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ithiopia’s roadblock fbrbedée

A nation where 8 million people are threatened
by famine would be wise to end a senseless war im-

‘mediately. Ethiopia ought to accept an African

peace plan that calls for the peaceful settlement of
its border dispute with Eritrea.

Yet late last month fighting broke out, as it has
periodically since heavy combat ended last June.
Eritrea blames Ethiopia, but whatever really hap-
pened, it is clear that Ethiopia is presenting the big-
gest roadblock to peace.

The Organization of African Unity devised a
peace plan last summer that provided for a with-

. drawal from contested areas and the demarcation of
“the border by disinterested outsiders. This would be

a textbook example of how a regional organization
settles a border dispute if the Ethiopians would only
agree to accept the plan in full.

Instead, they are haggling over the precise na-
ture of the withdrawal and whether any weapons
will be allowed in the disputed zones. These issues
could be resolved with a minimal amount of good
will. Ahmed Ouyahia, an OAU mediator, was in the

region last week in an effort to help out.

So was Anthony Lake, former national security
adviser to President Clinton, who shuttled between
the two capitals: Once the peace plan is accepted, the
United States would almost certainly finance a
peacekeeping operation in the disputed area.

The war is fueled by more than boundary dis-
putes. Since Eritrea broke off from Ethiopia in 1991,
the two countries have yet to devise an economic re-
lationship that combines interdependence with in-
dependence. Eritrea controls the two ports through
which most of Ethiopia’s seaborne commerce flows,
while the 59 million Ethiopians are prime customers
for anything the 3.9 million Eritreans have to sell.

As it did 15 years ago, when it was fighting to
prevent Eritrean independence, Ethiopia today
faces a famine that could kill hundreds of thousands

of people. Ethiopia was then ruled by Mengistu

Haile Mariam, a brutal dictator. The international
community needs to remind the present rulers, a
more democratic group, that it must end the war to
avert another humanitarian catastrophe.













Asmiara, 9 March 2000

The Honourable William Clinton
. President of the ' TR
- United States of America -

Dear Mr. President,

Allow me to convey % you my best wishes for success and good health to
your person during your last year of Office.

I bave been writing to you, from time to time, to update you on
. developments regarding the conflict between my country and Ethiopia and
to convey to you my candid thoughts and concemns with the aim of soliciting
your vital contribution towards its peaceful and legal resolfition.

As you will recall, Eritrea accepted in good faith the Technical
Arrangements worked out with the participation of US experts when it was
explicitly told that “these were not open t0 amendments”. The latter
provision originated in response to the express fequests of the Ethiopian
authorities. Indeed, as communicated to us by the OAU special envoy at
the time, the Ethiopian authorities, which were casting doubt on Erimrea’s
acccptance of the Modalities of Implementation, suggested  that the
Technical Arrangments be elaborated by techmical experts for submission to
the conflicting parties as a “take it or leave it” document The exact words
of the Ethiopian Prime Minister to the OAU special envoy were: “decide and
catch us”.



' But when the TA were worked out under this premise, the ‘Ethiopian
authoritics reneged on their prior commitment ard forwarded 39 queries to
“the OAU. The OAU duly provided satisfactory clarifications to Ethiopia’s

questions, underlining in the process that the document remained non-

changeable.

1 hardly need to emphasize tbat the Techmical Amgements. are a faithful
.elaboration ..of the Framework Agrecment and the Modalities of
- Implementation endorsed by the: OAU Suminits. In this oonnectxon, T recall
your words, Mr. President, describing the three documents compnsmg ﬁm.
OAU peace package as comprehensxve and.fau‘ g e

Whenweappeeledto youﬁ:rpreasamto bc brought to bearontheEthlopxan
leadership for rejecting the TA. and impeding the peace process, you asked
- us to exert maximum patience and restraint as: your envoys were working
vigorously to “persuade” the Ethmpxan authontms to aceept the peace

package.

Unfurtumately, all the endeavours exmf:d it the past seVen months have
been in vain. The authoritics in Ethiopia have been and continue to resort to
obstructionist tactics to dilute and ultimately scrap the two basic documents
(the Framework Agreement and the Modalities of mplementation) under the
pretext that the Technical Armrangements require “modification”. The
Ethiopian authorities have even rejected the normative request for the two
documents to be officially signed by both parties as a'legal testimony of their
acceptance. The efforts of the past seven moanths have thus been wasted
without any fruit.

We have now learned — during the visit of the QAU special envoy, Almed
Ouyahja and your special envoy, Anthomy Lake to this country last week —
that all the commitments made have beet breacked. "Consequently, we have
communicated to the OAU Chairman, President -Bouteflika, to ensure the
signature by both parties of the FA and MOI, and, inform us formally
whether the Technical Arrangements are open to amendments.



Mr. President,

‘In spitc of seven montbs. of tireless efforts, the entire peace paclge is at a
crucial crossroads and literally on the brink of collapse. - In the event, I
renew my appeal to you to take the measures that are necessary to rectify the -
situation. ’ ; .

Accept, Mr. President, the assurances of my highest estecem.

Is 'ki



o N BlcyCLlNG ASSOCIA N PO BO _ 578 BOULDER co 80306 USA 303 545 9011 wa
Date: February 8, 2000 By @qw
To: .2 BreSidént Clinton' -7 03 ;
Fronj’: Ashley Korenblat =~ -~ U\S‘N& M “"U‘J

Re:  Bicycles in National Monuments % ° : s <—& oo Heg

Dear President Clinton,

initiative and your use of the Antiquities Act to create Nati
IMBA greatly appreciates your efforts to protect our ic:Jands rec |6fis natural resources.
j’ﬁﬂ"“* -~ {‘“ ‘{"gﬁ;"’ _

In your proclamation designating the Grand Canyon—l’arashant Natxor;afl Monument you stated
that, "All motorized and mechanized velucle uscoﬁ'road will be prohiblted "$

The use of blcycles encourages v151t01 S to en_]oy Natlo% Monuments without driving their

cars, helping to_ reduce trafﬁc congestlon and pollutlon, and improving the quality of the .

visitor’s experlences B T es]

* Federal agencies should remam open to the pOSSlbllltleS for bicycle access wrthm National
Monuments arid other tederal lands?” "~

o Federal agencies should allow-local or dlstnct managers to determine Monument
management plans w1th regard to bicycles.

IMBA is available to assist with agency efforts to develop National Monument management
plans. We appreciate your time and consideration and are grateful for your leadership in the
creation of these important National Monuments.

Most sincerely,

hleyK orenblat
President, IMBA

CC:  Dan Sakuro, Council on Environmental Quality
Molly McUsic, Roy Wright, Department of the Interior
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How the government
failed to stop
the world’s worst
Internet attack

By M.J. Zuckerman
USA TODAY \
Susan Levy Haskell artived at her office at the Uni-
versily of Minnesola as usual before 8 a.m. on Monday,
Aug. 16, 1999, where she walched at first curiously, then
later in horror, as the universily computer system came
under attack from a massive yet anorymous Internet
adversary.
Haskell, the university’s computer security ooor-
dinator, says that as hours passed the vol-
ume of incoming malicious traffic rose
from a mere anngyance to an all-
consuming electronic dissonance.The In-
ternet connechion responsive, degrading
steadily until the university was cut off from the world.
“It became pretty terrifying to realize how many ma-
chines had to be involved. Itseemed like hundreds.”
Investigators later determined that 2,200 computer
systems, including those at more than 30 universities in
the United States, had become unwilting “zombies,”
serving a still unideatified master computer, which di-
rected the attacks and fcrced the university off the In-
ternet for two days.
In a matter of weeks after the Minnesota incident,
academics and elite computer security firms began

spreading the word (o clleats and colleagues that this
newly enhanced “denial of service™ (DoS) attack was a
clear and immediate danger (o the Internet.

But it would take more than a month before federal
officials al the National Infrastructure Protection Cen-
ter (NIPC), which is responsible for national computer
security matters, to learn of the incident and three
more months for them (o conclude that it was a threat
worthy of a warning (o the public.

It is now appareat that throughout the end of 1999,
cybervandals were infecting large, in-
sufficiently sccured computer systems
as zombles and laying the groundwork
for a series of aftacks last month that

rocked e-commerce.

The delayed response and limited distribution of
threat information is one of several criticisms being lev-
eled at the NIPC and its sister agencies as the in-
vestigation into the artacks progresses slowly, according
to recent congressional lestimony.

“It was not enough,” says Jamie Gorelick, the former
deputy altormey general, who from 1994 to 1997 direc1-
edthe administration’s creation of the current electron-
ic defense policy.

She and others say the protection center failed, leaving man;
e-commerce firms unprepared for the attacks Feb. 8-11 tha
slowed the global Internet by 20% and shut down the world"
most popular commercial Web sites and the FBI's bome page

“Ihere needs to be some agile operational capacity in the
government, an ability to move quickly (o provide warnings.”
she says. “This doesn't sound at all like what we had in mind.”

Michael Vatis, director of the NIPC, an intecageacy fusion of
federal, local and International organizations based at the FBI,
defends his agency’s response. It says it permitted the private
sector to prepare for the worst while avoiding public hysteria.

“Three years ago we wouldn't have been able to respond at
all,” Vatis says. “Todgy we have an effective resource” for in-
vestigating crimes and (ssuing threat alerts.

Critics say the protection center and its sister agencies have
fallen short of the vision President Qlinton had two years ago
when he [ssued a plan to “create a genuine public-private part-
nership to protect America in the 21st century” from devas-
ating cyberattacks. The plan called for the private sector,
which owns and operates both the Internet and the intrastruc-
ture that supports it — electricity, banking and comsaunica-
tions — to create secure inforraationsharing centers in which
companies could anonymousty share threat Infortnation, new
vulnerabilities and crises data. It also created a Commerce De-
partment coordinating center to work with those industry
clearinghouses and the NIPC.

But as the adsinistration seeks $37 million in néw spending
for cybersecurity, the NIPC and its sister agencies are woubled
by confusion within their own ranks as well as a lack of cooper-
ation from companies and other governruent agencies:

» Other govermment agencies are refusing to work with the
NIPC, privately pointing to the FBI's longstanding reputation
for not sharing well with others. “Ihat's something we're still
working on,” Vatis s3ys.

The Pentagon is the only Cabinetdeve! agency represented
at the NIPC. The Secret Service, Transportation Department
and Treasury Department, each of which is designated to have

:jtoprsemation at the protec-
“ ter, refuse to tak
OIe)eSI?arg?) naagll € play'a major role :l:t the cen-
capacity in the
government, an

ter, is not represented. The
CIA, which bas four slots at
ability to move

the center, bas filled one.

» Friction and turf bat-
tles between the new cyber-
securily agencies may be
hampering operations. The

quickly to National Coordialor for in
= rastructu n
prOVlde coun(cx(em)rgsm is Richard

Qarke, a White House offl-
cial, who must get clearance
on a casedby-case basis be
fore the NIPC will brief him
about investigations.

Valis says Justice Depart-
ment guidelines bar the FB!
from briefing anyone out-
side the department about
ongoing cases unless the at
torney general grants a
waiver.

» The Internet communi-

warnings. This
(last incident)
doesn’t sound at
all like what we
had in mind.”

— Jamle Gorelick, former
dcputy attorney general
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