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International Praise for
How to Be a Dictator

“An extraordinarily funny study of political thinking, serious beneath the surface, filled with dark humor and remarkable facts.”

—Dagbladet (Norway)

“A serious subject handled in a most humorous way … The details about the reign of small and large lunatics in a number of countries form the substance, but with his special take on the subject and his relaxed, dry humor, the book is very readable. It could just as well be read as a lesson in fun facts before quiz night as it can be a reminder of corruption, murder, and misgovernment.”

—Faedrelandsvennen (Norway)

“Light and entertaining. Lots of facts. You’ll want to know more about the dictatorships after reading the book.”

—Finansavisen (Norway)

“Maybe How to Be a Dictator is for more than just laughs. The book is a funny reminder of how depressingly rich our flora of tyrants really is.”

—Klassekampen (Norway)

“This book lets you know what to do to climb to the top—and stay there. Useful advice and guidelines to avoid trouble are also included. Humorous!”

—Tønsberg Blad (Norway)

“One might almost believe that President al-Sisi of Egypt had studied Mikal Hem’s thoroughly researched handbook, How to Be a Dictator. Al-Sisi fulfills almost all of the criteria that the Norwegian journalist points out for the successful way to create a dictatorship.”

—Die Presse (Austria)

“4/5 stars: This collection of facts and anecdotes about style, wealth, and personality cults is entertaining to read while still remaining reasonably serious.”

—Stern (Germany)

“5/6 stars: Mikal Hem has written a lively little book. His pitch-black satire exposes some of the world’s most dangerous and unintentionally comical people.”

—Jyllands-Posten (Denmark)


[image: Half Title of How to Be a Dictator]


[image: Title Page of How to Be a Dictator]


Copyright © 2012 by Mikal Hem

English-language translation copyright © 2017 by Skyhorse Publishing, Inc.

All rights reserved. No part of this book may be reproduced in any manner without the express written consent of the publisher, except in the case of brief excerpts in critical reviews or articles. All inquiries should be addressed to Arcade Publishing, 307 West 36th Street, 11th Floor, New York, NY 10018.

First English-language Edition

This edition is published by agreement with Kontext Agency.

Originally published in Norway in 2012 by Pax Forlag under the title Kanskje jeg kan bli diktator.

Arcade Publishing books may be purchased in bulk at special discounts for sales promotion, corporate gifts, fund-raising, or educational purposes. Special editions can also be created to specifications. For details, contact the Special Sales Department, Arcade Publishing, 307 West 36th Street, 11th Floor, New York, NY 10018 or arcade@skyhorsepublishing.com.

Arcade Publishing® is a registered trademark of Skyhorse Publishing, Inc.®, a Delaware corporation.

Visit our website at www.arcadepub.com.

10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1

Names: Hem, Mikal, 1973- author. | Pierce, Kerri A., translator.

Title: How to be a dictator : an irreverent guide / Mikal Hem ; translated from the Norwegian by Kerri Pierce.

Other titles: Kanskje jeg kan bli diktator. English

Description: New York : Skyhorse Publishing, Inc., [2017] | Includes bibliographical references.

Identifiers: LCCN 2017002215 (print) | LCCN 2017013312 (ebook) | ISBN 9781628726619 (ebook) | ISBN 9781628726602 (hardcover : alk. paper)

Subjects: LCSH: Dictatorship. | Dictators.

Classification: LCC JC495 (ebook) | LCC JC495 .H45 2017 (print) | DDC 321.9—dc23

LC record available at https://lccn.loc.gov/2017002215

Cover design by Erin Seaward-Hiatt

Cover illustration by Andrew Howe/iStockphoto

Printed in the United States of America


Introduction

THE APPEAL OF DICTATORSHIP

THERE ARE MANY REASONS TO seek power. With power comes influence, control, admiration, and often wealth. Unfortunately, Western democracies place limits on just how much political power you can obtain. Consider the attention democratically elected leaders must pay to their political opposition, not to mention the waffling of voters between candidates. When voters tire of one political leader, they simply elect a new one into office.

Dictators, on the other hand, operate within an entirely different realm. Unburdened by opposing politicians or inquisitive media, dictators are in a much better position to realize their political and personal agenda. You can, for example, amass an enormous fortune, as most dictators do, without the people, the press, or any government agencies being the wiser. And should someone impudently try to shed light on your private affairs, why, you can simply change the law to ensure that such subversive behavior is a punishable offense. That is exactly what Azerbaijan’s president, Ilham Aliyev, did in June 2012. Following multiple revelations that the dictator and his family happened to control substantial portions of the country’s mining operations, telephone companies, and construction ventures, its parliament adopted laws granting the president and his wife immunity against prosecution for all crimes committed during his tenure. They also adopted a law banning the media from publishing information about the president’s business undertakings without explicit consent from those concerned.

And consider this: most people who claim to be God are whisked away for psychiatric treatment. Among dictators, however, it is entirely acceptable to elevate yourself to or juxtapose yourself with the Divine. Rafael Trujillo, former dictator of the Dominican Republic, once erected a large neon sign in Ciudad Trujillo, the capital, that read DIOS Y TRUJILLO, meaning “God and Trujillo.” The country’s churches were forced to display the slogan DIOS EN CIELO, TRUJILLO EN TIERRA, meaning “God in Heaven, Trujillo on Earth.” In neighboring Haiti, François “Papa Doc” Duvalier went a step further and appointed himself the highest deity in that country’s Voodoo religion. Ali Soilih, who governed the Comoro Islands for a few years during the 1970s, said: “I am your God and teacher. I am the divine way, the torch that lights the dark. There is no God but Ali Soilih.”

While other state heads must consider citizens’ wishes before erecting buildings and infrastructure, dictators are not limited by such petty considerations. They can erect enormous towers, monuments, or other vanity structures without worrying about open bidding and voter opinion. Take the Ivory Coast’s Félix Houphouët-Boigny, who built the world’s largest church in Yamoussoukro. The church has seven thousand seats equipped with embedded air ducts to cool the faithful, though it still remains mostly empty. Saparmurat Niyazov used billions of Turkmenistan’s petrodollars to transform the capital into a gleaming city of white marble. Other dictators have gone even further. Than Shwe of Burma and Nursultan Nazarbayev of Kazakhstan each built new capitals from the ground up.

Furthermore, dictators usually occupy power longer than their democratically elected colleagues. The list of heads of state who have been in power the longest is topped by despots. It must be acknowledged, of course, that democrats are more secure at the beginning of their term in office. For the first six months, they have only a 30 percent chance of being replaced—compared to authoritarians, who have almost a 50 percent chance. After this point, however, dictators hold the clear advantage. A democratically elected leader who has lasted the first six months in office has a 43 percent chance of losing his or her job within the next two years, while that chance stands at just 29 percent for authoritarians. Indeed, a measly 4 percent of all democrats manage to stay in power for ten years or more. The odds for dictators are nearly three times as high: 11 percent manage to hold office for a decade or longer.

One of the most amusing things you can do as a dictator is to introduce quirky laws that your subjects must follow. For example, Romania’s communist leader, Nicolae Ceauşescu, outlawed typewriting without governmental consent. But some of his most bizarre laws were aimed at increasing Romania’s population. Birth control methods were outlawed, and childless women were forced to pay a celibacy tax, even when they weren’t to blame for their state. Books on human reproduction and sexuality were considered state secrets and were permissible only as medical textbooks. As the Romanian dictator apparently put it, “The fetus is the property of the entire society. Anyone who avoids having children is a deserter who abandons the laws of national continuity.” Ceauşescu also prohibited female news anchors from using makeup on television. Turkmenistan’s deceased president, Saparmurat “Turmenbashi” Niyazov, similarly introduced a makeup ban for all female news anchors. The dictator also prohibited lip-synching at all public concerts.

Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini took this idea even further. In 1979, following the Iranian Revolution that brought him to power, he outlawed music. As he remarked right after the revolution, “Music stupefies people listening to it and makes their brain inactive and frivolous. … If you want independence for your country, you must suppress music and not fear being called old-fashioned.” Accordingly, revolutionary guards crawled through people’s homes in search of instruments, records, and videotapes.

Yet another advantage of dictatorship is that dictators tend to exhibit exceptional abilities above and beyond governance. Dictators are academic geniuses, brilliant authors, and keen businessmen. They are also particularly talented athletes. For example, in 1994, the North Korean media reported that their Dear Leader, Kim Jong Il, had achieved five holes-in-one in a single round of golf—and that was very the first time he’d played! The dictator finished the eighteen-hole course with a thirty-eight under par.

Not surprisingly, Kim Jong Il was an inspiration to other North Korean athletes. Such was the case for Jong Song-ok, who won the women’s marathon in the 1999 World Championships in Athletics in Seville. As she told journalists: “I imagined in my mind the image of our Korean leader, Kim Jong Il, and this inspired me.”

Uganda’s dictator, Idi Amin, opened the African Amateur Boxing Championships with a fight between himself and Peter Seruwagi, the trainer for Uganda’s national team. Amin achieved an easy victory. In a newspaper the following day, beneath the modest headline “Boxer of the Year,” Ugandans could read that “the referee had to stop the fight in the second round to save Seruwagi from further punishment.”

Another athletic dictator is Turkmenistan’s president, Gurbanguly Berdymukhamedov, who holds, among other things, black belts in taekwondo and karate. When Turkmenistan held its first car race in April 2012, the president decided to drop by. He arrived in a stylish Bugatti Veyron, one of the world’s fastest and most expensive cars, and a favorite among the dictator set. After being introduced by the master of ceremonies, Berdymukhamedov asked to participate, and the organizer consented, despite the president’s late entry. By chance, the necessary racing gear was available in the president’s size, and Berdymukhamedov took his seat in a Turkish Volkicar. The dictator really went for it and achieved the best result in the time-trial challenge. Naturally, the car was donated to the national sports museum after the race.

However, dictatorship is isn’t all fun and sports for dictators alone; their subjects join in too. In Haiti during the 1960s, under the rule of François “Papa Doc” Duvalier, Haitian roulette was born. The presidential palace in the capital, Port-au-Prince, was surrounded by the president’s nervous and trigger-happy guards, who tended to pepper away at anything they considered remotely threatening. Haitian roulette involved driving a car with bad tires at full speed past the presidential palace. A blow-out meant you lost.

When it comes to imposing your will, dictators obviously have much greater freedom than their democratic counterparts. Your imagination is the limit. You can, for example, turn personally significant days into national holidays. Iraq’s Saddam Hussein was only one of many dictators who turned their birthday into a national holiday. Turkmenistan’s Saparmurat Niyazov declared his mother’s birthday a national holiday. Valentine Strasser, who was president of Sierra Leone from 1992 to 1996, was more imaginative: he proclaimed Saint Valentine’s Day and Bob Marley’s birthday to be national holidays. Togo’s deceased president, Gnassingbé Eyadéma, miraculously survived a plane crash on January 24, 1974, that killed everyone else on board. Eyadéma had recently argued with a French firm over the rights to a phosphate mine. He claimed, with obvious logic, that the French were behind the tragedy. Luckily, his “magical abilities” saved him, and he transformed January 24 into “The Feast of Victory over Forces of Evil.” He also commissioned a comic book that, in addition to recounting the story, featured himself as a superhero.

Eyadéma exhibited another trait common to modern dictators: the perpetual need to be surrounded by women (in recent times, all dictators have been men). As a result, he was never without the group of one thousand women who sang and danced in his honor. Likewise, Libya’s Muammar Gadhafi had an all-female bodyguard unit, while Thomas Sankara, the deceased dictator of Burkina Faso, had an all-female security detail whom he outfitted with motorcycles, as he himself was a motorcycle enthusiast.

Dictators are clever when it comes to giving themselves titles. Idi Amin called himself, among other things, “Lord of All the Beasts of the Earth and Fishes of the Seas,” “The Last King of Scotland,” and “Conqueror of the British Empire in Africa in General and Uganda in Particular.” Romania’s Ceauşescu titled himself “The Genius of the Carpathians.” Muammar Gadhafi’s official title was “Guide of the First of September Great Revolution of the Socialist People’s Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,” but he was also referred to simply as “Brother, Leader, and Revolution’s Guide.”

As a dictator, you have the opportunity to accumulate enormous wealth, write bestselling novels, build monuments, palaces, and cities in your honor, enjoy unlimited access to attractive sexual partners, and wallow in luxury. Yet how best to exploit these possibilities? The following chapters offer a guide on how to become and act like a dictator, based on examples taken from some of the best in the business. If you follow the advice contained in this book, you will be well on the road to becoming a notable authoritarian.


1

HOW TO BECOME A DICTATOR

ON THE NIGHT OF APRIL 12, 1980, Richard William Tolbert, Jr. was fast asleep in his home in Liberia’s capital, Monrovia. At that time, Liberia was considered a stable corner of a continent fraught with unrest, civil war, and coups. Tolbert had served as Liberia’s president since 1971, when he took over from his predecessor, William Tubman. Tubman had governed the West African country for twenty-seven years before that. Tolbert had no reason to believe that his presidential term would end any time soon.

Liberia was a one-party state, and had been since the country’s founding by freed American slaves, the first of whom arrived in 1820. In 1847, the African American settlers declared Liberia an independent country. Since then, an elite group consisting of the freed slaves’ descendants had governed Liberia, while the country’s native inhabitants had been marginalized. Together with Ethiopia, Liberia is the only African country that has never been a colony.

Early that April morning, Sergeant Samuel Kanyon Doe snuck into Tolbert’s house with a handful of officers and soldiers, all members of Liberia’s native population. Witnesses have testified that Doe cut out Tolbert’s entrails while he slept, and twenty-six of Tolbert’s supporters were killed in battle. The erstwhile president’s corpse was thrown into a mass grave along with other victims of the coup. On April 22, following brief trials, thirteen ministers were publicly executed. A number of the previous regime’s supporters were also arrested.

The coup set in motion a series of events that cast Liberia into twenty-five years of chaos, leading to two civil wars and numerous colorful heads of state.

In order to become a dictator, you obviously must achieve one thing: power. Easier said than done. There are a limited number of countries on Earth and an abundance of people who crave power and political influence. When you consider the way power has changed hands throughout history, the road to the top can be surprisingly simple. An aspiring dictator has several possibilities. Some receive help from foreign actors, while others are democratically elected. Still others achieve power by chance—by having the right parents or simply being in the right place at the right time—while some are pawns in a game without realizing it.

For most dictator hopefuls, seizing control of a country requires hard work and careful planning. Luckily, there are various paths to dictatorship that fit different countries and situations. If you harbor an inner dictator, you should give diligent thought to how you will achieve your dream. History is full of botched attempts, and a botched attempt can quickly send you into exile or, if you’re less fortunate, into the grave. Luckily, a number of methods have been tried and tested with time, and a handful have a relatively good success rate.

Once you’ve set your sights on dictatorship, it becomes a question of where you should proceed. The most natural choice may be your homeland, but the conditions there might not always be favorable. It is significantly more difficult to become dictator of a country deeply rooted in democracy than of those that already host authoritarian regimes. Dictators generally take over from previous dictators, and one despot typically gives way to a new one. Of course, that rule isn’t set in stone. Take Latin America, where a number of former dictatorships, such as Argentina and Chile, are now well-established democracies. When it comes to Western Europe, Portugal and Spain were dictatorships not too long ago. The Eastern European dictatorships fell even more recently.

Yet, democracy doesn’t always last forever. Vladimir Putin has pulled Russia further away from a well-functioning democracy than it was prior to his tenure. If he doesn’t yet warrant the title of absolute dictator, there is much to suggest that such a status is exactly what he has in mind. In recent years, democratically elected leaders in many Latin American countries have granted themselves broader powers and limited the freedom of the press. That doesn’t necessarily mean these leaders will become dictators––Latin America, after all, has a tradition of wavering between dictatorship and democracy––but they are certainly moving in the same direction taken by previous despots on a quest for absolute power.

Even in Western Europe, democracy cannot be considered secure and everlasting. Modern representative democracy is a relatively new invention, and it is difficult to know how robust it will prove over long periods. There are also instances where people actually surrender power through the democratic process. In 2003, an overwhelming majority of Lichtenstein’s population voted for a constitution giving the Sovereign Prince power to overrule democratic institutions. The Sovereign Prince can veto any law parliament suggests, and he can dissolve the government or boot the ministers. Although Belarus’s president, Aleksandr Lukasjenko, has been called Europe’s last dictator, Prince Hans-Adam II of Lichtenstein might not have far to go to double that number.

In sum, there is no reason to abandon your inner dictator. As we shall see, if your goal is to seize control of a country, there are a number of tried-and-true methods out there.

STAGE A COUP

Samuel Doe’s power grab in Liberia is a classic coup d’état, or simply coup. A coup implies a rapid seizure of power and is usually carried out by a small group within the existing power structure. Typically speaking, coup makers come from the military.

For the last century, coups have been the most common type of power grab. Many people associate the entire Latin American continent with frequent coups, not without reason. In the last one hundred years, there have been forty-five coups and attempted coups in Paraguay alone. Nonetheless, Paraguay appears the image of stability when compared to Bolivia, which has witnessed around two hundred coups since declaring independence in 1825. That is more than one coup per year! Africa has also been particularly susceptible to coups in the last fifty years. Between 1952 and 2000, eighty-five coups were carried out in thirty-three African countries. Forty-two of these coups occurred in West Africa, where Liberia is situated.

Coups are a popular form of power grab, but this method cannot be employed everywhere. Military historian Edward Luttwork observes that the following three factors must be in place to make a coup possible:

Economic Underdevelopment

Impoverished countries are significantly more coup-friendly than rich countries. Poverty is often associated with low public participation in governmental politics. The population is poorly educated, has a high level of illiteracy, and tends to live outside the cities. Power remains in the hands of a small, educated, and affluent elite. A coup in a country where power changes hands among members of the elite, therefore, will have little significance for the average farmer or industry worker. Having lacked all political influence under the previous government, these people will have little reason to oppose a regime change. In contrast, within countries where political influence is spread among a variety of people and institutions, and where more people have something to protect, coups are more difficult to carry out.

Political Independence

In order for a coup to be successful, your target country must be politically independent. After all, it is impossible to seize power if that power is located elsewhere. During the 1956 Hungarian Revolution, for example, demonstrators seized control of all Hungarian power centers, including the army, the police, and the public broadcasting units. Unfortunately, the real power was not located in Hungry but rather in Moscow, 160 miles away. The Soviet Union had troops stationed in and around Hungary, beyond the control of the new Hungarian power players. In order for the Hungarian Revolution to have been successful, it needed to have been carried out in Moscow.

Unified Power

To enable a direct seizure of power, power itself must be collected into institutions capable of being centrally coordinated and controlled. If, on the other hand, power is divided among elements that only use the regime as a front, or if it is divided into regional entities that exist independent of some central authority, a coup will be made much more difficult. Early in United States history, when individual states had a significant amount of autonomy, it is questionable whether a coup staged in Washington, DC, would have been successful. In today’s Democratic Republic of Congo, the central authority is so weak that a coup staged in the capital, Kinshasa, would not necessarily give you control over other parts of the country. Somalia, for its part, lacks all central authority and is not, therefore, a regime that could fall victim to a coup attempt.

It follows that the perfect candidate for a coup is an impoverished country where power is located in the hands of a small elite that is largely independent of outside influence. When you have found yourself the perfect country, it is high time to begin planning the event itself. You must be clear on who is loyal enough to be involved, who in the existing power structure will support you, and who is not likely to abandon the existing leader. You also have to plan how you’ll handle any resistance and how to break the news to the populace. In addition, you must be prepared for other countries’ reactions.

Nonetheless, the most important rule of thumb is to have the military on your side. Without military support, a coup is practically impossible.

MUSTER FOREIGN SUPPORT

Mustering foreign support used to be simple. Once upon a time, if you wanted the help of the United States, all you had to do was claim you were trying to prevent the communists from coming to power. Similarly, if you wanted to secure Soviet Union support, you could claim you were fighting the good fight against capitalism. Of course, foreign support can always backfire. When Patrice Lumumba, the first elected prime minster of the newly independent country of Congo, found himself on good footing with the Russians, the Americans became concerned. Larry Devlin, the CIA station chief in the Congo, has described how the CIA attempted to assassinate Lumumba via a poisoned tube of smuggled toothpaste, after which they would have installed their own preferred candidate, Mobutu Sese Seko. Luckily for the Americans, Belgian agents and Congolese dissidents beat them to it. On January 17, 1961, Lumumba was assassinated and dumped in an unmarked grave, allowing Mobutu to come to power after all.

Unfortunately, finding support for your coup is no longer as easy as it was during the Cold War. These days, if you want American help, you need to concoct a story about the targeted regime supporting terrorists. On the other hand, if foreign countries cannot help you, there are always mercenaries.

One of the most active mercenaries after World War II was Frenchman Bob Denard. In the course of his career, Denard fought in Congo, Angola, Yemen, Nigeria, and Iran, among other places, often on behalf of France. One of his favorite locations was the island country of Comoros, just off Africa’s east coast, where he participated in four coups. The Comoros is in general a coup-friendly place. Since the country’s independence in 1975, there have been more than twenty coups and coup attempts. Right after Comoros declared itself independent, Denard removed President Ahmed Abdallah and replaced him with France’s chosen man, Ali Soilih. In 1978, Denard was back in the country, this time with support from Rhodesia and South Africa, neither of whom appreciated the leftist direction Soilih’s politics had taken. Along with forty-three soldiers, Denard removed the president and reinstated Abdallah. Soilih was murdered a short time later, presumably by Abdallah’s supporters.

Denard then settled in the Comoros and used the country as a base for military operations on the African mainland. For the next decade, he served as chief of the president’s bodyguard and as Comoros’s de facto leader. However, by 1989, South Africa and France were no longer interested in supporting a mercenary regime. Abdallah was murdered and Denard, who was undoubtedly involved in the assassination, was forced to flee.

In 1995, he was back again. Together with thirty men using inflatable Zodiac boats, Denard entered the country on September 27 and removed President Said Mohamed Djohar. This time, though, France had no intention of letting him escape. On October 3, 1995, French soldiers deployed to the Comoros and arrested Denard. Although he was sentenced to five years in prison for “belonging to a gang who conspired to commit a crime,” he died in 2007 before he could atone.

KEY POWER PLAYERS: PATRIOTIC, DEMOCRATIC, AND HETEROSEXUAL

Now that you’ve secured military and perhaps foreign support, it is time to identify the key power players. Where is the real power located? Who should be arrested? Which components of the police and security forces ought to be neutralized first? It is imperative to achieve control as quickly as possible. The planning must also involve as few people as possible and remain as quiet as possible. If your target’s intelligence gets wind of your plans, it is a simple matter to neutralize your coup before it begins.

During the coup itself, you must quickly seize control of radio and television. Once you’ve come to power, it’s customary to give a speech broadcast on radio and television informing the populace of the power shift. One important note: never use the word “coup.” Instead, describe your power grab as a “revolution,” a fight for human rights, or the resolution of a constitutional crisis. You should also justify your seizure of power with one or more of the following reasons:

We were forced to do it in order to

1.   Rid ourselves of corruption and nepotism

2.   Protect the constitution

3.   Remove a tyrant

4.   Introduce democracy

On the morning of April 22, 1990, listeners of the Federal Radio Corporation of Nigeria heard the following official announcement:


On behalf of the patriotic and well-meaning peoples of the Middle Belt and the southern parts of the country, I, Major Gideon Orkar, wish to happily inform you of the successful ousting of the dictatorial, corrupt, drug-baronish, evil man, deceitful, homosexually-centered, prodigalistic, unpatriotic administration of General Ibrahim Badamosi Babangida.



What a shining summary! In this one paragraph, coup-maker Gideon Orkar succeeds in weaving together the charges of dictatorship, corruption, and drug-dealing (expressed through a fine neologism: “drug-baronish”), not to mention general evil. Even sexual orientation is covered. Unfortunately for Orkar, Igrahin Babangida’s regime struck back and crushed the coup. Orkar was duly executed.

Coups, as we see, have long-standing historical traditions. Done right, a coup is a quick and effective means to power. The downside is the price for failure—if your coup fails, most likely your fate will be a dark cell, a long sojourn in another country, or a prompt execution. A coup does not work under all circumstances. Fortunately, there are other ways to the top.

BEER AND SEVERED EARS

The life of the Liberian warlord Charles Taylor resembles a Hollywood action movie. Taylor was born on January 28, 1948, in Arthington, not far from Liberia’s capital, Monrovia. In 1972, he left for the United States to study economics. Once there, he became politically engaged, and during a 1979 state visit by then Liberian president William Tolbert, Taylor led a demonstration against Liberia’s United Nations delegation in New York. He was later arrested for threatening to take over the UN delegation by force. After that, Taylor traveled back to Liberia, where he supported Samuel Doe’s coup against President Tolbert in 1980. As a reward, Taylor was given an important position in Doe’s new regime. Taylor squeezed as much money as he could from the position and was fired in 1983 for embezzling almost a million dollars.
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