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Amnesty International acknowledges the research input to this report of the International Peace
Information Service and TransArms - Research Center for the Logistics of Arms Transfers.
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1. Introduction

Weapons and munitions have continued to flow into the Great Lakes Region and to those forces
known to flagrantly abuse human rights in the eastern DRC despite the peace agreements in 2002
between warring groups of the Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC) and between the
governments of Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC), Rwanda and Uganda.*

The UN Security Council imposed a mandatory arms embargo on the provinces of North
and South Kivu and the Ituri region of the eastern DRC, and also on groups not party to the peace
agreement in the DRC, on 28 July 2003. This embargo was considerably strengthened and
applied to the whole of the DRC, with certain exceptions, on 18 April 2005. Y et, before and after
the imposition of the UN embargo, reports of arms and related deliveries continued.

International arms flows into the region have corresponded to the clandestine supply of
military aid by powerful forces in the DRC, Rwanda, and Uganda to their competing client armed
groups and militia in eastern DRC who practise banditry and show little or no respect for human
rights. Although fighting has subsided since the peace agreements, there have been regular
clashes in which civilians have been brutally targeted. The military situation remains tense and
civilians still live in fear and continue to be frequently exposed to large-scale human rights abuses.
The current shortcomings in the demabilisation process, the easy availability of small arms, and
the recent arming of “ self defence” militia have also lead to arapid rise in armed banditry. Bands
of gunmen, former rebels and militia fighters till roam the lawless east, looting villages,
exploiting mineral deposits and kidnapping civilians to earn cash. These factors together pose a
major threat to the observance of the fundamental human rights of the people living in the Great
L akes Region.

In this context, Amnesty International is especialy concerned about large-scale arms
deliveries to the region. Rwandaimported millions of rounds of small arms ammunition, grenades
and rocket launchers from surplus stocks in Albania and the Rwandan Government has recently
been ordering even more supplies of such equipment from surplus stocks in Bosnia. Similarly,
there have been the large flows of arms mainly from Eastern Europe to the DRC transitional
government and to Uganda. Until April 2005, the UN had no agreed mechanism for the
governments in the region to restrain or report such large imports, for example by reporting to the
UN Secretary General or to the Mission de I'Organisation des Nations Unies au Congo
(MONUC), United Nations Mission in the Democratic Republic of Congo, which is supporting
the peace and military demobilisation process and tasked with enforcing the arms embargo so as
to ensure that such arms are not diverted to armed groups and militia in the eastern DRC. Under
the new UN arms embargo there are outreach provisions that could begin to strictly limit arms
flows to the Great Lakes region if there is the political will to implement and enforce such
provisions.

Meanwhile, the Rwandan authorities have continued to actively support and supply
armed groups that have committed grave human rights abuses across the border in eastern DRC,

! After reaching military deadlock, and under pressure from their aid donors, the governments of Rwanda
and Uganda signed two separate “ peace agreements’ with the DRC government - in July 2002 (in Pretoria)
and in August 2002 (in Luanda) - agreeing to the total withdrawal of their troopsin the DRC by 5 October
and 15 December 2002. On 15 December 2002, the“ Globa and Inclusive Agreement” on the peaceful
transition to democracy in the DRC was signed in Pretoria by the major Congolese parties to the conflict.
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6 Democratic Republic of Congo: arming the east

even after the imposition of the UN arms embargo, while the authorities in Kinshasa and
Kampala have aso allowed arms to be distributed to militia and armed groups who have also
committed grave abuses.” These arms supplies amplify the danger that the fragile stability in
eastern DRC may be broken. The clandestine nature of much of the diffusion of arms in eastern
DRC and its linkages to international trafficking and brokering networks, means that only
determined and urgent international action will ensure this diffusion does not degenerate into
further atrocities and abuses against civilians.

Theinternational community needs to urgently pressure and assist the governments of the
DRC, Rwanda, Uganda, and Burundi to adopt comprehensive measures consistent with
international law to prevent the proliferation of arms to militia within the region and to ensure
that the armed forces in the region are trained to uphold international human rights law and
standards and international humanitarian law. Article 51 of the United Nations Charter
recoghizes that every state has aright to individual or collective self-defence, while Articles 1, 55
of the UN Charter require every member state to “promote... universal respect for, and
observance of, human rights and fundamental freedoms’. Other relevant principles of
international law must be observed.

This report shows how this can be done and why, until concrete measures to this end have
been established by each of the three governments, international transfers of these types of arms
will continue to be misused by perpetrators of grave human rights abuses in the Great Lakes
Region. Such arms transfers should be immediately suspended — at least until each military force
and law enforcement agency can demonstrate rigorous operational compliance with international
human rights law and standards and international humanitarian law.

Amnesty International’s position on the arms and security trade*

Amesty Intemational takes no position on the arms trade per se, but is opposed to transfers of military, security or
police (MSP) equipment, technology, personnel or training - and logistical or financial support for such transfers - that
can reasonably be assumed to contribute to serious Vviolations of international human rights standards or intemational
humanitarian law. Such violations include arbitrary and indiscriminate killing, “disappearances” or torture. To help
prevent such violations, Armesty International campaigns for effective laws and agreed mechanisns to prohibit any
MSP transfers from taking place unless it can reasonably be denonstrated that such transfers will not contribute to
serious human rights violations. Armesty International also campaigns for MSP institutions to establish rigorous
systems of accountability and training to prevent such violations.

* For a general introduction, see Amnesty International and Oxfam, Shattered Lives: the case for tough
international arms controls, October 2003 (Al index: ACT 30/003/2003)

2. Background

According to the latest study, by April 2004 the DRC conflict had cost the lives of nearly four
million people, or 31,000 people per month, since the outbreak of fighting in August 1998.3
Unlawful killings have continued almost daily, despite peace agreements reached in late 2002
between the major Congolese parties and between the DRC, Rwanda and Uganda, which were
supposed to bring the violent conflict to an end. The Congolese people and their neighbours are
exhausted with war and violence. Yet, indicators show that many of these conflicts restart after
they have stopped and that one prime factor is the easy availability of arms.

2 UN Security Council Resolution 1493 of 28 July 2003
3 Mortality in the Democratic Republic of Congo: Results from a Nationwide Survey April — July 2004.
The International Rescue Committee, July 2004
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In June 2003 a transitional power-sharing government took office in Kinshasa, made up
of the former Congolese warring parties, elements of the political opposition and civil society
representatives. The transitional government was tasked with consolidating the peace agreements,
restoring security and territorial integrity to the country, demobilising large numbers of weapons-
bearers, forming an integrated national army and police force, and paving the way for democratic
elections for a new government within a two-year term. |In reality, despite limited advancement
in some legislative matters, the DRC transitional government has achieved little of substance
despite recently agreeing the terms of a new constitution. Its authority and credibility have been
steadily eroded by factionalism among the major political forces dominating the transition (the
former government, now represented in power by the PPRD, the RCD-Goma and the MLC), and
by a succession of military and political crises centred on eastern DRC.

Large areas of the DRC continue to escape effective government control. Alleged coup
attempts , mutinies, insurrections and outbreaks of widespread civil disorder have occurred.
Internal divisions have aso surfaced within the political parties, most noticeably within the RCD-
Goma, which has fissured between a faction supportive of the transition, and an element opposed
to the transition and which reportedly solicits the continued support of Rwanda to retain a de
facto separate political, economic and military structure in North Kivu.

Conflicting economic interests, as well as political and military ones, also lie at the heart
of the continuing instability. Local actors, with the tacit and active support of the governments of
Rwanda and Uganda, partly supported by Burundi”, formed, trained and armed a number of
Congolese political groups that split amidst increasing Uganda-Rwanda rivalry.> Control of the
DRC'’s mineral and other natural resources and lucrative customs entry points has been a constant
underlying driving force of conflict. Leaders of armed groups and poalitical factions in eastern
DRC have brokered access to local markets by foreign business operations, some of whom
collaborate with those leaders in the provision of arms and related supplies.

The authorities in Rwanda and powerful interests in Uganda, while denying any actions
aimed at destabilising the DRC transition, have maintained close links with, and are alleged to
provide continued covert military support to, armed groups or factions opposed to the transitional
government. The presence inside the DRC of Rwandan, and to a lesser extent Ugandan, armed
groups opposed to the Rwandan and Ugandan governments has continued to prove a mgjor source
of tension between these states and the DRC. Fighters of the Rwandan Hutu armed opposition

* On 8 October 2003, the Transitional Government of Burundi and the National Council for the Defence of
Democracy -Forces for Defence of Democracy (CNDD-FDD) signed the Pretoria Protocol on Political,
Defence and Security Power Sharing in Burundi. On 16 November 2003, the parties signed a Globa
Ceasefire Agreement a Dar-es-Sdaam (Tanzania). On 15 May 2005, a cessation of hostilities was signed
in Dar es Sdaam (Tanzania) between the Burundian government and the FNL

® Theinitial group they formed was known as the Rassemblement congolais pour la démocratie (RCD),
Congolese Radly for Democracy. From 1999 the RCD became RCD-Goma, supported by Rwanda, when it
split into mutually hostile factions supported, trained and armed by Uganda. The offshoots of RCD-Goma
included RCD-Mouvement de libération (RCD-ML) based in Beni, RCD-Liberation Movement, also often
known as RCD-Kisangani/ML (RCD-K/ML), and the RCD-Nationa (RCD-N). For severd years RCD-ML
has formed a politica and military dliance with, and received weapons from the Kinshasa-based
government. From late 1998, the Ugandan armed forces trained, armed and deployed combat troopsto
support another armed political group known as the Mouvement de libération du Congo (MLC), Movement
for the Liberation of Congo.
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8 Democratic Republic of Congo: arming the east

group (the FDLR)® have themselves perpetrated numerous grave human rights abuses against
civilians in eastern DRC. In early December 2004, Rwandan government forces are reported to
have mounted an extensive military incursion into North-Kivu province of eastern DRC,
ostensibly to engage Rwandan insurgents.

Given the palitical inertia and the deeply unstable situation in the DRC, national €lections
have been postponed and the transitional period, which was due to end on 30 June 2005, to be
extended (the two-year transitional term may be extended by up to two further periods of six
months each). The prospect of internationally-monitored e ections are the source of considerable
expectation to the Congolese people but considerable uncertainty to the political forces currently
holding power, so are likely to be a source of increasing tension and upheaval in the coming
months.

Cycle of violence and insecurity

Political instability, acts of organised violence and conflicts over economic resources in
eastern DRC have threatened on several occasions to bring about a collapse of the fragile
transition. Most of this instability is centred on the two Kivu provinces, bordering Rwanda and
Burundi, and on the region of Ituri, bordering Uganda. In these areas attacks by armed forces and
militia on civilians have continued on an almost daily basis. The UN peacekeeping force,
MONUC, despite reinforcement, a strengthening of its mandate, and a recent reorganization of its
command structure, still struggles to contain the violence and to respond adequately to the
challengesiit faces.

During the conflict to 2003, the RCD-Goma and its ally Rwanda controlled the provinces
of North- and South-Kivu. This control remained largely undisputed after the installation of the
transitional government until, in February 2004, RCD-Goma soldiers in Bukavu, the capital of
South-Kivu, mutinied against the new government-appointed commander of the 10th (South-Kivu)
military region, General Prosper Nyabiolwa.

Acting on inteligence, General Nyabiolwa had instituted a series of searches for hidden
arms across Bukavu. Arms caches were reportedly discovered in the grounds of the residence of
the RCD-Goma Governor of South-Kivu, Xavier Chiribanya, and in property belonging to a
number of other RCD-Goma political and military figures in the city. The Governor was
suspended from office and fled. Another RCD-Goma officer accused of concealing arms, Major
Kasongo, was arrested and flown to Kinshasa. Major Kasongo had already been sentenced to
death in absentia by a Kinshasa court for his alleged role in the assassination of former President
Laurent-Désiré Kabila. In response, on the night of 24 February, dissident RCD-Goma soldiers,
led by the Deputy Regional Military Commander and RCD-Goma Colongl Jules Mutebuts,
attacked General Nyabiolwa's residence, forcing him to flee, and killing two soldiers loyal to the
government. Local NGOs also accused Rwandan government forces of taking a direct role in the
assault.

® A large majority of today’s FDLR combatants were too young to have taken part in the 1994 Rwandan
genocide as ex-FAR or Interahamwe militia. Many joined the FDLR after the Rwandan armed forces
attacked and closed down Hutu refugee camps in eastern Congo [former Zaire]. The Rwandan government
has said that 10 to 12 per cent of the current FDLR leadership was involved, although it has provided only a
few names.
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In what was widely seen as a government climb-down, in order to defuse the crisis, the
Kinshasa authorities subsequently had Major Kasongo flown back to Bukavu. In due course,
General Prosper Nyabiolwa was replaced as regional military commander. None of the RCD-
Gomadissidents, including Colonel Mutebutsi, were ever charged or sanctioned for the mutiny.

The resulting standoff in South-Kivu lasted until June 2004, when two renegade RCD-
Goma forces combined to take control of Bukavu. Colonel Jules Mutebutsi led one force, still
headquartered in the city. He was joined by a column of RCD-Goma forces from North-Kivu, led
by RCD-Goma General Laurent Nkunda. The renegades claimed to be acting in defence of the
minority Tutsi ethnic population in Bukavu, but after chasing pro-government forces from the
city, they undertook a systematic spree of killing, rape and looting against the civilian population,
including Tutsis.” Renegade control of the city, however, quickly buckled under the pressure of
international condemnation®, the lack of clear political support from the RCD-Goma political
leadership, and a renewed government offensive. By the middle of June, Bukavu was firmly in
the hands of DRC government forces, and the renegade forces were fleeing to Rwanda or towards
North-Kivu province. As the renegade RCD-Goma fighters withdrew, committing large-scale
human rights abuses in the process, South-Kivu province came under DRC government control.
Colonel Mutebutsi and a number of his troops found sanctuary in Rwanda. Laurent Nkunda's
forces are believed to have rejoined their RCD-Goma units in North-Kivu. The whereabouts of
Laurent Nkunda himself are unknown.

North-Kivu has remained the bastion of RCD-Goma military and political power®, and
acute tensions have continued between the RCD-Goma military and pro-government forces. The
province has a sizeable Rwandan-speaking (both Tutsi and Hutu) population and political
manipulation by both sides of ethnic tensions has become pronounced. From October 2004
onwards, extremist leaders organised the distribution of arms to Rwandophone civilian
communities. International humanitarian aid agencies and Congolese human rights activists were
increasingly targets for attack or threats, reportedly by RCD-Goma soldiers or security officials.
In November 2004 the Rwandan government threatened to re-launch military strikes into the
DRC to combat the FDLR, and the DRC government announced that it would send 10,000 troops
to the east to counter this threat. In early December, a Rwandan government force crossed North-
Kivu, ostensibly to attack FDLR positions.™

In mid-December 2004, DRC government armed forces launched an offensive against
RCD-Goma military positions around Kanyabayonga, in Lubero territory in northern North-Kivu,
and Walikale in western North-Kivu. It is unclear whether this offensive was aimed at sweeping
the RCD-Goma forces from North-Kivu in its entirety, as some RCD-Goma officias alege, or a
more limited venture. In the north of the province the offensive quickly disintegrated. The
government forces at Kanyabayonga, for the most part second-rate troops from former MLC and
Mayi Mayi units, were largely untrained, unpaid, unfed and poorly equipped. According to
sources interviewed by Amnesty International, some government contingents even fought
amongst themselves for the equipment or food they needed. Government forces succeeded in

" Pro-government forces committed a number of human rights abuses against ethnic Tutsi civilians before
and after the June fighting. Thelarger mgjority of abuses were however committed by renegade RCD-
Goma military during their tenure of Bukavu and subsequent withdrawal north and south of the city.

8 The Rwandan government is widely assumed to have supported the renegade force, athough it denied this.
Intense international pressure on Rwanda during this period did, however, coincide with the rapid collapse
of the Bukavu insurrection.

° At the height of the conflict, RCD-Goma and Rwandan control extended to roughly one third of the
country, asfar as the major city of Kisangani.

19 The Rwandan government has denied this incursion.
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10 Democratic Republic of Congo: arming the east

taking control of Walikale territory in the west, but a battalion of FARDC government (Mayi-
Mayi) forces around Nyabiondo, in Masisi territory, was caught between RCD-Goma forces
retreating eastwards from Walikale and an RCD-Goma counter-offensive moving west from
Masisi town.

Following a pattern that has become typical of the DRC conflict, the civilian population
suffered most from these military operations. Government and RCD-Goma forces around
Kanyabayonga were reportedly responsible for numerous rapes and killings of civilians. In and
around Nyabiondo, RCD-Goma forces unlawfully killed at least 50 and possibly many more
civilians, and committed numerous rapes, in the days and weeks following their capture of the
town. Many of the civilian victims were hunted down in the surrounding forest to which they had
fled. Civilian property, schools, churches and medical centres in both Kanyabayonga and
Nyabiondo and their surrounding villages were extensively looted. At Buramba, Rutshuru
territory, also in December 2004, a skirmish between unaligned Mayi-Mayi and RCD-Goma
fighters left three RCD-Goma soldiers dead. At least 35 civilians and probably many more died
in subsequent RCD-Goma reprisals.

Since December, an uneasy stalemate has held in North-Kivu, although tensions in the
province remain high. Ultimate political and military control of the province is still an open
guestion, and further overt or covert attempts to contest the current balance of power there could
easily trigger a renewed crisis. As national elections approach, the pressures in North-Kivu are
likely to intensify.

After the establishment of a the Tripartite Commission between the DRC, Rwanda and
Uganda, with US support after the mid-2004 Bukavu crisis, the Joint Verification Commission to
help monitor the ceasefire between the DRC and Rwanda, with MONUC participation, was set up
in September 2004. However, these bodies have been relatively ineffective so far in reducing
military tensions.

On 13 April, the Security Council welcomed the statement issued by political leaders of
the FDLR in Rome, on 31 March, in which they condemned the 1994 genocide in Rwanda and
renounced the use of force and all offensive operations against Rwanda. The FDLR statement
suggested that their return to Rwanda would be dependent on certain unspecified "modalities’ and
"measures of accompaniment” being negotiated with the Rwandan and DRC governments and the
international community. The Security Council called to the FDLR fighters to hand in their
weapons to MONUC and return peacefully to Rwanda or be resettled, as well as to assist the
International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda (ICTR).™ The UN gave the estimated 10,000
relatively scattered fighters of the FDLR until the end of March 2005 to surrender their weapons,
but with little result. Some governments have since been calling for international force to be used
against FDLR rebels.

The region of Ituri, part of Orientale province, has also remained steeped in violent
conflict, despite more robust MONUC operations in the area. Here the violence has become
overwhelmingly ethnic in character, perpetrated by various militia formed mainly along ethnic

1 UN Security Council Statement by the President, SC/8358, 13 April 2005. "The Security Council calls
onthe FDLR to turn their positive words into action and to demonstrate their commitment to peace by
immediately handing al their arms to the United Nations Organization Mission in the Democratic Republic
of the Congo (MONU C) and by taking part in the programme put in place for their earliest voluntary and
peaceful return to Rwanda or resettlement, as well as by assisting the International Crimina Tribunal for
Rwandain Arushato fulfil its mandate, particularly with regard to the arrest and transfer to its custody of
indictees who remain at large”.
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lines. The roots of the conflict in Ituri lie in the cynica inflammation of ethnic tensions by
Ugandan, Congolese and Rwandese poalitical, military and economic networks. These same
networks have also maintained the proliferation of small arms throughout the region. Rivalry in
the resource-rich Ituri District has involved a succession of armed takeovers and splits among
factions loyal to Kampala, Kigali or Kinshasa, resulting in massacres of civilians by opposing
ethnic forces.”

A national Transitional Government programme, supported by MONUC, to disarm and
reintegrate Ituri militia members into civilian life began in September 2004, Although the
programme made relatively good progress, it still faces considerable hurdles. Among these are
the continued resistance of many militia forces to the programme, an at times ambiguous support
from the transitional government for the programme, a lack of local organizations able to support
a meaningful reintegration of fighters into the community, and the poor coordination of
international finance for the programme. It is also clear that large numbers of militia forces
remain outside the process. These militia forces continue to mount regular attacks against civilian
communities and MONUC forces.

The killing by militia of nine Bangladeshi MONUC peacekeepers during an ambush on
25 February 2005 prompted a vigorous MONUC campaign to convince the remaining militia that
their time was up: they should either immediately agree to enter the disarmament programme or
face ever more robust MONUC offensive operations against them. By May 2005, however,
MONUC troops were still facing serious militia attacks, and thousands of Ituri civilians remained
in camps for the internally displaced. Following the ambush, aid was temporarily suspended to
three of the six overcrowded camps for internally displaced persons in the areas of Djugu and
Irumu because of the danger to MONUC personnel. During that period, 10 people were dying
each day in the camps, most of them children, according to UN officials, and ongoing violence in
Ituri throughout the six-month period had, by the end of May, forced over 100,000 people to flee
their homes.

Despite these attacks, MONUC made progress in improving the dire security
environment in Ituri. An integrated DRC government army brigade, made up of troops from
various former armed contingents and trained by Belgian military advisors, has also contributed
to this improvement. A number of leaders of militia groups have also been arrested by MONUC
or the transitional government, but have not yet been brought to trial. Nevertheless, the success of
the Ituri disarmament programme remains key to consolidating peace in the region and this will
be seriously undermined if new weapons and ammunition continues to flow into the District.

12 Between 1998 and 2002, control of the Ituri district moved successively from the RCD to the RCD-ML,
to the Front pour la libération du Congo (FLC), Front for the Liberation of Congo, back to the RCD-ML,
then to the Union des patriotes congolais (UPC), and to the Front pour I@ntegration et la paix en Ituri
(FIPI), Front for Integration and Peace in Ituri. All of these groups have been responsible for gross human
rights abuses. See Amnesty International, DRC: Ituri — How many more have to die? August 2003, [AFR
62/030/2003]

13 This DRC (Désarmement et Réinsertion Communautaire) programme for lturi is the forerunner of a
nationa demobilization and reintegration programme, and the implications of its eventual success or failure
will weigh heavily on the national programme. However, at the time of writing, little attempt seemsto
have been made to learn the lessons of the DRC programme.
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3. Arms, atrocities and abuse: the human consequences

Sustained by the easy availability of small arms, war crimes, crimes against humanity and
other human rights violations have been committed in eastern DRC. These violations include
extra-judicial executions, unlawful killings of civilians, torture, rape and other sexual violence,
use of child soldiers, abductions, destruction and looting of villages, and forced displacement.

“We had the impression that the soldiers were not fighting each other, but rather the
civilian population. Missiles were launched haphazardly, without any thought to civilians.
What is thiswar in which out of 30 people killed only two are military personnel? These
people don’'t respect the basic rules of warfare. This is a war against civilians and it is
always the same!l” - MONUC officer, interviewed by Amnesty International, talking
about militia battlesin the Ituri region of north-eastern DRC (May 2003).

Among the areas most affected by the violence are the provinces of North and South
Kivu, Maniema and parts of the provinces of Kasai-Oriental, Katanga and Orientale (notably the
Ituri region), where a multitude of armed groups and militia forces have competed for control of
territory and natural resources. The number of civilians killed by arms in the DRC since August
1998, when the latest period of conflict began, probably numbers hundreds of thousands.**

Eastern DRC is faling prey to a rapid rise in armed banditry where roaming bands of
gunmen, former rebels and militia fighters are looting villages, exploiting mineral deposits,
imposing taxes and kidnapping civilians to earn cash. In these areas, arms are being used
primarily to Kill, rape, torture, maim and terrify civilians. Most so-called military operations are
in fact directed against unarmed civilian communities, with the aims of looting, committing rapes
and otherwise punishing populations for their suspected allegiance to opposing armed groups. In
many cases military activity also coincides with controlling and exploiting the country’s rich
mineral wealth: forcing civilians to mine gold, diamonds or other minerals at gunpoint, or
extorting money from communities attempting to make a living from the mines.”> Groups of
fighters also regularly use arms to chase civilians from agricultural land and steal their crops or
livestock, a phenomenon that has added greatly to food insecurity and levels of malnutrition in
the east. The rampant insecurity has someti mes prevented humanitarian assistance from reaching
many parts of the east, severely exacerbating disease, malnutrition and poverty.

The following examples illustrate the link between small arms and human rights abuses
inthe DRC. They represent only a small proportion of the hundreds of such testimonies received
by Amnesty International in the course of its research. The names of survivors have been
changed to protect their identities.

14 Thereport of the International Rescue Committee (IRC), op cit, based on a series of mortality studiesit
has conducted, estimates that at |east 3.8 million people were killed as adirect or indirect result of the
conflict between August 1998 and April 2004, the majority from preventabl e disease or malnutrition
brought about by population displacement or other war-related events. The first IRC study, published in
May 2000, concluded that gpproximately 200,000 people had been victims of direct violence “where the
mechanism of death was aman with awegpon”. At that time, women and children constituted 47 per cent
of violent deaths.

5 For an earlier account of this process, see Amnesty International report DRC: ‘Our brotherswho help
kill us' —economic exploitation and human rights abuses in the east (Al Index: AFR 62/010/2003, April
2003)
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Armed Sexual Violence

Tens of thousands of women and girls, and also men, have been raped at gunpoint by weapons-
bearers, individually or collectively, in private or in public. The rape of boysis apparently on the
increase. The rapes are often accompanied by other acts of extreme violence, including bayonet
or gunshot wounds to the genitals of the victim. Many women have testified that they were raped
after seeing their husbands and sons gunned down at point blank range: the rapes were then
committed next to the corpses of their loved ones. The victims are left physically ravaged and
emotionally traumatised, and many thousands suffer devastating long-term effects.*

“My dad told me to hide. When the soldiers came in they shot my mum and my dad
before my eyes. | stayed hidden but the soldiers found me and raped me. | don’t know
how many of them took part, but they were many.” -- Aurélie (then aged 10) was raped
and her family killed in late 2002.

In June 2001, in the Fizi territory of South-Kivu province, a soldier stopped 25-year-old
Corinne and a female friend as they were on their way to attend a funeral in a nearby village.
The soldier ordered Corinne to follow him. After a few metres, he forced Corinne at gunpoint
into some bushes and there raped her. Then he shot her in her lower stomach.

“| didn’t feel anything, perhaps | fainted. After an unknown amount of time, | raised
myself and | started to run. My friend came looking for me when she heard the shots.
She was led to me by the trail of blood | was losing. We started walking -- at that
time | was till able to walk -- through the forest until we reached the village where
some kind people took me to the hospital .”

Corinne s bladder and uterus had been ailmost completely destroyed by the gunshots. She
was transferred to another hospital in eastern DRC where five surgical operations were made to
reconstruct her internal organs. Nine months later, Corinne was still permanently incontinent and
in constant pain. Her husband abandoned her and she was evicted from the house where she was
staying. Finally, with the assistance of national and international human rights organizations,
Corinne was transferred abroad for a further round of surgery that was ultimately successful.
However, thousands of other women who have suffered similar injuries after gunshot or knife
wounds to their genitals remain in need of reconstructive surgery and other extensive medical
care.

Sexua violence by weapons-bearers continues on a daily basis in eastern DRC. On 11
May 2005, a 56-year-old woman was attacked by seven FARDC (Mayi-Mayi) fighters in her
village in Fizi territory, South-Kivu province. They accused her of being a witch (féticheuse).
She was beaten across her body with sticks and rifle butts, the majority of blows being directed at
her stomach and genitals. She was then raped by three of the fighters. During the rape one of the
men forced a piece of wood inside her vagina. The attack caused life-threatening injuries and
blood loss, and the partial destruction of her internal organs.

Child Soldiers
In the DRC, tens of thousands of Congolese children, girls as well as boys, some younger

than ten years of age, have been recruited to take part in hostilities. Some children have enlisted
voluntarily, but many are forcibly recruited, including by being abducted. Children are subjected

16 For more details, please see Amnesty International’s report, DRC: Mass rape — Time for remedies,
October 2004 (Al Index: AFR 62/018/2004).
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to beatings and rapes, and are forced into combat and to commit serious human rights abuses.”
Armed groups also use many children for domestic or sexual slavery.

Military commanders seek out the children because they are plentiful, vulnerable, easily
manipulated and often unaware of the dangers they face. Provided with weapons but with only
minimal training in their use, the children often pose as much a danger to themselves asto others.

Mayi—Méyi child soldiers undergoing drill at Ma’lgango"" cd Retraini ngp',
near Beni, Democratic Republic of Congo, July 2003.© Amnesty International, al rights reserved

Christian, aged 13, was one of these child recruits. In February 2004 the commander of
one of the armed groups operating in South-Kivu province convinced him to enrol on the promise
of 