing of neighbouring lands. At the same time, Tutsi cattle raisers in search of more land began to emerge as a new elite and a driving force behind expansion. The kingdoms of Rwanda and Uganda were particularly expansionist, but were soon thwarted by the arrival of colonial powers. The immediate effect of colonialism was to reorient the stratified and dynamic societies of the Great Lakes around competing poles of collaboration with, and resistance to, the new foreign occupiers. Since these remote societies had been untouched by the slave trade that ravaged Africa’s coastal regions, they presented the Europeans with a range of robust aristocracies and royal courts to win over.

B) Colonisation of Central Africa

In 1890 Rwanda was given to the Germans at a conference in Brussels, but there was virtually no German presence in the area until the end of the century. The Belgians were awarded some German spoils after the First World War, including Rwanda. They tended to simplify matters; transforming the majority Tutsi elite into a solely Tutsi elite, with position in society determined by ethnicity. Colonial identity cards even used ethnic affiliation as a classification despite the fact that Tutsis and Hutus shared many cultural characteristics including geography, language and traditional practices. Tutsis enjoyed privileged status under Belgian rule and were able to secure better jobs and better education than Hutus for the next two decades.

Belgium controlled both Rwanda and neighbouring Burundi from the end of the First World War until independence in 1962. Belgian colonialism, in Rwanda and Burundi as well as the Belgian Congo, was marked by brutality and incompetence. Many have accused the Belgian system of leaving its colonies utterly unprepared for independence, and all three countries have had violent and unhappy histories since their independence. The portion of the Great Lakes region controlled by Britain in western Tanzania and Uganda has not been marked by the same violence. That is the difference between British colonialism and Belgian colonialism.

At this crucial point, the issue of race entered the picture. Obsessed by their theories of racial classification, 19th- and early 20th- century Europeans rewrote the history of central Africa. Imposing their own racist projection of superiority on Tutsi “ Hamito-Semites “ and a corresponding inferiority on Hutu “ Bantu Negroes “, missionary and colonial historians began to attribute the rise of the Great Lakes kingdoms to the arrival of a superior race of “ black Europeans” from the north.

Mr Chretien who is a French Historian quotes many examples of this toxic “scientific ethnicism”, which the Belgians purveyed to their central African colonies until just before independence. A typical example from a colonial school newspaper in Burundi in 1948 states that “the preponderance of the Caucasian type is deeply marked” among the Tutsi, making them “worthy of the title that the explorers gave them: aristocratic Negroes”. 

Anointed by the Belgians as their administrators and collaborators in Rwanda and Burundi, the Tutsis, who never constituted more than 18 percent of the population, were presented with a poisoned chalice combining ethnic elitism with economic favouritism. 

In educating their chosen elites, the Belgians were relentlessly racist. Starting in 1928, all primary schools in Rwanda were segregated, while at the secondary school level Rwandan (and later Burundian) Tutsis were three to four times better represented than Hutus.

Not surprisingly, the majority Hutu population chafed at this discrimination, and in the late 1950’s a Hutu counter-elite began calling for the end of “Tutsi feudalism”.  On the eve of independence, the Roman Catholic Church and the colonial administration, which now claimed that the Hutu majority represented “democratic values”, backed the growing Hutu rebellion, in a catastrophic reversal. The outcome was that the new Rwanda declared its national past ‘Tutsi’ and thus despicable.

II) INDEPENDENT AFRICA

A) Independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity of Congo, Rwanda, Uganda and Burundi (Great Lakes region of Africa)

In the 60’s Congo, Rwanda, Burundi and Uganda obtained their respective independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity. Congo, Rwanda and Burundi were colonised by Belgians but Uganda was a former British colony. 

B) Relations between these four countries (Members of the Great Lakes region of Africa)

The post-colonial period was marked by a zero-sum ethnic fundamentalism that destroyed the social fabric. Mr Chretien argues that the generation catapulted to the top of the former kingdoms thus squandered the opportunity offered by independence. The deep ethnic insecurities created by European rewriting of African history made the competing ethnic groups far more concerned about their own survival than about the task of nation –building. As a result, he writes, the elites were haunted by a passion which some admitted and others covered up about the supremacy of their ethnic group. In Rwanda, the Hutu revolution led to a series of programmes against the Tutsi minority, culminating in the 1994 genocide.

Thus, modern hatreds, not ancient ones, destroyed Rwanda. Far from being inbred in the country’s ancient social structures, these destructive animosities were created during its recent colonial past. Even then, it took the manipulation of ethnic identity by the country’s new elites to produce the atmosphere of fear and recrimination that expanded through the Rwandan countryside and later into vast reaches of Congo in the genocidal war that has gripped the region for nearly a decade. In this respect, the Rwandans were no different from Slobodan Milosevic, Franjo Tudjman and the other authors of ethnic cleansing in the Balkans. But the world has so far done far less to confront them.

III) RWANDAN GENOCIDE

A) Background

Self-government

After World War II the Belgian colonial administration in Rwanda was placed under United Nations trusteeship and was therefore expected to prepare Rwanda for independence. Preceding the Belgian pull out, elections brought the Hutu nationalist Party of the Hutu Emancipation Movement (PARMEHUTU) to power in 1959. They launched a program of advancing the power of the Hutu majority, largely condoned in the West. While the Tutsi had been the favourites of the colonial powers, perception shifted as the Tutsi became viewed as feudal overlords. It was thus seen as proper that the Tutsi leadership was ousted in favour of rule by the Hutu majority. This also led to a downplaying of the violence that was associated with this process. Some 20,000 Tutsi were killed and an additional 200,000 fled to neighbouring countries.
Prelude to genocide

Another source of mounting tensions in 1990 was the grumblings of the Tutsi diaspora in refugee camps ringing the nation, particularly from Uganda. Rwanda had been given independence before Uganda, and the early Tutsi outcasts saw history played out in 30 years of Uganda's history, from independence from Britain, to a fledgling democracy, and on to Idi Amin and successive military overthrows. Rwandans fought alongside Ugandans, where they had helped depose Milton Obote with Yoweri Museveni's National Resistance Army and saw his installation as president in January 1986.

The mainly Tutsi Rwandese Patriotic Front (RPF) was formed in 1985 under Paul Kagame and saw an opportunity in their own country to demand recognition of their rights as Rwandans, including the right of return. On October 1, 1990 RPF forces invaded Rwanda from their base in neighbouring Uganda. The rebel force, composed primarily of Tutsis, blamed the government for failing to democratize and resolve the problems of some 500,000 Tutsi refugees living in diaspora around the world. 
The Rwandan government portrayed the invasion as an attempt to bring the Tutsi ethnic group back into power. International reaction was ambiguous. The violence increased ethnic tensions as Hutus rallied around the President. Habyarimana himself reacted by immediately repressing Tutsis and Hutus who were perceived to be in league with Tutsi interests. Habyarimana justified these acts by proclaiming it was the intent of the Tutsis to restore a kind of Tutsi feudal system and thus to enslave the Hutu race.

Arusha Accords

The war dragged on for almost two years. Talks began July 12, 1992, a cease-fire took effect July 31, and political talks began August 10, 1992. The Arusha accords were signed after protracted negotiations under the auspices of the Organization of African Unity, until June 24, 1993, with a meeting in Rwanda July 19 to July 25, 1993. Final signing was on August 4, 1993.
The accords fixed a timetable for an end to the fighting and a start of political talks, leading to a peace accord and power sharing, while authorizing a neutral military observer group under the auspices of the Organization for African Unity. However, the relations continued to be strained.

Preparations for the genocide

During this period the rhetoric of Hutu nationalism escalated. Radio stations, particularly Radio Télévision Libre de Mille Collines (RTLM) and newspapers, began a campaign of hate and fear, broadcasting and publishing material referring to the Tutsi as subhuman and making veiled calls for violence. Radical Hutu groups started to amass weapons, and the nation became increasingly polarized as neighbourhoods became exclusively populated by only one group.

According to Linda Melvern, a British investigative reporter who was given access to official records, the genocide was well organized. By the time the killing started, the militia in Rwanda was 30,000 strong, one militia member for every ten families, and organized nationwide, with representatives in every neighbourhood. Some militia members were able to acquire AK-47 assault rifles by completing requisition forms. Other weapons such as grenades required no paperwork and were widely distributed.

The genocide was at least partly financed with money misappropriated from international aid programs, such as the funding provided by the World Bank and the IMF under a Structural Adjustment Program. It is estimated that $134 million was spent on genocide preparation in Rwanda, already one of the poorest and most troubled nations on Earth, with some $4.6 million spent on machetes, hoes, axes, razors, and hammers alone. It is estimated that such spending allowed the distribution of one new machete to every three Hutu males.

Initial assassinations

On April 6, 1994, the French Mystère-Falcon jet carrying President Habyarimana and Cyprien Ntaryamira, the Hutu President of Burundi, was shot down as it prepared to land in Kigali. Both presidents were killed when the plane crashed. The exact responsibility for this act is not known. Preliminary reports suggested it was radical Hutu nationalists in the presidential guard.

However, in January 2000 three Tutsi informants told the United Nations that they were part of an elite strike team that carried out the assassination of the Hutu president. They told UN investigators in 1997 that the killing of President Juvénal Habyarimana was carried out "with the assistance of a foreign government" under the overall commands of Paul Kagame, currently (2005) the President of Rwanda.

B) 1994 within 100 days 800, 000 Tutsis and moderate Hutus are killed (Reference to the film Hotel Rwanda released last November 2004)

The dramatic airplane attack was an unambiguous signal to all Rwandans. Those who were going to kill knew what they had to do; the Tutsi and the moderate Hutu understood at once that they would be attacked. There is something suspecious about the missing black box of the presidential attacked plane. This black box is certainly holding vital information about who was behind the attack of the plane that triggered escalation of killings and massacre leading to the genocide.

On the nights of April 6 and 7 the staff of the Armed Forces of Rwanda (FAR) and Colonel Bagosora clashed verbally with UNAMIR Force Commander General Roméo Dallaire, who pointed out the legal authority of the Prime Minister, Agathe Uwilingiyimana, to take the control of the situation as outlined in Arusha Accords. Colonel Bagosora disputed the authority. General Dallaire decided to give an escort of UNAMIR personnel to Mrs Uwilingiyimana to protect her overnight and to allow her to send a calming message on the radio the next morning. By then, the presidential guard occupied the radio station and Mrs Uwilingiyimana had to cancel her speech. In the middle of the day, she was assassinated by the presidential guard. The Belgian UNAMIR soldiers sent to protect her were later found massacred.

Other moderate officials favourable to the Arusha Accords were quickly assassinated. Faustin Twagiramungu escaped execution as he was passed to the safety of UNAMIR.

The following days, 800, 000 Tutsis and moderate Hutus were slaughtered by Hutu extremists: Ex/ Far and Interehamwe under the eyes of the International Community.

C) Around 2 million Hutu refugees flee to Zaire (Congo)

After committing these horrendous atrocities, these Rwandan Hutu extremists fled into Congo to hide in the forests. In the meantime, Paul Kagame’s Front Patriotic Movement took power in Kigali and installed a Rwandan Tutsi led Government that took a decision to pursue into Congo those responsible for the genocide. With this pretext of pursuing into Congo those Hutu Rebels who committed genocide in Rwanda, the newly installed Rwandan Tutsi Government commanded by Paul Kagame together with the Ugandan Government and the Burundian Government decided to invade Congo, thus breaching International Law because Congo is an independent and sovereign country. Therefore, Rwandan, Ugandan and Burundian’s invasions of Congo to hunt down those responsible for the 1994 genocide triggered a bloodiest and devastated war in Congo dubbed: “Africa First World War”. 4 million innocent Congolese were killed and Congo’s infrastructure had been completely destroyed by these condemned invasions. To deal with those responsible for genocide hiding in Congo, Rwanda, Uganda and Burundi should have used mechanism provided by International Law to deal with such issue instead of taking the law in their own hands. Now Congo is seriously suffering from these repeated invasions that ought to be vehemently condemned. The International Community has never strongly condemned Rwanda, Uganda and Burundi for their illegal military actions in Congo. That is totally wrong and it is viewed as double standards. In my view, the World community has guilty conscience towards Rwanda because they knew the risk of genocide in Rwanda but couldn’t intervene to stop it happening. So, what about guilty conscience towards Congo where 4 million Congolese were killed? As a result of Rwandan, Ugandan and Burundian aggressions against Congo, 1000 innocent Congolese are still dying everyday. How many more innocent Congolese must perish before the International Community start paying attention? That is a fundamental question to be answered.
IV)  THE SILENT GENOCIDE IN DR CONGO: (Poor media coverage)
Since King Leopold II of Belgium first decided on Congo as a suitable site for his imperial ambitions in the 1870s, the west’s role in the region’s history has continued an almost apocalyptic rape of resources and people. It was under the guise of the International African Association and with the assistance of that criminally overrated explorer, Henry Morton Stanley that Leopold II carved out his territory. Local chiefs were forced to hand over vast tracts of land in exchange for cloth, beads and a couple of bottles of gin. But unlike France or Britain, Leopold II was never interested in the geopolitics of Africa. He wanted the riches. To begin with, it was ivory. Trading posts were established along the Congo River manned by Belgian military officials with strict targets for collection rates. Armed with gun and the chicotte (a whip made of hippo skin); they quelled local villages, which press ganged tens of thousands into railways construction and liquidated any resistance. Then came rubber slavery. With the demand for bicycle and car tyres growing in the west, the wild rubber trees of Congo basin became a goldmine for Leopold. Whole villages were taken hostage to ensure men went into the jungles to tap trees. Villages that refused were massacred en masse and hands hacked off as evidence of orders carried out. Brussels always had a good eye for bureaucracy. Every bullet needed to account for every smoked limb. The “savage” African custom of mutilation seen to such horrendous effect in Sierra Leone, Rwanda and Congo owes much to the introduction of Belgian bureaucratic rigour. The forests and rivers of Congo became a killing field as King Leopold’s officers destroyed a civilisation with the racial determination of Nazi death camp commandants.
By the time world opinion finally woke up to Leopold’s atrocities, the Congo Free State had been stripped of its wealth, some 10 million people slaughtered in one of the worst genocides in history, and an entire cultural tradition extinguished. The west, of course, hadn’t finished with Congo, deciding later in the 20th century to support the brutal kleptocracy of General Mobutu for some 35 ruinous years after the cruel and regrettable assassination of the charismatic and first Prime Minister of Congo Patrice Emery Lumumba, who could have played a vital role for Congo and Africa’s development. 

A)  Laurent Kabila becomes President of Zaire:  (Kabila’s rise to power)

Rwanda's involvement with President Kabila dates back to the aftermath of the Rwandan genocide of 1994, when an estimated two million Hutu refugees fled to Zaire. 


To Rwanda's consternation, Zaire's refugee camps quickly became a base for extremist Hutu militia - who had been largely responsible for the genocide. 

In what regional analyst Amelia French dubs "a marriage of convenience", Laurent Kabila, a long-time opponent of Mobutu Sese Seko, sided with the Banyamulenge rebel movement, which was backed by the Tutsi-dominated authorities in Rwanda. 

In October 1996, Kabila's "Alliance of Democratic Forces for the Liberation of Congo-Zaire" launched an offensive against the Zairean Government. 

With the help of ethnic Tutsis and the Rwandan army, Kabila's alliance took control of over half the country, larger in size than Western Europe, within seven months. 

B) Zaire is renamed the Democratic Republic of Congo

Laurent Kabila declared himself President of the Democratic Republic of Congo on 17 May 1997.  Relations with his former allies deteriorated later. He was then assassinated in January 2001 and was replaced by his son who is the current President of the Democratic Republic of Congo, Joseph Kabila.

C) 4 million Congolese killed

Over the last six years, an estimated four millions Congolese have died at the hands of Rwandan, Ugandan and Burundian soldiers who invaded the Democratic Republic of Congo. The governments of Rwanda, Uganda and Burundi invaded the Congo in the summer of 1998 and were consequently in violation of United Nations Charter and resolutions 1304, 1341 and 1332 condemning their military aggression and urging them to leave. These three countries on the spotlight are the main recipients of the United States and United Kingdom direct foreign economic assistance in Africa. They also enjoy strong diplomatic support. In addition, the United States and the United Kingdom are influential members of the World Bank and other organisations from which those three countries receive over $2 billion dollars a year. The humanitarian assistance to the war-torn Congo has been inadequate given the scale of the disaster there. International Donors are doing less than what is required as needs. An increase of the International Development assistance from Western Donors towards Congo would alleviate the plight and suffering of desperate people there.

V) REACTION TO THE GENOCIDE

A) Reaction of the International Community (The Canadian General)

For many, the Rwandan Genocide stands out as historically significant not only because of the sheer number of people that were murdered in such a short period of time, but also because of the way many Western countries responded to the atrocities. Despite intelligence provided before the killing began, and international news media coverage reflecting the true scale of violence as the genocide unfolded, virtually all first-world countries declined to intervene, and the United Nations refused to authorize its peacekeeping operation in Rwanda at the time, led by General Roméo Dallaire, to take positive action to bring the killing to a halt. This failure to act became the focus of bitter recriminations towards individual policymakers specifically, such as Jacques-Roger Booh-Booh, as well as the United Nations and countries such as France and the United States more generally and President Clinton specifically. Clinton was kept informed on a daily basis by his closest advisors and by the U.S. Embassy of Rwanda. Clinton was also advised by others close to him to "stay out of Rwanda" because of the possible political backlash similar to that which occurred just a year earlier in a failed attempt to help the country of Somalia.

The genocide was brought to an end only when the Tutsi-dominated expatriate rebel movement known as the Rwandese Patriotic Front, led by Paul Kagame, overthrew the Hutu government and seized power. In the aftermath of the genocide, sporadic reprisals were often taken out against ethnic Hutus, causing hundreds of thousands to flee into eastern Zaire (now the Democratic Republic of the Congo). The violence and its memory continue to affect the country and the region. Both the First and Second Congo Wars trace their origins to the genocide, and it continues to be a reference point for the Burundian Civil War.
B) Turning a blind eye

The Democratic Republic of Congo is an area cursed by an abundance of natural wealth from gold through diamonds, cassiterite, timber, cobalt, copper, uranium, manganese, coal, iron, aluminium, natural gas, methane gas and Plutonium to oil and even the mobile-phone mineral coltan. Foreign companies, happy to cut deals with military commanders have sustained the conflict by exploiting natural resources with near-total disregard for human rights or long-term development. In turn, when we use our phone, give a PlayStation to a teenager, or buy a diamond for a loved one, we too risk being an unwitting accomplice.

The International Community has never learned from its past mistakes. By neglecting to resolve the crisis in order to maintain durable peace in Congo, which is a guarantee for stability in the all Great Lakes region of Africa, the world community is still ignoring warning about the risk for the whole region to be plunged again into turmoil. However, the International Community is continuing to turn a blind eye on Rwanda, Burundi and Uganda’s ploy to occupy the eastern part of Congo because of its guilty conscience towards Rwanda. These three countries are continuing to loot and plunder Congo’s natural resources. A 2004’s UN Panel of experts set up by the UN to investigate the illegal exploitation of Congo’s natural resources found these three countries highly involved in illegal looting of Congo’s mineral wealth.  It is disappointing to see that until now, nothing has been done internationally to stop and sanction those responsible for illegal exploitation of mineral wealth in Congo.

C) Media Coverage

The complexity of the war in the Democratic Republic of Congo, the third largest country in Africa with a population nearing 50 million, has been staggering. The DRC and the nine nations surrounding it sit on one of the richest patches of mineral wealth on the planet. The country has also been one of the biggest battlefields in Africa’s history, the object of a conflict so broad and dubbed “Africa’s First World War. “Unfortunately, this catastrophe has received little media coverage. That is the dilemma. It is very sad to experience that today while knowing that there have been load of media coverage about the Tsunami natural disaster and the Earthquake in Pakistan and Kashimir. But the Congo disaster is a man made disaster that could be prevented. So, where is the International Community? Where is compassion from them?  This is a plea to the media. Please do something to save lives in Congo. 
VI) LESSONS TO BE LEARNT

Future prevention of genocide: we need:

To press the UN in order to get all member States to adopt and sign a Treaty on the prevention of genocide worldwide. Member States need to be clear about this issue while adopting international measures to prevent and stop genocide all over the world.

To promote worldwide, peace, democracy, human rights, stability and development. Also we need to combat poverty and inequality in the world.

To improve education from primary school to university by emphasising the need to combat discrimination on the basis of race, gender, language, religion, ethnicity or disability.

To end the illegal exploitation of natural resources worldwide. On this particular point, we need to strengthen Multinationals and Corporations’ regulations for human rights protection. 

To promote respect of each other nation’s independence, sovereignty, territorial integrity and aspirations towards progress.

The International response to the humanitarian crisis in Congo has been grossly inadequate in proportion to need.

Urgent action is needed to restore stability, strengthen the peace process and address the underlying causes of conflict. We do make the following recommendations:

1) Stop the violence. The recent scaling up of the UN peacekeeping mission, MONUC, falls short of what is required, as the current force remains largely incapable of protecting civilians or Congo’s borders. It is crucial that all of the requested 23,000 forces be deployed. However, more of the same will not help. From the start, the troops have been poorly equipped and trained and lacking in commitment or will to carry out their mandate. It is vital that MONUC be given the training, equipment and resources necessary to implement their mandate, to disarm and apprehend Rwandan Hutu fighters, prevent cross-border incursions and arms flows, protect vulnerable civilians and restore stability to eastern provinces. While increasing the number of UN peacekeepers in Congo, we need European troops to be sent there given their expertise as they are well trained and equipped. If America, Britain, France or Belgium are reluctant to send their own troops there, we could try with Scandinavian troops such as Swedish, Danish or Finnish in order to stabilise the situation and to maintain peace in Congo and in the all region as the task of dealing with security issues there is so huge. 
2) Promote lasting peace. Donor governments must hold all parties involved in the conflict more accountable, ensuring they abide by and effectively implement the December 2002 Pretoria peace agreement and subsequent accords. Peace in the east must be made a priority. More pressure from the International Community must be exercised on foreign governments, forces and militias to cease violent and destabilising actions in DR Congo. Donor governments must also insist on improved management of Congo’s natural wealth and support recommendations outlined by the UN panel on illegal exploitation of natural resources in DR Congo. In addition, key governments must work toward improved co-ordination and implementation of the critical disarmament, demobilisation and reintegration process for foreign and Congolese combatants.

3) Vastly increase humanitarian aid. Save Lives. The current level of International Humanitarian Assistance for Congo is abysmal and basic needs are not being met. While European donors slightly increased funding in 2004, the US government reduced its support. In general, global donors have fallen far short of the UN’s funding appeal for DR Congo. This appeal must be met. Simple inexpensive aid interventions could revive the health system and save hundreds of thousands of lives. We do urge donor nations to scale-up aid to meet the region’s immense needs. Congolese civil society is vibrant and needs to be empowered. With appropriate support, it will be able to regain self-sufficiency and mitigate further conflicts in the region. We do really need your support. 

4) The International Community should consider sanctions against Rwanda for its violations of International Law. Member States in the Great Lakes region must abide by International Law to give peace a chance. The UN Security Council, acting under Chapter VII of the UN Charter in response to the threat to international peace and security, should impose penalties on Rwanda, including a targeted suspension of international assistance (with care to minimise effects on the civilian population), an arms embargo, and an assets freeze and travel ban against high officials.
Thank you very much indeed
Sources:

4 million killed 3 million displaced and 30,000 who are still dying monthly. To date it is not a secret anymore. These horrific numbers have been mentioned by many sources, such as:

· House of Commons: The UK parliamentary report on Congo published on 17 December 2003, Hansard
· The International Rescue Committee report published on 9 December 2004.

· ICG: The International Crisis Group: Conflict prevention and resolution in Congo

· Non- Governmental Organisations

· Churches

· Local Congolese Human Rights Groups

· The Media: BBC
· The UN mission in DR Congo (MONUC)

PAGE  
13

