THE SOUTHERN CAMEROONS QUESTION:

The Tragedy of Double Standard by the Western World
As the Southern Cameroons is slowly strangled, it appeals to the Civilized World for help. The World turns away shamelessly. Shame, because they know that the Southern Cameroons Cause is just.

Why? Is it not true that there really is a genuine parallel between Presidents Abraham Lincoln and Paul Biya? That “Lincoln's position, like Biya's, was that a Union, no matter how it was formed, couldn't be abandoned? Why, do we praise Lincoln for launching a war to save the UNION, the American Union, but denounce Biya for much milder actions as regards the Southern Cameroons? The usual answer, the Southern Cameroons answer, is an appeal to the conscience of history. The American South Voluntarily joined the American Union. The United Nations Organization aided by British and French conspiracy with the advent of the Cold War tacitly forced the Southern Cameroons into a Union with the Republic of Cameroon of 1 January, 1960. Its original incorporation being illegitimate, it is not really seceding, it is merely reasserting a legally pre-existing independence of which it was robbed 40 years ago when jointly raped by Ahmadou Ahidjo with assistance and blessing of Gualist France. But history can be tricky. On the one hand where exactly does history stop? The Southern Cameroons had self-government for three years between 1958 and 1961, but for more than three decades before that it was part of the great German empire. Which historic period is the norm? The German emporiums? The brief interregnum of Southern Cameroons reality of the past 40 years? And on the other hand, why was, say , South Carolina's accession to the American Union in 1788 binding on the generation of 1860, which was not even born at  the time of incorporation? Why exactly were South Carolinians who had nothing to do with joining the American Union prohibited by democratic theory on less, from asserting their democratic right to choose their own form of association or non-association, with the Union?

We need firmer ground on which to base the justice of Southern Cameroons demand for self-rule. And it exists. It has nothing to do with history alone for the history of this unholy UNION speaks for itself. It has instead to do with democracy, with a new principle of international relations or, rather an old one that has been revived; the principle of democratic legitimacy: the called to self-determination. The Southern Cameroonians are right to do what they did by declaring the independence of this territory because it was a chosen Council, created by consent of the governed that decided in the name of the people to separate. It is the democratic origin of that decision, not its historical antecedents, that makes it right. The injustices imbued by Southern Cameroonians, over the last 40 years; the rape of our people and territory, the arrests, detention imprisonment and killings and gross human and fundamental rights violations, the political denial of the existence of the Southern Cameroons Question, “the Anglophone Problem” by the Biya regime… led to this brave act of history. But didn't South Carolina also democratically decide to leave the American Union? By what right did Lincoln make war on it? The answer is, 1first, that South Carolina, unlike the Southern Cameroons, never had the spirit of democracy. In 1860, 50% of its population was fully enslaved, among other human rights, the franchise. It was a White Minority Government we would say today, that voted for secession. And, 2second, Lincoln's Union, unlike Biya’s was a democracy. Lincoln fought to preserve the Union because he believed that secession meant the end of the great American experiment in self-government. If a minority (the South), upon losing an argument (the election of 1860), can just pick up and quit the Union, then the whole idea of republican government becomes a farce. If every disgruntled minority can take up its marbles and secede, the monarchist and other reactionary critics of the (then) unique American experiment in republican government would be vindicated and say man is not fit for self-government. 
As in classical ROME and GREECE, self-government inevitably breaks down into either anarchy or tyranny. None of this applies to Biya and his Francophone dominated Kleptomaniac regime. He is protecting a dictatorial republic (empire), not a democracy. The Union he is defending with his malicious policy of ``National Integration'' is indeed dedicated to no proportion. Biya was forced to introduce some element of democracy   into the Cameroons. But, it is a fact that the only part of the “Union” that can be said of having the spirit of true democracy, a tradition long enjoyed, is the Southern Cameroons, which citizen Ni John Fru Ndi imposed multiparty politics in the Cameroons, leading to the first multiparty presidential elections in October 1992, a process he rightly won but was hijacked by Biya and his self-appointed Supreme Court judges. For the Southern Cameroons to separate from a non-democratic and tyrannical Union is not to undermine the idea of democratic government, but in fact, to affirm it. More over, today, even Lincoln's action would be looked on with far more scepticism. Even if the Union is democratic, it hardly seems to us today that it has the right “forcibly” to suppress the legitimately expressed will of a minority for independence. If, for example, Quebec decided tomorrow to secede from Canada (they have already had two referendums on this issue, a third may be on the way}, the World would hardly counteract a Lincolnesque invasion of Quebec in the name of the Canadian Federal Union nor would Canada. So long as a nation or people, in making its own decisions legitimately, does not threaten its neighbours, (a condition that a unified Germany, for example have met), it should be free to choose. Certainly, the Southern Cameroons meets this test. This is why I am prepared to give my life for this Cause. But not all. When some Western governments and International Organizations like the Commonwealth, the Francophonie and the United Nations are called upon to support the Southern Cameroons total independence drive, they are mute or tell us that it is an internal affair. Why?  Because while the Southern Cameroons Cause is just, there are other causes in the World mostly of personalistic interest; the Middle East imbroglio, Saddan Hussein's nuclear threat in the Gulf, the unfinished work in the Western Sahara, Chechnya, the global war on terrorism.., these too  counts for something.
This tug between the justice of the Southern Cameroons Question and the need to preserve peace in other “trouble-spots” is the source of Western paralysis over the Southern Cameroons. It is no use trying to justify that paralysis by denying, by appeal to Lincoln, the Southern Cameroons Cause. It wouldn't wash. The Western and International paralysis is justified only by admitting that the Southern Cameroons Cause conflicts irreconcilably with other 'important' values. Some international dilemmas are insoluble. The Southern Cameroons presents the World with such a dilemma. For the West to try to escape their anguish and responsibility by denying the Just Cause of the Southern Cameroonians is really to add insult to injury. When the United Nations Secretary-General, Ghanaian-born KOFFI ATTA ANNAN declared to the International Press Corps during his maiden visit to the Cameroons that the Southern Cameroons Question is “an Internal Problem”, he did a great disservice to humanity and equally exposed the emptiness of the much talked U.N Policy of “PREVENTIVE DIPLOMACY” a policy he preached as Under-Secretary for the Security Council. He must be condemned for cowardice. 
Let me ask: was the Rwandan crisis that eventually erupted into a genocidal war not an internal problem? What about Burundi, the Democratic Republic of Congo, Sierra Leone..? Did all these not stemmed from gross internal injustices and inequalities, and internal policies that encouraged hatred and fanned the build-up of revenge, etc? Yes, Rwanda was internal, but after the mass butchering of almost a million people, the world is shearing crocodile tears in Arusha, Tanzania. For most of the traumatized families, it is already too late. Indeed, I weep today, for this senseless act of irresponsibility by people of good conscience around the World. Of course there are a few who really care, but when will the World learn that it is easier to prevent a war situation than to stop a war? I weep for the glaring double standard from the Western World.  The Southern Cameroons does not want war. We are a people with a peace-loving culture, but the intransigence of the annexationist La Republique du Cameroun, and our unbearing impatience to gain our freedom is moving us much closer and faster to collision. And when it will begin, the effects of it; killings, destructions, refugees, will remain an indelible scar on the conscience of mankind. Truly, appeasement is the abandonment of friends and responsibilities simply for one's own safety and interest. The West inaction on the Southern Cameroons is grounded in concern not just for “their safety”, but also for their egoistic interest. What the Southern Cameroons is experiencing, therefore, is not only a betrayal, nor is it only an appeasement and international conspiracy. It is indeed a tragedy!.
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