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EDITORIAL 
 
 
 
In the name of Allah, Most 
Gracious, Most Merciful. One 
of the issues attracting attention 
in Nigeria both on the pages of 
newspapers and as an issue of 
public debate is the proposal by 
the United States to station the 
Africa Command (AFRICOM) 
in the Gulf of Guinea area 
which includes the Niger Delta 
area, and to do this Nigeria ’s 
consent is paramount.  
  
The establishment of 
AFRICOM was part of the 
initiative of President George W 
Bush of the United States of 
America to advance America ’s 
national security interest in 
Africa and its waters, which 
was unveiled on February, 6 
2007. The Area of 
Responsibility (AOR) of 
AFRICOM are the entire 
African countries with the 
exception of Egypt. Before the 
proposal to establish 
AFRICOM, the security interest 
of the United States in Africa 
was divided according to other 
commands stationed in different 
continents, namely US EU 
Command (EUCOM), US 
Central Command 
(CENTCOM), and US Pacific 
Command (PACOM). At the 
moment AFRICOM is working 
as a sub-station under EUCOM 
which was launched on October 
1, 2007 (Nigeria ’s 
Independence Day) and is 
proposed to become fully 
operational on September 30th 
2008 if a station is secured. 
 

(Continue on page 3)  

 
 
 
 
Last Friday several newspapers reported 
that President Umaru Yar’adua has 
agreed to work with the U.S. in its plans 
to establish its African Command 
(AFRICOM) essentially for the West 
African sub-region. This was during his 
recent trip to the U.S. during which he 
met America’s president, George Bush, 
for the first time. 
According to The Punch (December 
14), Yar’adua told journalists inside the 
Oval Office of the White House at the 
end of his meeting with Bush, that 
Nigeria "will partner with AFRICOM 
not only in Nigeria but also on the 
continent to actualize the peace and 
security initiatives which is an initiative 
to help standby forces in each of the 
regional groupings in Africa."  
However, in a subsequent interview 
with the Hausa Service of the VOA, the 
president denied he had accepted 
AFRICOM. "I did not," he said, "accept 
AFRICOM in my discussions with 
Bush. I asked for assistance and told 
Bush that we have our plans to establish 
bases for African countries. We asked 
for training on weapons and training to 
establish our bases to be managed by 
our people." 
Most listeners would have seen the 
president’s clarification as a difference 
between six of one and half a dozen of 
the other, especially considering the fact 
that Americans, like most of the rest of 
the human race, have little or no history 
of helping out fellow human beings 
without strings attached. 
 
 Any which way you look at it 
Yar’adua’s White House statement was 
a departure from what seemed to have 
been his administration’s initial 
opposition to AFRICOM. Only recently 
the Council of State, which he chairs  

 
 
 
 
expressed unqualified opposition to the 
command. Soon after that his Minister 
of Foreign Affairs, Chief Ojo 
Maduekwe, also expressed similar 
sentiments.  
 
This reversal of Nigeria’s position by a 
president that was apparently 
overwhelmed by his munificent 
reception - THE PUNCH quoted him as 
telling journalists in the Oval Office 
that he was "highly impressed and 
honoured to be here. I will never forget 
this moment in my life" – would have 
come as a surprise to most Nigerians 
most of whom probably regard 
AFRICOM with suspicion – not without 
good reason. 
 
As is usual with such initiatives, 
AFRICOM has come dressed as a force 
for peace and security in the region. 
Scratch the surface, however, and what 
you see is a force to help Americans 
secure oil in the West African sub-
region on which they have increasingly 
become dependent.  
 
Right now, America imports between 
10-15% of its oil consumption from the 
region, mostly from Nigeria. According 
to Time magazine (June 11) quoting 
sources from the National Intelligence 
Council, a U.S. government think tank, 
by 2020, the region will be supplying 
America with 20-25% of its oil 
consumption. For the Americans this 
supply is cheaper, safer and more 
accessible than oil from the more 
volatile, albeit more endowed and more 
prolific, Middle East. 
 
As is usual with such initiatives, 
AFRICOM has come dressed as a force  
for peace and security in the 
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region. Scratch the surface, 
however, and what you see is a 
force to help Americans secure 
oil in the West African sub-
region on which they have 
increasingly become dependent.  
 
Right now, America imports 
between 10-15% of its oil 
consumption from the region, 
mostly from Nigeria. According 
to Time magazine (June 11) 
quoting sources from the 
National Intelligence Council, a 
U.S. government think tank, by 
2020, the region will be 
supplying America with 20-25% 
of its oil consumption. For the 
Americans this supply is cheaper, 
safer and more accessible than 
oil from the more volatile, albeit 
more endowed and more prolific, 
Middle East. 
 
AFRICOM did not, of course, 
happen just out of the blues. 
According to Toby Shelly, a 
reporter with the London 
Financial Times in his 2005 
book, Oil: POLITICS, 
POVERTY AND THE 
PLANET, AFRICOM may have 
emerged from an initiative by 
"the right wing" Institute for 
Advanced Strategic and Political 
Studies (IASPS), an Israeli 
organization that "places 
researchers in both the Knesset 
(Israeli parliament) and the U.S. 
Congress." 
 
In July 2002, Shelly said, the 
organization sponsored a press 
conference on Capitol Hill to 
"discuss the strategic importance 
of West African oil to the U.S." 
It then helped to establish an 
African Oil Initiative Group 
whose main objective is to help 
wean America from its 
dependence on Middle-Eastern, 
particularly Arab, oil. 
 
Among the IASPS’s 
recommendations to the U.S. 
authorities were (1) declaring the 
Gulf of Guinea as an area of 
American strategic interest (2) 

establishing a regional command for the 
area and (3) deterring U.S. rivals such as 
China from the area. 
 
By 2004 the American European 
Command, with headquarters in 
Stuttgart, Germany, had embarked upon 
the Pan-Sahel Initiative, the precursor to 
AFRICOM. Through this initiative the 
command trained troops in Mauritania, 
Chad, Niger, Mali and Nigeria, countries 
with majority Muslim populations which 
the Americans regard as vulnerable to 
terrorism and therefore important as 
potential allies in its global war on 
‘Islamic extremism’. 
 
Once fully established, AFRICOM will 
bring to six the total number of American 
commands world wide. The current five 
are (1) the European Command, (2) the 
Pacific Command at Honolulu, in charge 
of Asia and the Pacific, (3) the Northern 
Command at Colorado Springs, in charge 
of northern America, (4) the Southern 
Command at Miami, Florida, in charge of 
southern America and (5) the Central 
Command at Tampa, Florida, in charge 
of the central region between Europe and 
Asia that stretches from Egypt to 
Kyrgyzstan and includes the Middle East, 
the Horn of Africa, the Caspian Sea basin 
and South West Asia. 
 
AFRICOM is being modeled after 
Central Command (CENTCOM) in that 
its remit is to secure America’s access to 
cheap oil, something which, as The 
Economist has said over the years, the 
Americans have become addicted to; the 
CENTCOM does not have troops of its 
own but borrows from other commands 
to quell fires in trouble spots, of which 
there are plenty in its oil and gas rich area 
of responsibility (AOR). However, far 
from bringing peace and security to the 
region CENTCOM has, predictably, 
brought only more trouble. 
 
The real battle in CENTCOM’s area of 
remit is for the hearts and minds of its 
people, long pauperized, oppressed and 
alienated by their leaders. However, as 
the cover story in Time (September 1, 
2003) titled "IS AMERICA 
STRETCHED TOO THIN", pointed out, 
"Peacekeeping is not what the U.S. 

troops were trained to do. Soldiers 
whose combat edge has been honed 
inside an M-1 tank are not well 
equipped to provide a war’s victims 
with food and water." 
 
Whatever its intentions, CENTCOM 
has since come to be identified at the 
street level as an instrument for helping 
the ruling classes in its AOR to stay in 
power by hook and crook. And as it has 
been with CENTCOM so will it 
invariably be with AFRICOM, 
whatever its guise.  
 
Whatever its pretences about 
maintaining peace and security and 
spreading democracy in the world, there 
is clear evidence that America’s 
primary concern is to secure cheap oil 
and gas to sustain its economic, social 
and cultural pre-eminence in the world. 
 
 
For example, the London Independent 
on Sunday of January 7 this year 
revealed that it was in possession of a 
40-page document written by the 
Americans which set out the legal 
framework for production and profit 
sharing of Iraqi oil for the next 30 years. 
The framework, the newspaper said, 
gave the big oil companies 75% of the 
profit margin until they recoup their 
production costs and 20% thereafter. 
The latter percentage, the newspaper 
pointed out, is twice the industry 
average. 
 
The cost to America of access to cheap 
oil has been enormous in terms of its 
military expenditure alone. In a survey 
in The Economist (March 23, 2002) 
titled "The new Rome meets the new 
barbarians", Professor Joseph Nye of 
Harvard’s Kennedy School of 
Government, pointed out that America 
is the only country in the world with 
both nuclear weapons and conventional 
forces with global reach. Its military 
expenditure, he said, was "greater than 
those of the next eight countries 
combined." And these included Russia, 
China, Germany and Britain. 
 
Yet this enormous military outlay has 
not made America’s external sources of 
its energy any more secure than when 



����������	
��	

	�� � ���	��  

its addiction to cheap oil and gas 
started many decades ago. If 
anything, the Americans’ 
presence has only made 
matters worse. This obviously 
means the solution to its energy 
problems cannot lie in the use of 
military force even when it is 
camouflaged as a benign force 
for peace. 
 
The solution is for America to 
curb its demand for cheap oil. No 
one, I think, put this argument 
more succinctly than The 
Economist when it said in its 
August 27, 2005 edition that 
"America and China in their 
different ways are drunk on oil 
consumption. The longer they 
put off taking the steps needed to 
curb their habit, the worse the 
headaches will be. George Bush 
once learned that lesson about 
alcohol. It is time for him to 
wean America off oiloholism 
too." This, the self-styled 
newspaper said, the Americans 
can do by taxing petrol and by 
heavily funding research into 
alternatives to oil. 
 
President Yar’adua ought to be 
reminding the Americans of such 
wise counsel as The Economist’s 
instead of welcoming American 
troops to establish their presence 
on our continent in whatever 
guise. The presence of American, 
or for that matter that of any 
foreign troops, history has 
shown, only brings trouble, 
which, as things are at the 
moment, we already have enough 
of. 
 
In short the trouble with 
AFRICOM is that it can only 
bring more trouble to Africa. 
 
This was written by 
Mohammed Haruna in the 
Daily Trust, Wednesday, 19 
December 2007. It is available 
online on www.dailytrust.com 
  
 
 

 
For decades, Africa has pleaded in vain 
for a comprehensive engagement from 
the west on the basis of shared interests, 
particularly in the economic arena. But 
the new engagement the continent has 
been offered, in the form of a military 
US command, is the last thing the 
world's most impoverished continent 
needs.  
 
The decision to establish AFRICOM, as 
the command will be known, reflects the 
Bush administration's primary reliance 
on the use of force to pursue its strategic 
interests. Among the key goals for the 
new command, for example, is the 
assurance of oil imports from Africa, 
which have assumed much greater 
importance given the hostility to the US 
presence in the Middle East. 
 
China has similar energy needs, but how 
differently it is pursuing them. When 
George Bush announced AFRICOM's 
creation last month, the Chinese 
president, Hu Jintao, was touring eight 
African countries to negotiate oil-related 
deals and announcing multibillion-
dollar aid agreements. Many 
commentators voiced legitimate 
concerns about China's intentions; none 
have been voiced about AFRICOM in 
the major western media.  
 
Central to AFRICOM's mission will be 
tracking and crushing the growing 
terrorist hot spots in the vast, neglected 
regions with large Muslim populations, 
from the Horn of Africa to the Atlantic 
Ocean. Bush described the new military 
command as a vehicle to "promote our 
common goals of development, health, 
education and economic growth". Is that 
what huge military bases accomplish for 
countries whose populations are 
seething with anger? Hardly.  
 
AFRICOM will instead militarise 
American relations with Africa, and 
militarise numerous African countries. 
It will also tilt these countries' policies 
towards the use of force. And it will 
inflame Muslim passions and create 
more angry militants opposed to a US 

  
military presence in their country or 
region. The command's establishment 
will also provide the US with new bases 
from which to project force into the oil-
providing Middle East. 
 
The misguided reliance on force is 
shown by the disastrous results of the 
US forcibly toppling the Islamic Courts 
Union (ICU) in Somalia with the muscle 
of the Ethiopian army. In a smaller-scale 
reprise of the Iraq catastrophe, the 
military victory in January was swift, 
but the plan to install a client regime has 
quickly gone awry and a fierce 
insurgency is already under way.  
 
The relative peace the ICU had brought 
Somalia has been shattered, and the 
arrival of an African Union force 
mandated by the UN security council 
will further exacerbate and 
internationalise this crisis. In Iraq's case, 
both the UN and the region resisted 
sanctioning a multinational occupying 
force, but it's much easier to get your 
way over Africa, with the continent too 
weak to resist US dictates. 
 
The Somalia war also made a hitherto 
stable Kenya a frontline state in the "war 
on terror" after it was pressured by the 
US to allow its territory to be used by 
American forces, and also because it 
handed over genuine refugees and 
suspected ICU supporters and fighters to 
Somalia, where they faced torture and 
death.  
 
The kidnapping of Britons in Ethiopia 
may be a consequence of the 
exacerbated pressures that confront 
Addis Ababa, already beset by revolts 
against its ruthless repression of 
minorities. 
 
Once again, Bush has embarked on an 
ostensibly legitimate mission - greater 
security for America and Africa, and 
fighting terrorism - with methods that 
will accomplish the opposite. After the 
horrors of Iraq and Afghanistan, it is 
madness to believe that military might 

AFRICOM: The Last Thing We Need 
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UMA Rejects 
AFRICOM 

can curb terrorism unless its 
political and social causes are 
addressed.  
 
This article appeared in the 
Guardian of Monday 17th 
March 2007. It was written by 
  

Salim Lone (salimlone@yahoo.com), a 
former spokesman for the UN mission 
in Iraq after the 2003 invasion and a 
columnist with the Daily Nation in 
Nairobi, Kenya. It is available online at   
http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfr
ee/story/0,,2031752,00.html 
 

 
TUNIS, Nov. 28 (Xinhua) – The U.S. 
efforts to seek a home for the Africa 
Command (AFRICOM) have suffered 
one more blow as the Arab Maghreb 
Union (UMA) stated strong opposition 
Tuesday to any foreign military 
establishments on the soil of African 
countries.      
 
The UMA, founded in 1989 by Algeria, 
Libya, Mauritania, Morocco and Tunisia, 
said through its consultative committee 
that such foreign establishments would 
not bring any benefit to the UMA or the 
African Union countries.     Instead, they 
will risk catastrophic results for host 
countries and might be used as an excuse 
for certain factions to launch attacks on 
organizations of foreign, especially U.S., 
interests.      
 
The rejection was not the first to U.S. 
plans to find a host country for its 
military headquarters in Africa, approved 
by President George W. Bush in 
February.      
 
Many African countries, starting from 
those in the north of the continent, have 
already made it clear that they would not 
host the AFRICOM or provide 
permanent bases for the U.S. forces.     
Nations including Uganda, Algeria, 
Libya and the 14 members of the 
Southern African Development 
Community all refused to provide a 
home for the headquarters.     Analysts 
said refusals from so many countries 
showed that African nations have 
reached a broad consensus on rejecting 
the U.S. military headquarters for fears 
of sacrificing their own sovereignty.   
 
Even though the United States tries to 
present the AFRICOM as a helping hand 
offering aid and training, the Africans are 
afraid that the United States intends to 
militarize its foreign policies under the 
banner of combating terrorism.   
 
Another major concern is that the 
AFRICOM could be followed by more 

So it is Muharram Again!! 
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U.S. bases and troops on the 
African continent. The United 
States currently has about 1,800 
troops at a counter-terrorism task 
force base in Djibouti, in the 
Horn of Africa.      
 
Analysts said some governments 
fear that enlarged U.S. military 
presence might lead to 
interventions into their 
sovereignty, citing examples of 
the toppling of Taliban in 
Afghanistan and Saddam 
Hussein in Iraq.      
 
Oil is also a major concern. In 
2006, Africa's oil exports to the 
United States reached 2.23 
million barrels per day, 
surpassing that from the Middle 
East region for the first time in 
21 years.      
 
The United States wants to 
secure oil flows from a continent 
that is already a key source of 
U.S. energy imports in a volatile 
world, analysts said.     Hosting 
more U.S. facilities and 
personnel could also risk the 
African countries becoming 
targets of global enemies of the 
United States.      
 
As many African countries hold 
that Africa's affairs should be 
dealt with through the African 
Union rather than being meddled 
in by a foreign force, the U.S. 
plan to expand military presence 
on the continent will most likely 
be opposed by most of the 
Africans, the analysts said. 
Development and the relief of 
poverty, not more U.S. troops, 
are what the Africans need the 
most, they said.  
 
This article appeared on the 
ChinaView website on 29th 
November 2007. It is available 
online at: 
www.news.xinhuanet.com/engl
ish/2007-
11/29/content_7167231.htm 
 
 

 
Since the launching of AFRICOM there 
has been an exchange of diplomatic 
visits between Nigerian and US 
officials. It was after one of such visits 
that Governor Bukola Saraki of Kwara 
State on behalf of the State Executive 
Council informed the world that Nigeria 
will not accept the stationing of the 
command. But in what appeared like a 
policy summersault, the issue of 
stationing AFRICOM has resurfaced 
with the visit of president Umaru Musa 
‘Yaradua to the United States recently.  
  
During the visit the news media carried 
stories indicating the willingness of 
Umaru Musa ‘Yar’adua to partner with 
US on AFRICOM. According to a 
report published on the website of the 
White House with the headline 
“Yar’Adua in White House, Ready to 
Partner US on AFRICOM”, the report 
says “President Umaru Musa Yar’Adua 
yesterday at the White House in 
Washington, D.C., United States ( US ) 
stated that Nigeria would partner the 
US/AFRI-CA Command (AFRICOM) 
on security on the continent”. The report 
further quotes ‘Yar’aduwa saying “We 
have discussed on security issues, 
security within Nigeria, the Niger Delta, 
the Gulf of Guinea and peace and 
security on the African continent. We 
shall partner AFRICOM to assist not 
only Nigeria but also the African 
continent to actualise its peace and 
security initiatives. It is an initiative to 
have standby forces in each of the 
regional economic groupings in Africa ” 
  
Shortly after it appeared that 
‘Yar’aduwa has changed his mind, 
Nigerian media carried the story, and 
seeing that public opinion in Nigeria is 
against the decision to host AFRICOM, 
Nigerian officials, in particular Ojo 
Madueke, the foreign affairs Minister, 
and Olusegun Adeniyi, the presidential 
spokesperson are trying to deny the new 
pact. However they only seem to be 
stammering with the truth.  
  
In a special report compiled by the 
Congressional Research Service for the 
use of the members of US Congress 

 
entitled “Africa Command: US Strategic 
Interests and the Role of the US Military 
in Africa” the relevance of Nigeria to US 
national security was clearly outlined, in 
particular the oil in the Niger Delta, 
which might explain the reason why the 
US is working hard to get the approval of 
Nigerian officials.  
  
The report shows that the US wants to 
reduce its reliance on Middle East oil by 
up to 75% by the year 2025, and Nigeria 
being the largest producer of oil provides 
an alternative. Already countries like 
South Africa and Algeria have rejected 
the idea of hosting AFRICOM. The US 
also fears that hosting AFRICOM in 
other North African countries will attract 
the attention of freedom fighters opposed 
to US policy.  
  
President Umaru Musa ‘Yar’aduwa 
should not overlook the reasons why 
other countries declined to host the 
command. A part from security and 
sovereignty of Nigeria, even the report 
for US congress suggests that the 
command should be hosted in a country 
that is politically stable, has good 
schools, health facilities to satisfy the 
needs of US citizens to work in the 
command, and the country should also be 
devoid of corruption. These qualities are 
enough to disqualify Nigeria from 
hosting the command. Nigerians are not 
opposed to AFRICOM because of any 
vendetta, but they are simply being 
cautious when they hear the United 
States speaking about security, stability 
and democracy, for if action speaks 
louder than voice, then Nigeria should 
distance itself from the kind of security 
and stability the world is seeing in Iraq 
and Afghanistan. May Allah make us 
among those who hear what is said and 
follow the best of it, ameen. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Nigerian Security and the Africa Command (continued from page 1) 
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Two dozen military bases in 
Africa will help the United 
States compete for influence 
with China in the otherwise 
forgotten continent. 
  
The forgotten continent of 
Africa could become the new 
battleground in the next 
American conflict. On Feb. 6, 
President Bush formally 
established the U.S. Africa 
Command (AFRICOM), a 
unified command structure 
located on the continent. By 
2012, the United States wants 
two dozen bases in Africa to 
promote U.S. security interests 
and “the common goals of 
development of health, 
education, democracy, and 
economic growth.” Bush 
announced the creation of 
AFRICOM a week after 
Chinese President Hu Jintao 
landed in Cameroon to start a 
high-profile, eight-country 
African tour, during which he 
signed more than 50 
cooperation agreements and 
pledged to double China’s 
assistance to Africa by 2009.  
 
Despite a surge in interest 
during the Cold War, Africa has 
never played a strategic role in 
U.S. foreign policy. In 1995, the 
Department of Defense stated: 
“Ultimately we see very little 
traditional strategic interest in 
Africa.” But with increasing 
investment from an energy-
hungry China, the United States 
is reconsidering. “It’s an 
ideological game,” says Vijay 
Prashad, director of 
international studies at Trinity 
College. “Since China began to 
enter Africa with a new 
development agenda, it called 
the United States’ bluff. Now 
Africa is becoming the 
battlefield of ideas over two 
forms of hegemony.”  

 
According to the State Department, 
Chinese trade with Africa quadrupled to 
$55 billion from 2002 to 2006. China 
estimates there are 800 Chinese firms 
investing in Africa. Neoconservative 
groups call China’s growing 
relationship with Africa “alarming” and 
want a response. “The United States 
must be alert to the potential long-term 
disruption of American access to 
important raw materials and energy 
sources as these resources are ‘locked 
up’ by Chinese firms,” reads a 2006 
Heritage Foundation policy 
backgrounder.  
 
While many NGOs have joined U.S. 
lawmakers in supporting AFRICOM in 
principle, there is skepticism. In recent 
testimony on Capitol Hill, Mark Malan, 
a program officer with Refugees 
International, summed up the NGO 
position: “The main concern of 
operational NGOs is that AFRICOM 
will increase the trend towards the 
militarization of humanitarian action, 
which raises fundamental concerns 
about the purpose of such assistance.” 
Some critics see AFRICOM as another 
foothold for the military-industrial 
complex. “AFRICOM … reflects the 
Bush administration’s primary reliance 
on the use of force to pursue its strategic 
interests,” writes Salim Lone, a former 
spokesman for the U.N. mission in Iraq 
and a columnist with the Daily Nation 
in Nairobi.  
 
U.S. officials have stated what 
AFRICOM will not do — “this isn’t 
about chasing terrorists around Africa”; 
“AFRICOM isn’t going to be used to 
protect natural resources”; “AFRICOM 
will in no way take a leadership role in 
the area of diplomacy.” Exactly what it 
will do is unclear. But that hasn’t 
stopped AFRICOM from garnering 
support at home—even from 
progressives such as Sen. Russ Feingold 
(D-Wisc.). His House counterpart, Rep. 
Donald Payne (D-N.J.), is more 
skeptical. “To the extent that 
establishing a command where our 
 

 
relationship with Africa is the priority 
rather than an afterthought can do so, I 
support it,” said Payne, who chairs the 
Subcommittee on Africa & Global Health. 
“However, I do have some serious 
concerns.”  
 
Others say the Defense Department must 
tread carefully. “It’s not that the idea itself 
is bad when you look at some of the 
things that have happened there, but we 
need to be very artful in how we proceed,” 
said a high-ranking Democratic staffer. 
“This administration has not made it easy 
for the U.S. to seem credible on security 
issues. The current environment doesn’t 
really leave room for error.” Regardless, 
Africa’s mounting importance as a global 
petroleum source cannot be 
underestimated. Since 2002, U.S. oil 
imports from Nigeria, Angola, Algeria 
and Libya have nearly doubled, and 
according to data from the Energy 
Information Administration, Africa has 
surpassed the Middle East as the largest 
supplier of crude oil to the United States. 
The National Intelligence Council projects 
that African oil imports could account for 
25 percent of total U.S. imports by 2015. 
At the same time, China accounted for 40 
percent of total growth in global demand 
for oil in the last four years. Today, more 
than a quarter of China’s oil imports come 
from Africa. That demand indicates Africa 
will begin to play a much larger role in 
both U.S. and Chinese foreign policy over 
the coming decades, as the large powers 
play yet another round of the age-old 
“great game.” 
 
This was written by Christopher Moraff, 
a Philadelphia-based writer and 
photographer. He is a frequent 
contributor to In These Times, he has 
also written for the American Prospect 
Online, Boulder Weekly and 
Entrepreneur Magazine, among other 
publications.  It is available online at: 
http://www.globalpolicy.org/empire/econ
omy/2007/0919africom.htm 
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The Executive Committee of 
the Nigeria Muslim Forum 
(UK) held its meeting on the 
18th November 2007. They 
deliberated on a number of 
issues including a review of the 
issues raised during the Summer 
Conference, scheduled to take 
place in London, on the 8th 
September 2007 at the London 
Muslim Centre, East London 
Mosque, Whitechapel, London. 
These include, among other 
things, ways of getting full 
participation of Sisters’ Forum 
in organizing and events, Fund 
Raising as well as activities 
lined up for the Winter 
Conference, scheduled to take 
place in Nottingham, on the 
29th December 2007 at the 
Pakistani Centre, Woodborough 
Road, Nottingham. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
1. The Family of Dr and Mrs 

Umar Farouk Aminu, 
former Ameer of the 
Forum and now with the 
Pensions Commission, 
Abuja, has been blessed 
with the birth of a baby 
girl. They named her 
Rukayyah. 

 
2. The family of Brother 

Musa Mohammed 
Argungu (Birmingham) 
has been blessed with the 
birth of a baby girl. They 
named her Fatimah. 

 
3. The family of Ustadh 

Tajuddeen Yusuf 
(Nottingham) has been 
blessed with the birth of a 
baby girl.  

 

 
4. Brother Nasiru Tsafe and family 

(Nottingham), the Organising 
Secretary of the Forum, has been 
blessed with the birth of a baby 
girl.  

 
5. Brother Abdullah’s sister – 

Rasheedah (London) has been 
blessed with the birth of a baby 
boy.  

 
May Allah (SWT) enable the parents of 
these children to bring them up in the 
right manner, according to Islamic 
teachings, ameen. 
 

 
1. Brother Aminu Ibrahim, M.Sc. in 

Public Health, University of Leeds, 
Leeds. 

 
2. Brother Bala M Fakandu, M.Sc. in 

Fire and Explotion, University of 
Leeds, Leeds. 

 
3. Brother Dahiru M Dodo, M.Sc 

Personal Mobile & Satellite 
Communication, University of 
Bradford, Bradford. 

 
4. Brother Dahiru Yakubu Malik, M.Sc. 

in Financial Mathematics, University 
of Leeds, Leeds. 

 
5. Brother Fadil Sanni, MSc Transport 

Planning, University of Leeds, Leeds. 
 
6. Brother Kaigama Usman, M.Sc 

Structural Geology & Geophysics, 
University of Leeds, Leeds. 

 
7. Sister Murjanatu M Gidado, M.Sc 

Public Health, University of Leeds, 
Leeds. 

 
8. Brother Sulaiman Wada, M.Sc Fire & 

Explosion, University of Leeds, 
Leeds. 

 
 
 

 
9. Brother Tijjani Bulama, M.Sc 

Structural Geology & Geophysics, 
University of Leeds, Leeds. 

 
10. Brother Yazid Alhasan, M.Sc Fire 

and Explosion, University of Leeds, 
Leeds. 

 
11. Brother Kabir Abdu, PhD in 

Chemistry, Sheffield University, 
Sheffield. 

 
12. Brother Musa B. Gamji, M.A. 

Politicical Communication, 
University of Sheffield, Sheffield. 

 
13. Brother Musa Abdulkarim, M.Sc. in 

Engineering, University of Sheffield, 
Sheffield. 

 
14. Brother Teslim Giwa, PhD in 

Archtecture, University of Sheffield, 
Sheffield. 

 
15. Brother Abubakar Mudi Abdullahi, 

M.Sc. in Process Systems 
Engineering, Cranfield University, 
Cranfield. 

 
 
 
 
 
1. Brother Shamsudden Hassan has 

successfully completed his M.Sc. 
programme in Fire and Explosion 
from University of Leeds. He is now 
working in St Albans. 

 
2. Brother Nasiru Yola, has 

successfully completed his M.Sc. 
programme in Fire and Explosion 
from University of Leeds.  He is 
about to start work in Australia. 

 
3. Brother Abbas Hassan, has 

completed his M.Sc Programme 
from University of Central 
Lancashire, Preston. 

 
May Allah (SWT) make their studies 
beneficial to them and the entire Ummah, 
ameen. 
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1. Dr Musa Ibrahim Jega, 

former Publicity Secretary of 
the Nigeria Muslim Forum, 
has joined the Islamic 
Development Bank (IDB), 
Jeddah, Saudi Arabia, as 
Senior Researcher. 

 
2. Dr Muhammad Salisu 

Adaya, former List 
Administrator of the NMN 
and one of the founding 
members of the Nigeria 
Muslim Forum, has recently 
joined the Gulf One 
Investment Bank and is 
stationed in Jeddah, Saudi 
Arabia as Chief Economist. 

 
3. Dr Muhammad Kyari, 

former Ameer of the Nigeria 
Muslim Forum (UK), has 
recently joined the African 
Union, Lagos Office as 
Scientific Officer. 

 
May Allah (SWT) guide and 
protect them in their new 
positions, ameen. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Sister Rakata Grema lost her 
father who died in Paris while 
undergoing treatment. May Allah 
(SWT) forgive him, have Mercy 
on him and give the family he 
left behind the fortitude to bear 
this loss, ameen. 
 

 

 
A four-man delegation of Nigeria 
Muslim Forum, UK visits 20 Nigerian 
Muslim students currently studying at 
the University of Greenwich, Avery 
Campus, and sponsored by the Kebbi 
State Government.  The delegation 
admonished the brothers on the 
importance of keeping together in 
group rather than separating 
individually. This according to them 
will help in preserving the good moral 
conduct of the students, particularly in 
the context of western societies whose 
approach to issues and system of living 
is different from what obtains in 
Nigeria. 
 

 
The delegation also reminds the brothers 
to keep to the Mosque and be mindful of 
what they are eating. They advised the 
students to be conducting Ta’alim 
sessions in the Mosque where they 
should be reading from a particular 
Islamic book and be reminding each 
other about the moral life of a Muslim. 
They also used the occasion to invite the 
students to the forthcoming Winter 
Conference and Annual General 
Meeting scheduled to take place at the 
Pakistani Centre, Nottingham, on 
Saturday 29th December 2007. 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 
The event was highly interactive and 
more of information dissemination with 
the students asking several questions 
pertaining to the life of Muslims in the  
 
UK. The delegation provided 
appropriate responses and shared their 
experiences with the students.  
 

 
 
The visit which took place on Monday 
24th December 2007 includes Abubakar 
Dan Abba, Organising Secretary II as the 
leader of the delegation, Dr Usman 
Abdullahi, a representative of the 
London Branch of the Nigeria Muslim 
Forum, Abbas Hassan, a member of the 
Manchester Branch of the NMF, and 
Abubakar Ibrahim Yahya, a 
representative of the Youth Forum. 
 
The Ameer of the students, Mallam 
Aliyu Turaki, thanked the Forum for the 
brotherhood shown to them by sending 
delegates to welcome them as well as 
enlighten them on the challenges of life 
in the United Kingdom. He informed the 
delegation that they currently conduct 
Ta’alim sessions in the Mosque and will 
insha’Allah make effort to participate in 
the events of the London Branch. He also 
indicated their intention to attend the 
Winter Conference. 
 

D E A T H 

RELOCATION 
NMF(UK) Visits Kebbi State Students 

at University of Greenwich 
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