
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

BARTOLOMEU CAPITA 
CHAIRMAN 

 
 

HERE IS HOW THE MPLA AND ITS MIGHTY ALLIES HAD COERCED                                           

OAU AND CONGO’S PRESIDENT MARIEN NGOUABI IN THE COURSE OF THE SEVENTIES  

 



Can Angola coerce the United Nations?/MNC/Berne_Switzerland/23_September_2008 2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Contents’ List 

 
Research Group’s List 

 
Introduction 

 
MPLA and USSR Obvious Coercion on Congo-Brazzaville 

 
Moscow’s Coercion on its African and East European Allies 

 
Substantial Soviet Pressures for African Diplomatic Recognition of the 
MPLA Regime 

 
African Leaders’ Simplistic Approach to World Affairs 

 
OAU and UN Righteousness Overlooked by USSR and the MPLA 

 
Most African Leaders and even USSR did not Trust A. Neto fully 

 
Fidel Castro’s Words: "Left Wing was also dissastified with Ngouabi" 

 
Progressive’s Coercion on OAU is Disloyal to UN Charter 

 
Progressive-Imperialism is as Injurious as Capitalist-Imperialism 

 
How is Angola trying to Defeat the UN Special Committee on 
Decolonization 

 
The MPLA Regime and NATO’s Quest for an Inter-African Armed Force 

 
Cabinda within the Scope of Chapter XI 

 
The Cabindan National Movement’s Profile 

      2 

 
3 

 
4 

 
5 

 
10 

 
 

11 

 
12 

 
13 

 
14 

 
15 

 
16 

 
18 

 
 

20 

 
25 

 
29 

 
30 
 



Can Angola coerce the United Nations?/MNC/Berne_Switzerland/23_September_2008 3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Bartolomeu Capita 
Chairman 

MNC member 
Switzerland 

 
Gabriela P. Malonda 

General Secretary 
MNC member 

Portugal 

 
Cesária D. Pierrina 

Historian 
MNC member 

Spain 
 

Fátima M. Chilongo 
Psychologist 
MNC member 

Sweden 
 

Rosária N. Massevo 
Law Student 
MNC member 

Cabinda 
  

Noémia S. Tembo 
Anthropologist 
MNC member 

DRC 
 

Samuel T. Bissengo 
Sociologist 

MNC member 
Canada 

 

Damiana C. Pemba 
Geographer 
MNC member 
South Africa 

 

Filipa R. Massuela 
Political Scientist 
MNC member 
Switzerland 

 



Can Angola coerce the United Nations?/MNC/Berne_Switzerland/23_September_2008 4 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In order to realize how can Angola and its powerful allies coerce the United Nations into 
postponing Cabinda’s attainment of independence nowadays, we need first of all to be 
aware of the fact that the MPLA regime is one of the world most corrupt. Then, we need to 
look at the way the same MPLA and its almighty allies pressured OAU and certain African 
leaders in the course of the 1970s, and at the way they constrain international entities 
nowadays.  Bribery, blackmail and conspiracy prove to be the MPLA regime’s conventional 
deportment ever since the 1960s.   
 
The work of Piero Gleijeses entitled "Havana’s Policy in Africa, 1959-76: New Evidence 
from Cuban Archives", and the one of Dr. Odd Arne Westad entitled "Moscow and the 
Angolan Crisis: A New Pattern of Intervention", in Cold War International History Project 
(CWIHP Bulletin 8/9 Winter 1996/1997), give us "New Evidence on the Cold War in 
Southern Africa", particularly in the Congo region where Cabinda is located. Mr. Westad’s 
interesting work includes a 1975 Memorandum of Conversation between the President of 
the Movement for the Popular Liberation of Angola (Dr. Agostinho Neto) and the Soviet 
Ambassador to the "People’s Republic of Angola" E.I. Afanasenko. This astonishing Soviet 
Memorandum comes to confirm the fact that violence and constraint are indeed the MPLA 
regime’s typical way to legitimize power, as proved by its dictatorship upon the Angolan 
people, its colonial and fascist regime over Cabinda, and its mercenary role in DRC as well 
as in Congo-Brazzaville. Thus, Mr. Westad’s work is a welcome response to a real and vital 
need, since it shows how can Angola and its mighty allies coerce the United Nations into 
hindering Cabinda’s attainment of self-determination and independence, and permits the 
United Nations Special Committee on Decolonization to perceive how the Angolan colonial 
regime over Cabinda militates against the UN ideal of universal peace and impedes the 
social, cultural and economic development of the peoples of the concerned African region. 
 
The "Fidel Castro’s 1977 Southern Africa Tour: A Report to Erich Honecker" proves also to 
be a document of interest, for it mentions Cuba’s military involvement in Cabinda, and 
mentions the murder of the President of the People’s Rep. of the Congo, in this instance 
Colonel Marien Ngouabi. While all documents obtained from the "CWIHP Bulletin 8/9 Winter 
1996" confirm the MPLA and USSR coercion on President Ngouabi aimed at dissuading him 
from supporting Cabindans in their lawful quest for self-determination and independence, 
the abovementioned Report to Erich Honecker gives an ambiguous Fidel Castro’s profile 
when he talks about President Ngouabi’s murder: "It is practically certain that the rightists 
murdered Ngouabi. But the left wing was also dissatisfied with him." Apart from the MPLA, 
Cuba, and USSR strong coercions, it is also claimed that Ngouabi was under French 
pressure to annex the oil-rich Cabinda enclave and that his refusal to act cost him French 
support. There is some speculation that the French financed some attempts to remove 
Ngouabi. Furthermore, according to the revelations related to the famous French scandal 
called "Angola-Gate", the Angolan troops have intervened in Congo-Brazzaville with the 
French blessing to support the Denis Sassou-Nguesso’s successful putsch against Professor 
Pascal Lissouba, the democratically-elected president of the same Congo.  
 
In the final analysis, even though the MPLA regime had taken risks for just causes such as 
the one of ANC against the Apartheid regime in South Africa, the one of SWAPO for liberty 
in Namibia, the one of East-Timor, etc…, the struggle of the MPLA leaders proves to be a 
struggle essentially against the good of Africa as a whole. The MPLA regime has long since 
been converted into a mercenary entity in charge of terrorizing the people of Cabinda, so 
that the international fascist and racist coalition, which wants to subjugate the entire world 
by exterminating peoples of certain races and incapable to defend themselves by means of 
weapons, can deprive them of their natural right to live and loot their natural wealth and 
resources without the slightest regard for the United Nations General Assembly resolution 
1803 (XVII) of 14.12.1962, concerning the permanent sovereignty over natural resources.  
 

                                                                                    Gabriela P. Malonda 
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The “African strategy” was developed 
by the KGB and received the support 
of the Soviet leadership—and 
Brezhnev—in the summer and fall of 
1970. The KGB reports emphasized 
that the regimes and liberation 
movements of Southern Africa were 
searching for international allies, and 
underlined the “simplistic” approach 
most African regimes had to world 
affairs, understanding neither the 
conflict between the two camps nor 
the nature of American imperialism. 
The black political leaders of 
Southern Africa felt that their efforts 
to gain aid from Washington had 
failed, and that the Soviet Union was 
the only major power which could 
assist them in reaching their political 
and social goals. 
 

Moscow in early December 1974 drew 
up an elaborate plan for supplying 
the MPLA with heavy weapons and 
large amounts of ammunition, using 
Congo (Brazzaville) as the point of 
transit. Ambassador Afanasenko got 
the task of convincing the Congolese 
of their interest in cooperating. This 
was not an easy task. Congo had 
never been a close ally of the Soviet 
Union—in the ruling military junta 
were many who sympathized with the 
Chinese—and it had for some time 
sponsored both Neto’s MPLA rivals 
and a Cabinda separatist group. The 
latter issue was particularly 
problematic, and Agostinho Neto had 
on several occasions criticized the 
Congolese leader Colonel Marien 
Ngouabi for his support of Cabindan 
independence. Still, on December 4 
Ngouabi gave his go-ahead for the 
Soviet operation. Though noting the 
flexibility of the Congolese 
government, Afanasenko knew that 
the job of reinforcing the MPLA would 
not be easy. In a report to Moscow he 
underlined the problems the MPLA 
faced on the military side. 
 
CWIHP Bulletin 8/9 Winter 1996, p. 22/24 

 

There are two pivotal facts the Cabindan National 
Movement would like the incumbent Chairman of 
the UN Special Committee on Decolonization to 
apprehend by means of the enclosed excerpt from 
Dr. Westad’s work.   

 
The first one is the Congolese people’s natural 
and impartial tendency to make common cause 
with the fellow nation of Cabinda. As the excerpt 
explains, the Congolese deep-rooted tendency to 
support Cabindan struggle for self-determination 
and independence has always been embodied in 
their successive Heads of State ever since the 
country’s attainment of independence on 15 
August 1960. The Congolese leaning in question 
has been equally embodied from President Fulbert 
Youlou to the current Head of State, Mr. Denis 
Sassou-Nguesso, including Presidents Alphonse 
Massemba-Débat, Marien Ngouabi (the brave!), 
Joachim Yhombi-Opango and, of course, President 
Pascal Lissouba.   

 
The second one is the MPLA and USSR palpable 
and very strong coercion on Congo-Brazzaville 
aimed at dissuading its successive Heads of State 
from supporting Cabindans in their lawful quest 
for self-determination and independence. What 
here needs also to be perceived is the fact that 
the Congolese Presidents’ personal commitment 
to truth, justice and peace had been threatened 
by MPLA and its main allies outside Africa, USSR 
in the front line: "Ambassador Afanasenko got the 
task of convincing the Congolese of their interest 
in cooperating". Even though President Ngouabi 
allowed USSR to supply the MPLA with heavy 
weapons and large amounts of ammunition, using 
the Congo (Brazzaville) as the point of transit, he 
tried at the same time to remain devoted to the 
rightful cause of the oppressed people of Cabinda. 
This, depending on the enclosed excerpt from Dr. 
Westad’s work: "Though noting the flexibility of 
the Congolese government, Afanasenko knew that 
the job of reinforcing the MPLA would not be 
easy". Hence, from 1963 to 1997, the sovereign 
Congo-Brazzaville has been a strange platform of 
consecutive coup d’état and assassinations.  

 

MPLA AND USSR 
OBVIOUS COERCION ON CONGO BRAZZAVILLE 
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Soviet Ambassador to the People’s Republic of Angola E.I. Afanasenko, 
Memorandum of Conversation with President of the Movement for the Popular 

Liberation of Angola Agostinho Neto, 
4 July 1975 

 
 
Record of Conference with 
President of MPLA Agostinho NETO 
4 July 1975 
 
We received a visit from President of the MPLA Agostinho Neto. I informed him that the 
Central Committee of the CPSU was closely following the development of circumstances in 
Angola. The Soviet people are interested in the victory of democratic forces in Angola. In 
1975, significant aid has been provided to the MPLA. Pursuant to instructions from the 
Central Committee of the CPSU, we had a conference with the President of the PRC [People’s 
Republic of the Congo] M. Nguabi, in which the issue of rendering aid to the MPLA was 
discussed. Neto thanked the Central Committee of the CPSU for the rendering of assistance. 
He stated that the leadership of the MPLA had recently expanded its contacts with 
governments of the African countries. In the course of these discussions, the MPLA is 
attempting to increase the number of its supporters in Africa. One of the immediate 
objectives of the MPLA is to prevent the discussion of the issue of Cabinda at the upcoming 
assembly concerned about the fact that this year [Ugandan leader] Idi Amin, who 
collaborates closely with [Zairian leader] Mobutu [Sese Seko], will become the Chairman of 
the OAU [Organization of African Unity]. We anticipate, said Neto, that the president of 
Uganda will come forward at the OAU assembly with a proposal to discuss the issue of 
Cabinda.  
 
Our meetings in Nigeria and our ongoing negotiations in the Congo with president M. Nguabi, 
Member of the Politburo of the Central Committee of the KPT [the Russian acronym for the 
Congolese Workers’ Party] A. Lopez, member of the Central Committee of the KPT Obami 
Itu, and Foreign Minister [Charles-David] Ganao, said Neto, are directed to this very 
question. Negotiations between the MPLA and the KPT are proceeding successfully. An 
agreement has been reached to maintain ongoing consultations between the MPLA and KPT 
with the aim of developing a common policy and the conduct of joint efforts in Africa and 
Angola. In order to enhance propaganda efforts prior to the establishment of radio 
broadcasting facilities in the country, broadcast of the radio program “Struggle of Angola” 
will be resumed in Brazzaville. The president of the MPLA stated that one of the main points 
in the negotiations with the KPT was the issue of Cabinda. The PRC made the decision not to 
support the demand of autonomy for Cabinda at the OAU assembly which had been 
advanced by the Congo and Zaire last February. As to the change of their position on the 
Cabinda question, the Congolese assured the MPLA delegation that they would terminate 
assistance to the nationalist Cabinda organization FLEC.  
 
Inasmuch as the parties had reached an agreement on the Cabinda issue, the PRC allowed 
the MPLA to use its territory for the transport of arms, military equipment and other cargo 
supplied to the Movement by the Soviet Union and other friendly countries. In addition, the 
Congolese confirmed their decision to close their land border with Cabinda for the MPLA. In 
order to export supplies to Angola, they allotted the port and airfield at Pointe-Noire. 
Transportation of cargo is to be carried out by the land and sea forces of the MPLA. Neto was 
outspoken in his appraisal of the results of the negotiations with the Congolese. He 
emphasized that the refusal of the Congo to support the Cabindan demand for autonomy 
represented an important step forward in the normalization of relations between the MPLA 
and the KPT. The president of the MPLA proceeded to characterize the domestic situation in 
Angola. He pointed out that the existence of three national liberation movements in the 
country was creating a favorable opportunity for reactionary forces in the country, which in 
turn was leading to a further intensification of political, social, and economic conflicts. Neto 
pointed to two groups of reactionary forces acting against Angola.  
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The first group he attributed to domestic Portuguese reactionaries. This group is fomenting 
tensions in the country and provoking a mass emigration of the white population from 
Angola. The departure of large numbers of technical specialists has resulted in serious 
damage to the country’s economy. The white reactionaries are capitalizing on the support of 
the present Supreme Commissar of Angola and a large portion of the Portuguese officers. 
The second group of reactionary forces consists of foreign reactionaries. Neto also included 
the FNLA in that group. The president of the MPLA said that the military conflict which took 
place last June demonstrated the strength of the MPLA’s military detachments. 
Notwithstanding the numerical superiority of the FNLA’s forces, the MPLA is no weaker than 
the FNLA in military terms. Neto declared that the MPLA commands great political influence 
in the country which is continuing to grow. At the same time, he acknowledged that two 
northwest provinces of Angola have been controlled by the FNLA since last June. In addition, 
UNITA commands major influence in Bie and the surrounding regions, where a large portion 
of the country’s population lives.  
 
Neto characterized UNITA as an organization representing the interests of white farmers with 
reactionary leanings. However, UNITA does not command significant military forces and is 
attempting to play a role as an intermediary between the MPLA and the FNLA. The president 
of the MPLA spoke in favor of a tactical alliance with UNITA. The desirability of such an 
alliance was advocated to the leadership of the MPLA by numerous heads of African 
governments, first and foremost, by the PRC. The president of the MPLA expressed doubts 
about fulfillment of all the agreements signed in Nakuru (Kenya). One of the reasons for the 
likely breakdown of those agreements is the aggression of the FNLA, which is unlikely to give 
up its armed provocations. All of this, Neto emphasized, requires the MPLA to continue the 
development of its armed forces. In this connection it is counting on aid from the Soviet 
Union.  
 
The MPLA has decided to address the Central Committee of the CPSU with a request to 
furnish additional military and financial aid. At the end of this July, an MPLA delegation will 
be dispatched to the USSR, headed by member of the Politburo of the Central Committee of 
the MPLA Iko Kareira (commander in chief of the MPLA). Neto reported that last June, a 
delegation of the MPLA visited the PRC [People’s Republic of China] at the invitation of the 
Chinese government. Zambia, Tanzania, and the PRC [People’s Republic of the Congo] also 
took part in the organization of that trip. In the course of negotiations in the PRC, the 
Chinese assured their delegation that they would terminate all forms of military aid to all 
three Angolan national liberation movements until the granting of independence to Angola. I 
thanked the president of the MPLA for the interesting information. I promised to 
communicate to the Central Committee of the CPSU the request of the MPLA to furnish 
additional military and financial aid. The conference was attended by members of the 
Politburo of the Central Committee of the MPLA Lucio Lara and Jose Eduardo, member of the 
governing council of the MPLA Pedro Van-Dunen, as well as the first Secretary of the Soviet 
Embassy in the PRC Comrade B. G. Putilin. 
 

 

Ambassador of the USSR to the 
People’s Republic of the Congo 
/s/ E. Afanasenko 
 
[Source: TsKhSD, f. 5, op. 68, d. 1962, ll. 

157-159.] 

 

 
Excerpt from:  
 

«Moscow and the Angolan Crisis: A New Pattern of Intervention» 
by Dr. Odd Arne Westad, in CWIHP Bulletin 8/9 Winter 1996, pp. 32-34 
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The shameful "curriculum vitae" of the MPLA as a liberation movement from 1963 
to 1974, and as a ruling political party since 1975, motivates MNC leaders and 
members to wonder whether Angola can coerce the United Nations into postponing 
Cabinda’s attainment of self-determination and independence. In this connection, 
Ambassador Afanasenko’s Memorandum of Conversation with the then MPLA 
President, Dr. António Agostinho Neto, is a priceless document since it comes to 
confirm two Cabindan National Movement’s meaningful pronouncements:  
 

(1) the MPLA has been long since converted into a mercenary entity in charge of 
hindering Cabinda’s attainment of independence, by frustrating the free functioning 
of democratic institutions in the region;   
 

(2) the military occupation and ensuing colonization of Cabinda by Angola since 
1975 is indisputably the major contributing factor to the political insecurity and 
instability in central and southern Africa.  
 
 

Afanasenko’s Memorandum reveals one of the most infamous African pictures. It is 
to do with an African leader (Dr. Agostinho Neto) struggling against the legitimate 
right of an African fellow nation: "One of the immediate objectives of the MPLA is to 
prevent the discussion of the issue of Cabinda at the upcoming assembly concerned 
about the fact that this year [Ugandan leader] Idi Amin, who collaborates closely 
with [Zairian leader] Mobutu [Sese Seko], will become the Chairman of the OAU 
[Organization of African Unity]. We anticipate, said Neto, that the president of 
Uganda will come forward at the OAU assembly with a proposal to discuss the issue 
of Cabinda".  
 

Though, the MPLA leaders knew that a Cabindan leader had been heard by the 
United Nations Special Committee on Territories under Portuguese Administration in 
November 1962! And this, in the light of the General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) 
of 14 December 1960 as well as of the paragraph 5 of the General Assembly 
resolution 1699 (XVI) of 19 December 1961, and thanks to the uncovered financial 
and diplomatic support of the Congolese Heads of State and government who were 
acting in conformity with their firm intention of contributing to the fulfillment of 
international order of justice and peace, and of course, in pursuance of Article 35 of 
the Charter of the United Nations. Furthermore, the MPLA leaders knew that in reply 
to the Cabindan representative’s plea, the United Nations General Assembly has 
adopted resolutions 1807 (XVII), 1808 (XVII) and 1809 (XVII) of 14 December 
1962. Finally, they knew that ever since it came into being on 25 May 1963, the 
Organization of African Unity (OAU) had clearly exhorted the international 
community as a whole to consider Cabinda’s legitimate right to self-determination 
and independence, by ranking Cabinda as the 39th State in its list of the African 
countries, with Angola as the 35th.   
 
What is miserable and here emerging from Ambassador Afanasenko’s Memorandum 
is the indisputability of the MPLA violent nature, which entails total disrespect for 
the sense of legality and legitimacy. It is thus obvious that, because of the MPLA 
leaders’ small-minded nature, the MPLA as a government will never be able to 
contribute to the fulfillment of international order of justice and peace. The MPLA, 
depending on its own curriculum vitae, is since 1963 an instrument of a coalition of 
mighty nations whose utilitarianism is faithfully represented by the MPLA leaders’ 
political behavior. Thanks to its distinctive rudeness and all its utilitarian allies from 
East and West, the MPLA had succeeded in subjugating the entire OAU and, hence, 
in hindering Cabinda’s attainment of independence. Therefore, MNC have grounds 
to wonder whether the MPLA-government can coerce the United Nations as a whole 
into postponing the granting of independence to the colonial people of Cabinda.      
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It is astonishing to see the famous African progressive leader, Dr. Agostinho Neto, 
making every endeavor to frustrate the wish of all OAU Member States that had 
fairly appointed Cabinda as the 39th African country. Was Dr. Neto really acting for 
the good of the African continent when he was making up to USSR Ambassador?  
 

"One of the immediate objectives of the MPLA is to prevent the discussion of the 
issue of Cabinda at the upcoming assembly concerned about the fact that this year 
[Ugandan leader] Idi Amin, who collaborates closely with [Zairian leader] Mobutu 
[Sese Seko], will become the Chairman of the OAU [Organization of African Unity]. 
We anticipate, said Neto, that the president of Uganda will come forward at the OAU 
assembly with a proposal to discuss the issue of Cabinda".   
 

To win the trust and confidence of the USSR Ambassador in order to obtain financial 
and military support from Moscow (Soviet government), Neto’s diplomacy had an 
appropriate progressive language: «…concerned about the fact that this year 
[Ugandan leader] Idi Amin, who collaborates closely with [Zairian leader] Mobutu 
Sese Seko, will become the Chairman of the OAU. We anticipate, said Neto…». Neto 
knew that even though the struggle of the people of Cabinda for self-determination 
and independence is a legitimate one, it had no chance to triumph with the backing 
of the OAU whose Chairman was collaborating closely with Mobutu Sese Seko. In 
the eyes of the Soviet Union, Cuba, socialist countries worldwide, Marxist-Leninist 
parties and progressive forces in Africa, Mobutu was the favorite instrument of the 
American imperialism in Africa. Hence, Sese Seko was considered to be the enemy 
par excellence of the African interests. The second edition of Erik P. Hoffmann’s 
work entitled "The Conduct of Soviet Foreign Policy" (page 524) highlights the 
aforementioned Mobutu’s political profile: 
 

«Chipenda had the great attraction over Neto from the Zairian point of view in that he was 
agreeable to dealing with the Cabinda issue as one of “local autonomy”, something much to 
Zaire’s advantage since Mobutu was supporting an “independence” movement there. Zaire, 
because of its payments problem, faced a critical shortfall in imported petroleum products, 
and Cabinda, a small territory to the north of the Congo river separated from Angola proper, 
had petroleum reserves estimated to be in the region of 300 million tons. Moreover, Gulf Oil 
of Cabinda paid $400 million in taxes and royalties to the Portuguese in 1974.  
          «Fourth, Zaire played a key role in the overall structures within which the Nixon 
administration had sought to organize its international relationships. Recognition of limits to 
U.S. power and ability to engage herself worldwide was the original rationale underlying the 
Nixon doctrine, in effect a policy of selective involvement in building up friendly states in 
important regions. Paradoxically this doctrine led to greater not lesser involvement, over 
identification with the ruling regimes, and a devolution of security responsibilities which the 
political foundations of many of these states were too narrow to support. As Leslie Gelb 
reported in the New York Times, “the major reason for American involvement in Angola was 
to maintain good relations with President Mobutu Sese Seko, the man on whom Secretary of 
State Henry A. Kissinger is banking to oppose Moscow in Africa and to further Washington’s 
interests in various international forums.”* The then Assistant Secretary of State for African 
Affairs, Edward W. Mulcahy, put it more graphically in testimony before a Senate 
subcommittee: “We do have…a warm spot in our hearts for President Mobutu.”** 
          «Of course, this “special relationship” had deeper roots than the Nixon administration, 
as indeed did those between the United States and the other “regional influential” such as 
Brazil and Iran, whose rulers had been helped to power with U.S. assistance. In the case of 
Zaire the connection dated back to the turmoil of the early 1960’s, when U.S. intervention 
helped dispose of Lumumba, and assisted Mobutu’s seizure of power and his consolidation of 
control.»        

_____________________    
*. Cited in “U.S. Policy on Angola,” Hearing Before the Committee on International Relations, House of 
Representatives, 94th Congress, 2nd Session, January 26, 1976 (G.P.O., Washington, D.C., 1976), P. 13 
 
**. From “Security Supporting Assistance for Zaire,” Hearing Before the Subcommittee on African Affairs 
and the Subcommittee on Foreign Assistance of the Committee on Foreign Relations, U.S. Senate, 94th 
Congress, 1st Session, October 24th, 1975 (G.P.O., Washington, D.C., 1975), P. 32   
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Mobutu’s political profile that the excerpt from 
Erik P. Hoffmann’s work entitled "The Conduct 
of Soviet Foreign Policy" underscores appears 
to be unable to absolve the MPLA and its main 
"ideological" allies from their flagrant violation 
of international law in invading and occupying 
Cabinda since 1975. It is unable to absolve 
them for the reason that the Ugandan leader 
[Idi A. Dada], who was going to be appointed 
Chairman of the OAU and so feared by the 
MPLA on account of his ties with Mobutu Sese 
Seko, as well as the Congolese leader, Marien 
Ngouabi, and many other African leaders were 
not pursuing ideological appetites, but solely 
acting in conformity with the fact that, since 
1963, OAU views Cabinda as the 39th African 
country. 

 
Neither Marien Ngouabi nor Mobutu Sese Seke 
and nor Idi A. Dada were Presidents of their 
respective countries when the OAU founding 
fathers had ranked Cabinda as the 39th African 
State in their list of the African countries, with 
Angola as 35th.    

 
Moreover, the MPLA and its main allies knew 
that, in 1962, the then leader of the Cabindan 
independence movement, Mr. Luís R. Franque, 
went to New York and spoke at the General 
Assembly of the United Nations. They also 
knew that this had happened thanks to a 
discovered financial and diplomatic support 
from the first Heads of State and government 
of the two independent Congo (Kinshasa and 
Brazzaville). In other words, the MPLA and 
USSR, that are "now" coercing Marien Ngouabi 
into abstaining from supporting the Cabindan 
cause, knew that President Joseph Kasavubu 
and his Prime Minister Patrice Lumumba, as 
well as President Fulbert Youlou, had openly 
made common cause with the fellow nation of 
Cabinda in their quest for self-determination 
and independence. Hence, the MPLA palpable 
coercion on President Ngouabi confirms MNC 
firm belief according to which the MPLA is long 
since a mercenary entity in charge of wrecking 
Africa and its peoples: «Moscow also had to 
push some of its East European allies to rush 
to the defense of "African liberation and global 
anti-imperialism" by supporting the MPLA».  

 

In addition to its flagging fortunes on the 
battlefield, the MPLA ran up against 
increasing problems in securing their Soviet 
lifeline through the Congo. The flamboyant 
and independent minded Congolese leader, 
Colonel Ngouabi, had been angered by Neto’s 
persistent criticizm of Brazzaville for 
sheltering Cabindan separatist groups. In an 
irate message to the Soviet ambassador, 
Ngouabi informed Moscow that he would no 
longer accept that Neto, “on the one hand, 
demands assistance from Congo, [and] on 
the other makes accusations against us.” By 
early August the Congolese had informed 
Afanasenko that they would not accept Soviet 
plans for large-scale support of the MPLA 
through Congolese territory. It was the threat 
to the “Congo connection” which, in early 
August, prompted Moscow to ask Fidel 
Castro—who had close connections with the 
Congolese leaders—to act as a facilitator for 
assistance to the MPLA. After the creation of 
the MPLA regime the Politburo authorized the 
Soviet General Staff to take direct control of 
the trans-Atlantic deployment of additional 
Cuban troops, as well as the supplying of 
these troops with advanced military 
hardware. The massive operation — the first 
Soviet effort of its kind — transported more 
than 12,000 soldiers by sea and air from 
Cuba to Africa between late October 1975 
and mid-January 1976. In the same period it 
also provided FAPLA and the Cubans with 
hundreds of tons of heavy arms, as well as T-
34 and T-54 tanks, SAM-7s, antitank 
missiles, and a number of MiG-21 fighter 
planes. It is still not possible to chart in any 
detail the logistics of the Soviet operation. 
What we do know is that the governments of 
several African countries agreed to assist with 
the enterprise. Congo was the main staging 
ground for personnel and arms arriving from 
Cuba and the Soviet Union (although in some 
cases An-22 transport planes flew directly 
from the southern USSR or from Cuba). 
Algeria, Guinea, Mali, and Tanzania 
cooperated with the efforts in different ways, 
even if the Soviets on some occasions had to 
push hard to get their cooperation. Moscow 
also had to push some of its East European 
allies to rush to the defense of “African 
liberation and global anti-imperialism” by 
supporting the MPLA.  
 
Dr. Westad, CWIHP Bulletin 8/9 Winter 1996, p. 25 
 

MOSCOW’S COERCION 
ON ITS AFRICAN AND EAST EUROPEAN ALLIES 
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Bearing in mind the unrelenting way that 
USSR, Cuba, and MPLA constrained African 
leaders, and the OAU, into refraining from 
making common cause with the martyred 
people of Cabinda, MNC leaders have good 
reasons to wonder whether the Angolan 
colonial regime and its powerful allies can 
coerce the United Nations into postponing 
Cabinda’s attainment of independence. 

 
USSR, Cuba, and MPLA claimed to be pure 
progressive entities and, hence, committed 
to promote justice and peace all over the 
world, by rushing to the defense of African 
liberation and fighting relentlessly against 
global imperialism. Nevertheless, it turns 
out that the well-being of African peoples 
was searched out neither by the MPLA nor 
by USSR and Castro’s Cuba. Conclusive 
proof of this is the fact that all three have 
dared to jointly trample on Cabindan 
people’s lawful right to self-determination 
and independence. Thus, USSR and Cuba’s 
unfair game regarding Cabinda allows MNC 
leaders to infer that Cabinda’s crude oil 
and Angola’s diamonds were the real and 
sole purpose of the MPLA, USSR and 
Cuba’s self-styled progressive leaders. On 
page 20 of this very document, Fidel 
Castro states: "Angola is becoming closer 
to the socialist camp. It bought 1.5 billion 
rubles of weapons from the Soviets." 
 

The USSR and Cuba should not support 
and confirm the MPLA political attack on 
Cabindan territorial integrity, for the mere 
reason that the political status of Cabinda 
is well known by Russia as early as 1885, 
and by Castro’s Cuba as early as 1962. 
Russia is among the protagonists of the 
Berlin Congo Conference that took place 
from 15 November 1884 to 26 February 
1885, and at which the Protectorate Treaty 
between Cabinda and Portugal received 
attention and ratification. In 1962, USSR 
and Cuba’s representatives to the United 
Nations appear in the list of those who had 
interrogated the then leader of the MLEC.  
 

Just as it had opened the gates for 
African acceptance of Soviet-Cuban aid to 
the MPLA, the by now defunct South 
African intervention also paved the way 
for African diplomatic recognition of the 
new Angolan regime. By mid-February 
1976, most African states had officially 
recognized Neto’s government, as had 
the Organization of African Unity (OAU), 
in spite of attempts by its chairman, 
Ugandan President Idi Amin, to have the 
decision postponed. Soviet diplomatic 
efforts contributed significantly to this 
development, for instance in the case of 
Zambia, where President Kenneth Kaunda 
switched over to the MPLA’s side after 
substantial Soviet pressure. 
 
Source: CWIHP Bulletin 8/9 Winter 1996, p. 27 
 

The events of the two last months of 
1974 seemed to indicate that Moscow 
had made the right move. On October 
21, the MPLA signed a cease-fire with 
Portugal, and on November 6, large 
crowds greeted the MPLA veteran Lucio 
Lara when he arrived to open an office in 
Luanda. About the same time, forces of 
the newly organized MPLA military wing—
the FAPLA (Forças Armadas Popular para 
Libertação de Angola)—took control of 
most of the oil-rich enclave of Cabinda in 
the north. In the main Angolan cities, 
MPLA organizers, now free to act, started 
setting up strong para-military groups in 
populous slum areas, drawing on the 
appeal of their message of social 
revolution.  

 
Reporting on Neto’s visit to Havana in 
July 1976, the Soviet embassy noted with 
disapproval that Fidel Castro had told the 
Angolans that Cuban troops would remain 
in Africa “as long as they are needed,” 
and that Neto had asked for Cuba’s 
assistance in building a Marxist-Leninist 
party. Even worse, Castro had spoken of 
Angola, Cuba, and Vietnam as “the main 
anti-imperialist core” of the world. 
 

CWIHP B. 8/9 Winter 1996, pp. 23-24 & 28 

 

SUBSTANTIAL SOVIET PRESSURES FOR  
AFRICAN DIPLOMATIC RECOGNITION OF THE MPLA REGIME 
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AFRICAN LEADERS’ 

The KGB reports (excerpt on page 22) emphasize that 
African leaders had a simplistic approach to world affairs, 
understanding neither the conflict between the two 
camps nor the nature of American imperialism. 
Moreover, that the black political leaders of Southern 
Africa felt that their efforts to gain aid from Washington 
had failed, and that the Soviet Union was the only major 
power which could assist them in reaching their political 
and social goals.  
 

Therefore, USSR and Cuba’s apparent coercion on African 
leaders with a view to defeating the Cabindan people’s 
legitimate hopes of achieving self-determination and 
independence can also be explained on account of 
African leaders’ obvious vulnerability noticed by the KGB: 
"We now have their fate in our hands, since their efforts 
to gain aid from Washington had failed".  
 

The remarkable inclusion of Cabinda in the OAU’s list of 
the African countries ever since 1963 is something that 
proves the fact that there was well and truly a sense of 
purpose and a spirit of belonging among the memorable 
OAU founding fathers. In that case, Guevara’s idea of "a 
common war against the common master" was not really 
a great novelty to African leaders of the 1960s. In this 
connection, all we have to do is understand the profound 
meaning of President Youlou’s political party purposely 
called "UDDIA" (Democratic Union for the Defense of African 

Interests). MLEC leader went to New York (United Nations) 
thanks to his financial and diplomatic support, and FLEC 
came into being under his auspices in August 1963. All in 
all, African leaders’ approach to world affairs was not so 
simplistic.  
 

Were USSR and Cuba demonstrating their continued 
willingness to take risks for a cause they believed just, 
by coercing OAU and African leaders into refraining from 
siding with the people of Cabinda in their lawful quest for 
self-determination and independence, and by making the 
military occupation and ensuing colonization of Cabinda 
easier for the MPLA? When Che Guevara met Agostinho 
Neto, Lúcio Lara, and other MPLA leaders in Brazzaville in 
1965, Cabinda was long since in the OAU’s list of the 
African countries anyway. 

 

This was a fair analysis of the pragmatic aspect of the policy, but it omitted the strong idealistic motive that also 
marked Cuban policy in Africa. Havana firmly believed that it had a duty to help those who were struggling for their 
freedom; it was this belief—not pragmatism—that led Cuba to help the Algerian rebels and risk the wrath of de 
Gaulle. As a PAIGC leader said, “The Cubans understood better than anyone that they had the duty to help their 
brothers to become free.” This policy would not have been possible without the volunteers—men who freely chose 
to risk their lives and endure sacrifices in order to serve Cuba and help others. Just as Havana was not bowing to 
Soviet pressure by intervening in Africa, so too did individual Cubans volunteer of their own free will. 
(Piero Gleijeses, CWIHP Bulletin 8/9 Winter 1996, p. 12) 

 

Excerpt from Che Guevara’s  
“Pasajes de la Guerra 
revolucionaria (Congo)” on his 
meeting with African liberation 
movement leaders in [Tanzania] 
Dar-es-Salaam in February 1965. 

 
I explained our experience in the 
Sierra Maestra, where, for every five 
recruits we trained, we ended up, on 
average, with only one good soldier 
and for every five of these soldiers, 
only one was really good. I argued as 
vehemently as I could in front of the 
exasperated “Freedom Fighters” that 
the money invested in training would 
be largely wasted; one cannot make a 
soldier in an academy and much less 
a revolutionary soldier. This is done 
on the battlefield. I proposed to them, 
therefore, that the training not take 
place in faraway Cuba, but in nearby 
Congo [Che is therefore proposing 
that the recruits of non-Congolese 
guerrilla movements fight in the 
Congo]  

 
… I explained to them why we 
considered the war for the liberation 
of the Congo to be of fundamental 
importance: victory there would have 
repercussions throughout the 
continent, as would defeat. Their 
reaction was more than cold; even 
though most refrained from making 
any comment, some bitterly 
reproached me. They stated that their 
people, ill-treated and abused by the 
imperialists, would object if they were 
to suffer losses to free not their own, 
but another country. I tried to make 
them understand that the real issue 
was not the liberation of any given 
state, but a common war against the 
common master, who was one and 
the same in Mozambique and in 
Malawi, in Rhodesia and in South 
Africa, in the Congo and in Angola, 
but not one of them agreed. Their 
goodbyes were polite and frosty. 
 
CWIHP Bulletin 8/9 Winter 1996, p.13 
 

AFRICAN LEADERS’ 
SIMPLISTIC APPROACH TO WORLD AFFAIRS 
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/ Key / 1- Morocco, 2- Algeria, 3- Tunisia, 4- Libya, 5- Arabian United Republic, 6- Sahara, 7- 
Mauritania, 8- Mali, 9- Niger, 10- Chad, 11- Sudan, 12- Ethiopia, 13- Djibouti, 14- Somalia, 15- 
Canary Islands, 16- Senegal, 17- Gambia, 18- Guinea-Bissau, 19- Guinea, 20- Upper Volta 
(Burkina Faso), 21- Nigeria, 22- Cameroon, 23- Central African Republic, 24- Congo-Kinshasa, 25- 
Uganda, 26- Kenya, 27- Rwanda, 28- Burundi, 29- Tanzania, 30- Zambia, 31- Malawi, 32- 
Mozambique, 33- Zimbabwe, 34- Botswana, 35- Angola, 36- Congo-Brazzaville, 37- Gabon, 38- 
Rio Muni (Equatorial Guinea), 39- Cabinda, 40- Dahomey (Benin), 41- Togo, 42- Ghana, 43- Côte 
d’Ivoire, 44- Liberia, 45- Sierra Leone, 46- Namibia, 47- Swaziland, 48- Lesotho, 49- Azânia 
(South Africa), 50- Madagascar.  

 

Bearing in mind the fact that the 
UN has a responsibility towards 
the inhabitants of the Cabindan 
territory that is since 1975 under 
the colonization rule of Angola, 
MNC leaders would really like the 
UN Secretary-General and the 
United Nations Special Committee 
on Decolonization to be aware of 
the urgent need to avert further 
human sufferings and material 
losses by the people of Cabinda. 
Thus, it rests with the UN Special 
Committee on Decolonization to 
confirm the fact that the policy of 
Angola in claiming the Cabindan 
Territory under its administration 
as integral part of Angola is really 
contrary to the principles of the 
Charter of the United Nations and 
the relevant UN General Assembly 
and Security Council’s resolutions. 
 

 

«United Nations Official Documents / Point 54 of the Agenda: Non-observance by the Portuguese 
Government of Chapter XI of the Charter of the United Nations and of Resolution 1514 (XV) of the 
General Assembly: Report of the Special Committee for the Territories under Portuguese 
administration (A/5160).  
 

Hearing of Petitioners / President of the Committee: Mr. Guillermo Flores Avendaño (Guatemala). 
At President’s invitation, Mr. Luís Ranque Franque, representative of the Movement for the 
Liberation of the Enclave of Cabinda (MLEC), took a seat at the table of the Committee at 3:25 pm 
of the Tuesday 20th November 1962.  
 

Mr. Franque was interrogated by representatives of the following Member States: Bolivia (Mr. 
Salamanca), Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (Mr. Potine), Congo Brazzaville (Mr. Biyoudi), 
Guatemala (Mr. Gonzales Calvo), Haiti (Mr. Dorsinville), Cyprus (Mr. Moushoutas), Jamaica (Mr. 
Marsh), Albania (Mr. Lamani), Canada (Mr. Delisle), Central African Republic (Mr. Sato), Cuba (Mr. 
Juarbe y Juarbe), Gabon (Mr. Saulnerond) and Nigeria (Mr. Monguno). There were also the 
Secretary of the Committee (Mr. Kunst) and the representative of Syria (Mr. Allouni). The close of 
the Session occurred at 5:25 pm»                         

 

OAU AND UN RIGHTEOUSNESS 
OVERLOOKED BY USSR AND THE MPLA 
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In the civil war which the ambassador 
predicted, the “reactionaries” would initially 
have the initiative, and the MPLA would 
depend on “material assistance from 
progressive countries all over the world” just 
to survive. Politically, however, Neto’s group, 
as the “most progressive national-liberation 
organization of Angola,” would enjoy 
considerable support. On the organizational 
side, one should not think of the MPLA as a 
vanguard party, or even as a party at all, but 
rather as a loose coalition of trade unionists, 
progressive intellectuals, Christian groups, 
and large segments of the petty bourgeoisie.   
 

(…) 
 

Tanzanian president Julius Nyerere attempted 
to get the Soviets to increase the pressure on 
the MPLA leadership to make the necessary 
concessions to forge such an alliance. 
Nyerere,—sympathetic to the MPLA’s political 
aims,—was exasperated by Neto’s unbending 
demands in the negotiations. The Angolan 
leader was “a good poet and doctor,” Nyerere 
told the East German ambassador, but “a bad 
politician.” Nyerere also warned the Soviets 
against direct involvement in the Angolan 
conflict. African countries would react sharply 
against any form of foreign intervention, 
Nyerere said. 
 

CWIHP Bulletin 8/9 Winter 1996, p. 24 
 
 

The Soviet cadres in Angola were, by 1976, 
very satisfied with the way both Angolans 
and Cubans had respected Moscow’s political 
primacy during the war. According to the 
embassy, Neto realized his dependence on 
Soviet assistance and, equally important, 
that it was Moscow, not Havana, who made 
the final decisions. Even though the embassy 
still did not trust Neto fully, they admitted 
that he had performed to their liking during 
these battles. In the spring of 1976 he 
continued to press for more Soviet military 
instructors, an attitude which the charge 
d’affaires in Luanda, G.A. Zverev, held up as 
a sign of the Angolan president’s dedication 
to the new alliance, even if Neto had not yet 
consented to request permanent Soviet 
military bases. 
 

CWIHP Bulletin 8/9 Winter 1996, p. 27 

The second lesson the Soviets believed they 
had learnt from the Angolan adventure was 
that the Soviet Union can and must rebuild 
and reform local anti-capitalist groups in 
crisis areas. The MPLA, local Soviet observers 
postulated in 1976, was saved from its own 
follies by advice and assistance from Moscow, 
which not only helped it win the war, but also 
laid the foundation for the building of a 
“vanguard party.” The Angolan movement 
had earlier been plagued by “careerists and 
fellow-travelers,” but, due to Soviet 
guidance, the “internationalists” were in 
ascendance. These new leaders-men like 
Lopo do Nascimento and Nito Alves-
understood that the MPLA was part of an 
international revolutionary movement led by 
Moscow and that they therefore both then 
and in the future depended on Soviet 
support. 
 
It was these internationalists who Moscow 
wanted to assist in building a new MPLA, 
patterned on the experience of the CPSU. 
Noting the poor state of the MPLA 
organization in many areas, the Soviet party-
building experts suggested that this was the 
field in which do Nascimento, Alves, and 
others should concentrate their activities. By 
taking the lead in constructing the party 
organization they would also be the future 
leaders of the Marxist-Leninist party in 
Angola 
 
(…) 
 
As Philip Windsor has observed about the 
Brezhnev Doctrine, the relationship between 
the Soviet Union and its allies approximated 
the roles of a king and his vassals in 
medieval natural law. The Cubans and the 
Angolans could set their own agenda, so long 
as they subordinated themselves to the 
general purpose of Soviet foreign policy and 
used the proper code of address when 
reporting to Moscow’s representatives. For 
Soviet cadre at the local level the real 
character of the Moscow-Havana-Luanda 
relationship complicated their efforts at 
reforming the MPLA, as shown in excess by 
the spectacle of the May 1977 coup attempt 
against Neto, when Nito Alves-a Soviet 
favorite-found his bid to oust the president 
blocked by Cuban tanks. 
 

MOST AFRICAN LEADERS 
AND EVEN USSR DID NOT TRUST AGOSTINHO NETO FULLY 
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Marien Ngouabi (or N'Gouabi) (December 31, 1938 – March 18, 1977) was the military 
President of the Republic of the Congo from January 1, 1969 to March 18, 1977. For 
political reasons, President Alphonse Massamba-Débat demoted Ngouabi, a captain with 
leftist views, to the rank of soldier second class on June 25, 1966 and later had him 
arrested on July 29, 1968. His arrest provoked discontent among the military, and on July 
31 Ngouabi was freed by soldiers. The National Revolutionary Council (CNR), headed by 
Ngouabi, was created on August 5, 1968. Massamba-Débat, whose powers had been 
curtailed by the CNR, resigned on September 4, and Prime Minister Alfred Raoul served as 
acting head of state until December 31, 1968, when the CNR formally became the 
country's supreme authority and Ngouabi, as head of the CNR, assumed the presidency. 
[1] President Ngouabi changed the country's name to the People's Republic of the Congo, 
declaring it to be Africa's first Marxist-Leninist state, and founded the Congolese Workers' 
Party (Parti Congolais du Travail, PCT) as the country's sole legal political party. Ngouabi 
was from the north (he was a Kouyou, born in the village of Ombele) and his regime 
shifted control of the country away from the south. Such moves created opposition among 
the population in the highly politicized environment of Brazzaville. There was an attempted 
coup in 1972 that triggered a series of 'purges' of the opposition. It is claimed that Ngouabi 
was under French pressure to annex the oil-rich Cabinda enclave then under Angolan 
control and his refusal to act cost him French support. There is some speculation that the 
French financed some of the following attempts to remove Ngouabi. He visited the People's 
Republic of China in July 1973. He was 'reelected' in 1975 and in the same year, he signed 
an economic aid pact with the Soviet Union. On March 18, 1977, President Ngouabi was 
assassinated by an alleged suicide commando. The persons accused of taking part in the 
plot were tried and some of them executed including Massamba-Débat. A Military 
Committee of the Party (CMP) was named to head an interim government with the 
conservative Colonel Joachim Yhombi-Opango to serve as President of the Republic. March 
18 is Marien Ngouabi Day in the Republic of Congo. The country's only university is the 
Marien Ngouabi University in Brazzaville. Ngouabi is interred at the Marien Ngouabi 
Mausoleum in Brazzaville. (Source: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Marien_Ngouabi) 

 

Fidel Castro’s 1977 Southern Africa Tour: A Report to Erich Honecker 

 
(…) In the Angola matter, Zambia took a very wrong position, in spite of the fact that she 
was not forced to do so. We had agreed with Angola not to visit Zambia. A few days before 
my visit to southern Africa the Katanga [Shaba] battles had begun and [People’s Republic 
of the Congo President Marien] Ngouabi was murdered. (…)  
 

In our talks with [Angolan President Agostinho] Neto we stressed the absolute necessity of 
achieving a level of economic development comparable to what had existed under 
[Portuguese] colonialism.   
 
As I mentioned we will try to put pressure on Belgium and France. (…) In the People’s 
Republic of the Congo there is a confusing situation following Ngouabi’s murder. The 
interior and defense ministers are competing for the leadership. There are also pro-
Westerners in the military council. It is practically certain that the rightists murdered 
Ngouabi. But the left wing was also dissatisfied with him as well. In other words there was 
a relatively uncertain situation there. We sent Comrade Almeyda to the funeral, and hope 
that the situation will stabilize. We were also asked to send a military unit to Brazzaville. 
The internal problems of the country must be solved by the Congolese themselves 
however. We have stationed a small military unit in Pointe-Noire, and another one in 
Cabinda. (…) Angola is becoming closer to the socialist camp. It bought 1.5 billion rubles of 
weapons from the Soviets.  (Source: CWIHP Bulletin 8/9 Winter 1996, pp. 18-20) 
 

FIDEL CASTRO’S WORDS: 
LEFT WING WAS ALSO DISSASTIFIED WITH NGOUABI 
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Cuba’s pre-1975 Africa policy can be divided into three 
major phases: pre-1964, when the focus was Algeria; 
1964-66, when Cuba’s attention was suddenly riveted 
by sub-Saharan Africa—a heady time characterized by 
Che Guevara’s three-month trip through the continent 
and the dispatch of Cuban columns to Zaire and Congo 
Brazzaville; and post-1966, a period of growing 
maturity, highlighted by the long and successful Cuban 
involvement in Guinea-Bissau (1966-74); 

 
The aid continued after Algeria gained its independence. 
In May 1963, a 55-person Cuban medical mission 
arrived in Algeria. And, as would be the case for all the 
missions that followed (until 1978), the aid was free. “It 
was like a beggar offering his help, but we knew that 
the Algerian people needed it even more than we did, 
and that they deserved it,” said the then-Minister of 
Public Health, José Ramón Machado Ventura. And in 
October 1963, when Algeria was threatened by 
Morocco, the Cubans rushed a special force of 686 men 
with heavy weapons to the Algerians’ aid, even though 
Morocco had just signed a contract to buy one million 
tons of Cuban sugar for $184 million, a considerable 
amount of hard currency at a time when the United 
States was trying to cripple Cuba’s economy. 

 
In April 1965, a Cuban column of some 120 men under 
Guevara began entering eastern Congo through 
Tanzania. A few weeks later a second Cuban column 
under Jorge Risquet arrived in neighboring Congo 
Brazzaville at the request of that country’s government, 
which lived “in fear” of an attack by the Congo’s 
mercenaries; the column could also, perhaps, assist 
Che in the Congo.  

 
In the words of Guinea-Bissau’s first president, we were 
able to fight and triumph because other countries and 
people helped us ... with weapons, with medicine, with 
supplies ... But there is one nation that in addition to 
material, political and diplomatic support, even sent its 
children to fight by our side, to shed their blood in our 
land together with that of the best children of our 
country. This great people, this heroic people, we all 
know that it is the heroic people of Cuba; the Cuba of 
Fidel Castro; the Cuba of the Sierra Maestra, the Cuba 
of Moncada ... Cuba sent its best children here so that 
they could help us in the technical aspects of our war, 
so that they could help us to wage this great struggle ... 
against Portuguese colonialism. 

 
By preparing to host a conference for the independence 
of Puerto Rico, Cuba was signaling that there were 
limits to the price it would pay for improved ties with 
Washington. By sending troops to Syria in October 
1973—troops that might well have become involved in a 
major clash with the Israelis—Cuba had demonstrated 
its continued willingness to take risks for a cause it 
believed just. 

 
CWIHP Bulletin 8/9 Winter 1996, pp. (5-9) 
 

The excerpts (beside) from Piero Gleijeses’ 
work are trying to prove Cuba’s "willingness 
to take risks for a cause it believed just." We 
are now before the groundwork of countless 
men and women, old and young peoples’ 
unfailing admiration for revolutionaries such 
as Fidel Castro and Che Guevara. But on the 
other hand, given USSR and Cuba’s coercion 
on OAU and single African leaders aimed at 
defeating the Cabindan people’s legal hopes 
of achieving freedom, progressive countries’ 
1964-1989 modus operandi in sub-Saharan 
Africa proves to be a concerted struggle to 
prevent the progress of the Black peoples. Is 
not "Cabinda" a cause Cuba believed just?  

 
The democratically-elected President of the 
FLEC, Mr. Luís R. Franque, as well as the 
Prime Minister of his government in exile, 
Mr. Francisco Xavier Lubota, had also been 
invited by the Chairman of the Organization 
of African Unity to appear at the OAU 12th 
Ordinary Summit of Heads of State and 
Government held in Kampala (Uganda) from 
28 July to 1st August 1975. During Franque’s 
testimony to the OAU, FLEC’s vice-president 
(Mr. Tiago Nzita) disseminated contradictory 
information through the famous RFI (Radio 
France International), claiming to be himself 
the authentic representative of the Cabindan 
interests. Henceforth the Cabindan people’s 
just cause became a cause erased from the 
OAU’s agenda simply because of the MPLA, 
USSR and Cuba’s concerted and very unfair 
pressures on OAU Member States as well as 
on FLEC’s coward vice-president.  

 
Although the Organization of African Unity’s 
Resolutions adopted on the occasion of the 
abovementioned Summit do not bring up the 
Cabinda issue, it’s worthwhile directing the 
charitable attention of the United Nations 
Special Committee on Decolonization to the 
meaningful provisions of paragraph 2 of the 
OAU resolution AHG/Res.72 (XII) adopted on 
the same occasion and entitled "Resolution 
on the Situation in Angola". Here are the 
provisions of the said paragraph 2: «The 
OAU "earnestly requests Portugal to assume, 
without delay and in an impartial manner, its 
responsibilities in Angola"».  
 

PROGRESSIVES’ 
COERCION ON OAU IS DISLOYAL TO UN CHARTER 
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Far from whatever ideological prejudice, any observer whose personal commitment to 
truth, justice and peace is self-evident ends up drawing the conclusion that USSR, 
Cuba and other progressive countries’ coercion on OAU as well as on African leaders 
individually is an act of aggression of which Black peoples as a whole are still victim 
and a disservice done to the Charter of the United Nations. Were USSR, Cuba and 
East European progressive countries really rushing to the defense of African liberation 
and global-imperialism while encouraging the MPLA to militarily occupy and colonize 
Cabinda? Why did not progressive countries evaluate the opinion of a leftist African 
leader such as Marien Ngouabi as regards Cabinda?  

 
For fair-minded African leaders to make common cause with the oppressed people of 
Cabinda means, in addition to the ethical principle that consists in following the OAU 
founding fathers’ wake, to remain loyal to Africa and Africans. It is thus worthwhile 
emphasizing that it’s in the light of the legal and historical factors that legitimize the 
Cabindan people’s quest for self-determination and independence that the OAU 
founding fathers have decided in 1963 to recognize Cabinda as an African country. As 
a result, any OAU Member State is henceforth allowed to cite not only Articles 32 and 
34 but also Articles 52 and 54 of the Charter of the United Nations as grounds for 
championing the Cabindan cause. Furthermore, as Chairman of the OAU in 1975, Idi 
Amin’s willingness to solve the problem of Cabinda was somehow in pursuance of the 
United Nations’ principles. Let’s thus mention that in its Resolution 199 (1964) on the 
Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC), the UN Security Council shows itself to be 
‘convinced that the Organization of African Unity should be able, in the context of 
Article 52 of the Charter of the United Nations, to help find a peaceful solution to all 
problems and disputes affecting peace and security in the African continent’. This 
very UN conviction has recently been reaffirmed by the UN Security Council resolution 
1809 (2008) of 16 April 2008. 

 
In fact, while disloyal progressive countries were making every endeavor to deprive 
Cabindans of their right to freedom by facilitating the military occupation and ensuing 
colonization of Cabinda by Angola, honest African leaders were fighting for justice in 
behalf of the Cabindan people in pursuance of the international law, most notably the 
provisions of Article 35 of the Charter of the United Nations; the UN General 
Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) adopted on 14 December 1960, concerning the 
declaration about the granting of independence to colonial countries and peoples;  as 
well as the UN General Assembly resolution 1807 (XVII) of 14 December 1962 that is 
the obvious response to the request of the Cabindan representative who had been 
heard during the 4th Committee of its 17th Session in November 1962. 

 
Bearing in mind all progressive countries’ aforementioned unjust pressures on OAU 
Member States, the oppressed people of Cabinda represented by the Cabindan 
National Movement hope that Angola and its mighty allies will not coerce the UN 
Special Committee on Decolonization into postponing Cabinda’s attainment of 
independence. Therefore, the Cabindan National Movement’s rightful and peaceful 
struggle for self-determination and independence calls for a more pronounced 
commitment of the international community as a whole against colonialism, and a 
more palpable diplomatic support from every national state out of solidarity with the 
subjugated people of Cabinda. In addition, as the OAU resolution AHG/Res.72 (XII) of 
1st August 1975 recognizes Portuguese responsibility in Angola, numerous UN 
resolutions state Portuguese responsibility in Cabinda, when read in the light of the 
protectorate treaty between Cabinda and Portugal signed in February 1885, and the 
Portuguese colonial Constitutions (especially the one of 1933).   
 

The preamble of the UN General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) of 14 December 1960 
states that the United Nations has an important role in assisting the movement for 
independence in Trust and Non-Self-Governing Territories. The same preamble 
reveals 
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PROGRESSIVE-IMPERIALISM IS AS INJURIOUS AS CAPITALIST-IMEPRIALISM 

reveals the UN General Assembly firm belief according to which the continued 
existence of colonialism prevents the development of international economic co-
operation, impedes the social, cultural and economic development of dependent 
peoples and militates against the United Nations ideal of universal peace. Moreover, 
all permanent members of the UN Security Council are well conscious that the policy 
of Angola in claiming the Cabindan territory under its administration as integral part 
of Angola is contrary to the principles of the Charter of the United Nations and 
relevant resolutions of the General Assembly and of the Security Council. Though, 
there is since 1975 not a single punitive measure proposed by the United Nations 
against President José Eduardo dos Santos’ colonial regime.  

 

USSR, Cuba and East-European progressive countries went supposedly to help the 
MPLA and other African liberation movements to wage the war against European 
colonialism. The legitimacy of this progressive struggle (drawn from the preamble of 
the UN General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) of 14 December 1960) was such that 
no national or international, political or religious entity could dare to openly stand up 
to progressive’s anti-colonialism and anti-imperialism in the course of the 1960s and 
1970s. In other words, the aforementioned legitimacy is a kind of moral and political 
demobilization of the non-progressive entities, which is at the same time a sort of 
irrevocable carte blanche given to USSR, Cuba and East-European progressive States. 
And as an irrevocable carte blanche given to no matter which politician ends always 
up establishing a regime characterized by human rights abuses, political repression, 
ethnic persecution, extra-judicial killings, etc…, the one given to USSR, Cuba and the 
MPLA leaders ended up hindering the accession of Cabinda to self-determination and 
independence. In other words, it ended up founding Angola’s progressive-imperialism 
as substitute for capitalist-imperialism.  
 

Thirty-three years after the establishment of Angola’s colonialism in Cabinda and 
progressive-imperialism in Africa, it transpires that progressive-imperialism is as 
injurious as capitalist-imperialism, and that a colonization carried out by Africans is as 
noxious as the one that was carried out by certain Europeans. MNC leaders have 
demonstrated that to prevent the Congolese Heads of State and government from 
making common cause with the Cabindan people, and thus defeat the Cabindan 
legitimate hopes of achieving self-determination and independence, it is imperative 
that the Angolan colonial regime subjugate by military means both Democratic 
Republic of the Congo and Congo-Brazzaville. Angola has to do so because of the 
Congolese natural tendency to side with the fellow people of Cabinda in their quest 
for freedom, and because of the fact that two thirds of the Cabindan population live 
(exiled) in the neighboring countries in question. In other words, MNC has proved 
that the military occupation and ensuing colonization of Cabinda by Angola is 
indisputably the major contributing factor to the political insecurity and instability in 
central and southern Africa. Moreover, MNC asserts that as long as Angola colonizes 
Cabinda, Angolan leaders will never contribute to the fulfillment of international order 
of justice and peace. Therefore, the eradication of colonialism all over the world calls 
for a more pronounced commitment of the international community as a whole, 
without the least discrimination between progressive and non-progressive countries. 
From this we can conclude that until Cabinda’s status is satisfactorily resolved, the 
ideals of the General Assembly Declaration on Decolonization will remain unfulfilled. 

PROGRESSIVE-IMPERIALISM 
IS AS INJURIOUS AS CAPITALIST-IMPERIALISM 
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International community’s ongoing indifference to the Angolan colonial regime that is 
tacitly allowed since 1975 to freely oppress the people of Cabinda and frustrate the 
free functioning of democratic institutions in the region, that is what instigates MNC 
leaders to wonder whether "colonization" and "imperialism" are exclusively permitted 
when carried out by a progressive regime. During the 1960s and 1970s, progressive 
countries had been brave enough to erect enormous propaganda posters denouncing 
Portuguese colonial and fascist regime, and caricaturing African leaders, such as Idi 
Amin Dada, Mobutu Sese Seko, etc… who had close ties with the United States then 
seen as capitalist-imperialism’s driving-force.  
 

At present, not a single country of the world, even less a progressive entity, is valiant 
enough to openly denounce José Eduardo dos Santos’ colonial rule characterized by 
human rights abuses, political repression, ethnic persecution, extra-judicial killings, 
deportations, kidnappings, constant armed raids on every Cabindan refugee camp in 
the neighboring countries (Democratic Republic of the Congo and Congo-Brazzaville), 
millions of civilians killed and buried in myriad mass graves, etc… Not a single country 
dares to openly condemn the Angolan progressive regime for its medieval diplomacy 
that consists in preventing European and African national states from granting travel 
documents to Cabindan refugees, even to those under the mandate of the United 
Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR), by means of briberies and mining 
concessions! Not a single country seems to be independent enough to denounce the 
Angolan fascist regime and narrow-minded policy that consists in claiming the 
Cabindan territory under its administration as integral part of Angola, for the simple 
reason that it is contrary to the principles of the Charter of the United Nations and 
relevant General Assembly and Security Council resolutions!     
 
On the Report of the Secretary-General of the OAU (Organization of African Unity) of 30 August 
1969 (Addis-Ababa), Portugal appears to be resolute to maintain its colonial system in Africa 
with the help of the former regime of South Africa and NATO (North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization). How to understand Portuguese insistence on colonizing?  
 

Impartially and well read, Prof. Salazar and his Foreign Ministers’ speeches help us to 
understand the psychological personality of the Portuguese colonial regime’s decision-
maker. The result of the lecture is the incontrovertible fact that Salazar had 
principles. The first principle had something to do with his faithfulness to the 
forefathers. The second principle had to do with his deep belief in God that is at the 
same time his trust in future. The third and last one relates to his realism that results 
from his undertaking to reconcile the Portuguese traditional policy with the social, 
political, and ideological demands of his own era. Thus, as a political decision-maker, 
Salazar had always managed to act in accordance with the essential aspirations of his 
ancestors. His sincere belief in God appears to be his main reason for seeking after 
the good of the whole Empire. To tell the truth, Salazar was convinced that 
Christianity, faithfully followed, could help to fashion a Portuguese multiracial society 
immune to discriminatory problems. Yet the United States and progressive countries 
couldn’t help urging insistently Salazar’s regime to decolonize its overseas territories. 
Hence, the United States and progressive entities’ current unwillingness to urge 
President José Eduardo dos Santos to decolonize Cabinda is extremely intriguing.  
 

Let’s remember that Presidents Eisenhower and Castro have seen the positive side of 
the Portuguese colonial regime! In Mrs. Dia Kassembe’s book entitled «Angola – 20 

Ans de Guerre Civile» (Angola – 20 Years of Civil War), page 199, we can read as 
follows: «In 1960 the US President Eisenhower had listened with sympathy to 
Salazar’s exposition on Portuguese “civilizing mission” in Africa». In Fidel Castro’s 
1977 Southern Africa Tour: A Report to Erich Honecker (above), we can read the 
following: «In our talks with [Angolan President Agostinho] Neto we stressed the 
absolute necessity of achieving a level of economic development comparable to what 
had existed under [Portuguese] colonialism».  
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 7 - MNC message to the UN Special Committee on Decolonization 
 

"According to Chevron, the Malongo oil complex in Cabinda continues to be protected 
by a thick border of landmines laid by the Cubans in the 1970s." Didn’t the 
relationship between the MPLA (self-styled Angolan progressive party) and the 
American Oil Company upset Angolan Marxists in particular and world progressives in 
general? In fact, a close look at the job of Fidel Castro’s troops around Chevron-
Texaco’s compound in Cabinda, from 1975 at present time, ends with the conclusion 
that Fidel and Raul Castro are actual employees of the American capitalist group 
called «Chevron». Therefore, the ongoing colonization of Cabinda by Angola cannot 
be explained on account of ideologies (capitalist-imperialism or progressive 
imperialism), but on account of the utilitarianism’s racism and Negrophobia in force.  
 

As all adjectives that had been used to characterize European colonial regimes and 
African leaders supposedly under capitalist-imperialism control are now applicable to 
most self-styled progressive regimes such as the one of Angola that is colonizing 
Cabinda and subjugating the two Congolese nations by military means, MNC contends 
that true international order of justice and peace requires a confessional, ideological, 
racial and political fairness on a worldwide scale.  
 

HOW IS ANGOLA TRYING TO DEFEAT  
THE UNITED NATIONS SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON 

DECOLONIZATION 
 

1 - Bribing influential political figures of the Portuguese administration and, mostly, 
using threats. 

 
Well aware of the fact that Portugal has yet to fulfill its legal obligations to respect 
Cabinda as a political entity (with a right to self-determination and independence) 
and, therefore, of the Portuguese vital role in the just resolution of the Cabinda issue, 
Angola has systematically used threats of breaking-off trade relations as well as 
suspension of supply of crude oil to blackmail the Portuguese, every time the latter 
have tried to assume their responsibilities in Cabinda. Moreover, to prevent Portugal’s 
eminent political figures from siding with the oppressed people of Cabinda in their 
legitimate quest for freedom, President dos Santos’ regime is currently making every 
endeavor to bribe the Portuguese through "Sonangol" (Angolan oil company). A total 
muteness of the Portuguese administration regarding Cabinda proves to be the first 
way by which Angola intends to defeat the UN Special Committee on Decolonization.   
 
 
2 - Using threats and blackmail to coerce key African leaders into remaining quiet 
with respect to the Cabinda issue.   

 
In the eyes of Angola key African leaders are those of the Democratic Republic of the 
Congo (DRC) and Republic of the Congo (Brazzaville), as well as those presiding 
regional organizations such as African Union and SADC. Those who are champion of 
the democratization of certain African regions in particular and the African continent 
in general are also key leaders in the colonial eyes of the MPLA leaders. President dos 
Santos’ regime is making every endeavor to neutralize politically and even physically 
any African leader tending to criticize it or simply consider it to be a serious blot on 
the culture of democracy in Southern Africa. It is thus worthwhile reminding here the 
miserable fate of the African leaders such as Marien Ngouabi, Idi Amin Dada, Pascal 
Lissouba, who have tried to put an end to the Angolan colonial power over Cabinda.    
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Research and Markets: Cabinda Area A (Block 0) Asset Analyis (Angola) 2007.                
Publication Date: 05-FEB-08  

DUBLIN, Ireland -- Research and Markets 

(http://www.researchandmarkets.com/reports/c81749) has announced the addition of Cabinda Area A 
(Block 0) Asset Analyis (Angola) 2007 to their offering. 

Angola's Cabinda concession was extended from 2010 to 2030 in May 2004. The partners paid a signature 
bonus of US$290 million in order to secure the extension. The Cabinda Area A block covers the nearshore 
area of the offshore Cabinda concession, out to a water depth of around 75 metres. Within Cabinda Area A 
there are 17 developed fields. These fields are grouped into three development complexes: the Malongo 
complex, the Kambala/Livuite complex and the Takula complex, each of which has been a relatively 
distinct development. All oil is piped to the onshore Malongo terminal and exported as the Cabinda blend. 
The major phases of field development work in Cabinda Area A were reduced during the 1990s, while the 
emphasis shifted to new fields in areas B & C (now merged and called Area B).  

Various secondary recovery projects, including waterflooding on the Malongo field, were successfully 
completed in the early 2000s. Recent capital projects in Cabinda Area A include adding a second platform 
at the Banzala field and ongoing development of the Mafumeira field.Since signing the licence extension, 
Chevron has initiated several major infrastructure projects to reduce routine flaring, to handle increasing 
production volumes and to renew older facilities. The operator is also planning to explore within 4 
kilometres of existing developments with a view to tying in any future discoveries. 

3 - Buying off the most powerful counties of the world’s leaders by means of the 
Cabindan natural resources, notably crude oil. 
 

To dissuade influential UN Member States from siding with the people of Cabinda in 
their lawful quest for self-determination and independence, President dos Santos’ 
colonial regime is used to consistently alienating the Cabindan natural resources, 
particularly crude oil, to the great benefit of certain American, French, Italian, 
Australian, Chinese, and European petroleum companies. In compensation, the 
implicated governments undertake to maintain the MPLA regime and dictatorship’s 
life for renewed decades.  
  

Baker Energy Awarded Contract From Cabinda Oil Company.                                                    
Publication Date: 02-JUL-07 

Publication: PR Newswire Association LLC 

HOUSTON, July 2 /PRNewswire-FirstCall/ -- Baker Energy, a unit of Michael Baker Corporation , announced 
today the award of a $3.2 million contract from Cabinda Gulf Oil Company (CABGOC), a subsidiary of 
Chevron Corporation, for the provision of Operations, Maintenance and Training manuals and Virtual Plant 
Modeling for the deepwater Tombua-Landana project, located 50 miles offshore of Angola in Block 14. 

(Logo: http://www.newscom.com/cgi-bin/prnh/20061214/BAKERLOGO )  

"We are very excited about the role we will play in this deepwater project with Chevron, as we continue to 
grow our business in Southern Africa in 2007," stated Rodd Smith, Baker Energy's project manager. Baker 
Energy works with oil and gas companies worldwide to provide total asset management solutions. By 
integrating its diverse operating and management skills, Baker has evolved into a single source supplier of 
competency-based personnel recruiting and training, comprehensive operations and maintenance, and 
supply chain management services.  

Michael Baker Corporation (http://www.mbakercorp.com/) provides engineering and operations and 
maintenance services for its clients' most complex challenges worldwide. The firm's primary practice areas 
are aviation, environmental, facilities, geospatial information technologies, pipelines & telecommunications, 
transportation, water/wastewater, and oil & gas. With more than 4,500 employees in over 40 offices across 
the United States and internationally, Baker is focused on providing services that span the complete life 
cycle of infrastructure and managed asset projects.  Web site: http://www.mbakercorp.com/ 
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Houston Roc bullish after onshore seismic in Angola's Cabinda enclave. (Roc Oil)              
Publication Date: 14-JUN-07                     

Publication: The Oil Daily / Energy Intelligence Group                                                                                           
Author: Shook, Barbara                                                                                            

Australian independent Roc Oil doesn't have the balance sheet to operate high-risk, high-potential 
prospects in the deep waters off West and Central Africa, but thinks it can find success in an under-
explored area of Angola's Cabinda enclave, according to Kevin Hird, Roc's general manager for business 
development.  

US major Chevron and its predecessor, Gulf Oil, have been the primary operators in the Cabinda area to 
date, mostly offshore where current production totals several hundred thousand barrels per day. Before 
Angola's 27-year-long civil war made the area too dangerous to work in, Gulf explored the onshore region, 
drilling 33 wells over a 15-year period, but with only limited success. Although a national ceasefire was 
signed in 2002, regional separatists in Cabinda, who fought a guerrilla war after Angola became 
independent from Portugal in 1975, didn't sign a peace deal with the government in Luanda until July 
2006. 

Sydney-based Roc began evaluating onshore Cabinda prospects in 1998 and activated operations in 2004. 
"We believed [onshore] Cabinda was an overlooked area for obvious reasons," Roc's Hird said. After the 
formal end of the civil war the company was able to proceed with seismic surveys and is planning to drill 
between three and six exploratory wells on its Cabinda South block this year. The first was spudded just 
last week--the first well drilled onshore Cabinda in more than 30 years--Hird said this week at IBC's 5th 
Annual West and Central Africa Oil and Gas conference in Houston, Texas. 

Seismic costs are high because of the location and terrain, "but not prohibitive," the Roc executive said. A 
review of Gulf's wells, compared to the newly-acquired seismic information, found that none had been 
drilled in the optimal location and only 40% had encountered oil or natural gas.  

Roc, which acquired the 414 square mile Cabinda South block in 2000, is the operator and 60% interest 
holder in the block, in partnership with local company Force Petroleum (20%) and Angolan state Sonangol 
(20%). At the end of last year the consortium approved a 2007 work program and a $54 million budget, 
$43 million of which is for drilling activity. Roc owns the drilling rig currently working on the first well and is 
awaiting the arrival of a leased rig being assembled in Dubai to drill the deeper prospects. 

The company had feared that the surface would be dotted with land mines, but so far only 12 have been 
found. Roc also has tried to employ as many local workers as possible. Hird said some 300 workers were 
employed on the seismic programs.  

Hird said the Angolan government has been very supportive of the efforts of a small company in a region 
where the supermajors and majors such as BP, Chevron, Exxon Mobil and Total dominate. The fiscal terms 
and business environment in Angola are attractive, including the production sharing contract the company 
arranged, the Roc executive said.  

Hird said the area has lots of potential, but said full evaluation will take time, but declined to offer an 
estimate of potential reserves in Roc's operating area, saying that would be "like reading fine print by 
candlelight without your glasses."  

ROC OIL COMPANY LIMITED 
Angola – Onshore Cabinda South Block 
 
PERMIT SIZE: 1,073km2 
                                                                                                                
JV PARTICIPANTS AND INTERESTS: ROC's total interest is 60% 
 

 
Beneficial 
Interest 

Contributing 
Interest 

Roc Oil (Cabinda) Company (Operator) 45.0% 56.25% 

Lacula Oil Company Limited (owned by ROC) 15.0% 18.75% 

Force Petroleum Limited 20.0% 25.00% 

Sonangol P&P 20.0% ---  
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French military attaché hails "atmosphere of peace" in Angola's Cabinda Province.                      
Publication Date: 29-SEP-04  

Publication: Financial Times Ltd. (From BBC Monitoring International Reports) 

Cabinda, 25 September: Today, French Lieutenant Colonel Herma Petetin, the dean of defence attaches 
accredited to Angola, acknowledged the present atmosphere of peace and tranquillity in the province of 
Cabinda, unlike the negative information in some political circles regarding security in this region of the 
country.  
 
The French official made this statement after a delegation of military attaches had travelled along the 
approximately 200-km long stretch of the highway between Cabinda and Belize, within the framework of 
their three-day visit to the province, which ended today. The military attaches from Namibia, Zimbabwe, 
South Africa, Cote d'Ivoire, France, Belgium, and the United Kingdom were told about the political, military, 
and socioeconomic situation in the province of Cabinda. 

For his part, Andre Cristovao Manuel, a colonel with the Angolan Armed Forces, said the visit was within 
the framework of existing political and diplomatic relations between Angola and various countries. 
Specifically, the visit was in line with this year's activity programme for military attaches accredited to the 
country. He said the visit served for the defence attaches to verify in situ the province's political, military 
and socioeconomic situation, dispelling some misconceptions regarding security in the region. 

Source: Angop news agency web site, Luanda, in Portuguese 25 Sep 04 

4 - Killing Cabindans by all means, and on a worldwide scale, in order to reach an 
absolute disappearance of the Cabindan identity and claims.  
 

In order to perpetuate its colonial power over Cabinda, whose oil fields are known as 
some of the largest in the world, President dos Santos’ regime has no choice but to 
be killing Cabindan political, civil society, and religious leaders until they finally give 
up. And given that the people of Cabinda have no intention of giving up their 
legitimate and inalienable right to self-determination and independence, the Angolan 
colonial and fascist regime is increasingly multiplying its terrorist methods.  
 

Most UN Member States know about the Angolan intensified measures of repression 
and military operations against the Cabindan people, and about its constant armed 
raids on the Cabindan refugee camps in the neighboring countries. They are thus well 
aware that Cabindan refugees are being increasingly kidnapped and persecuted, and 
deliberately forced to repatriate or killed by Angolan forces in the Democratic 
Republic of the Congo as well as in Congo-Brazzaville. In addition, toxic and lethal 
gas is being more and more found in numerous areas of the main Cabindan cities.  
 

Accordingly, the absolute disappearance of the Cabindan identity is ongoing! While 
the terrorized Cabindan refugees in both Congo (Brazzaville and Kinshasa) are trying 
to hide themselves under the local identities in order to be safe and alive, Cabindan 
refugees in Europe are touched by the Angolan fascist regime otherwise. It’s to do 
with the Angolan medieval diplomacy that consists in preventing European national 
states from granting travel documents to Cabindan refugees, even to those under the 
mandate of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR), by means 
of briberies and mining concessions. So the colonial subjugation of Cabinda and 
military domestication of the Republic of the Congo (Brazzaville) and Democratic 
Republic of the Congo by Angola proves to be a reality that seriously disturbs 
international peace and security in the Black continent. That is why the Cabindan 
National Movement is long since notifying UN Member States that the military 
occupation and ensuing colonization of Cabinda by Angola since 1975 is indisputably 
the major contributing factor to the political insecurity and instability in central and 
southern Africa. 
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Yet another gas cylinder, presumably containing toxic and lethal gas 
Publication Date: 3 August 2004 

 
Publication: Financial Times Ltd. (From BBC Monitoring International Reports) 
 
Cabinda, 3 August: Yet another gas cylinder, presumably containing toxic and lethal gas, was found in the 
town of Landana on 2 August, the headquarters of the municipality of Cacongo, 46 kilometres north of 
Cabinda, making this the second such device to be discovered in the area in less than one week. That is 
according to Joao Macaia Tati, the town's administrator, who was speaking to correspondents today.  
 
João Tati expressed concern about the situation, as the gas cylinders had been found in residential areas. 
He regretted the length of time taken for the removal of the gas cylinders. 
  
Angop found out that a team of specialists from the Fire Department was sent to the area to make an 
expert examination and then remove the cylinder to a safer place where it would be destroyed. 
  
The device is similar to the seven gas cylinders found in August 2001, when a grader collided with a 
cylinder in the A Luta Continua Ward of Cabinda, which caused the eruption of a gas identified as sodium 
chloride. Two people died and more than 20 others were poisoned as a result of this incident. The victims 
were treated at the Cabinda National Hospital. 
  
After the incident another six gas cylinders were found in different areas of the city of Cabinda. They were 
removed and destroyed by a team of US specialists, who were called in specifically for this purpose by the 
Cabinda Provincial Government. The Chevron Texaco Company assisted the Cabindan authorities in this 
matter.  
 
Source: Angop news agency web site, Luanda, in Portuguese 3 Aug 04 
  

5 – Making every endeavor to acquire the DRC strip of territory that separates 
Cabinda from Angola. 

 
The territory of Cabinda, whose oil fields are known as some of the largest in the 
world, is solely bordered by two countries, in this instance the Democratic Republic of 
the Congo (DRC) and the Republic of Congo (Brazzaville). Cabinda is thus separated 
from Angola by about forty km of a strip of territory belonging to DRC, and also about 
twenty km that constitute the Congo River’s mouth.  
  
Bearing in mind the United Nations principles (which should guide Members in 
determining whether or not an obligation exists to transmit the information called for 
under Article 73 “e” of the Charter) embodied in the Annex of the General Assembly 
Resolution 1541 (XV) of 15 December 1960, to defeat the United Nations Special 
Committee on Decolonization so as to maintain its colonial power over Cabinda 
forever, the MPLA regime is making every endeavor to acquire the strip of territory 
belonging to DRC that separates Cabinda from Angola. The Angolan colonial regime is 
well aware of the fact that principle IV states clearly that there is an obligation to 
transmit information in respect of a territory which is geographically separated and is 
distinct ethnically and/or culturally from the country administering it, and of the fact 
that principle III asseverates that the obligation to transmit information under Article 
73e of the Charter constitutes an international obligation and should be carried out 
with due regard to the fulfillment of international law.  
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THE MPLA REGIME AND NATO’S 
QUEST FOR AN INTER-AFRICAN ARMED FORCE  

 

Soviet Ambassador to the People’s Republic of Angola, V.P. Loginov, Memorandum 
of Conversation with candidate-member of the Politburo Secretary of the  

CC MPLA-PT for international issues, P. Luvualu, 
27 June 1978 

 

 
Record of Conversation with 
Candidate-Member of the Politburo 
Secretary of the CC of the MPLA-PT for 
international issues, P. LUVUALU 
27 June 1978 

 
[I] visited candidate-member of the Politburo, Secretary of the CC of the MPLAPT [Popular 
Movement for the Liberation of Angola—Partido do Trabalho] for international issues, P. 
Luvualu at his invitation. P. Luvualu informed me that at the current time the leadership of the 
People’s Republic of Angola has sent several delegations to various African countries in order to 
explain the Angolan position with regard to Zaire and to gather information on the real nature 
of the events in the Zairian province of Shaba. The delegations should once again underscore 
that neither Angola, nor the Soviet Union, nor Cuba bear any relation to the events in the 
province of Shaba, and that these events are an internal Zairian problem.  

 
The Secretary of the CC MPLA-PT declared that there are objective factors which facilitate the 
continual occurrence of conflicts and tension in this region. The colonizers, when they drew the 
borders between states, did not take into account the ethnic make-up of the population. As a 
result, the significant nationality of the Lunda was broken up and in the current time lives in 
three countries — Zaire, Angola and Zambia. Moreover, at the current time there are over 
250,000 Zairian refugees in Angola, who are mainly of the Lunda nationality and among them 
from 20,000 to 30,000 are former soldiers, the so-called Katanga gendarmes. After the war of 
independence, the central authorities in Zaire began to persecute members of the Lunda 
nationality who lived in the province of Shaba. Unlawful arrests took place as well as the 
execution of Zairian soldiers of the Lunda nationality. It is necessary to take into account the 
fact that the province of Shaba is the richest of all Zairian provinces and provides a significant 
part of the hard-currency goods which enter the country, and that some of the largest foreign 
monopolies have invested capital in the exploitation of the natural resources of the province. 

 
The catastrophic condition of the Zairian economy, the dizzying rise of prices, the corruption 
which has enveloped the whole machinery of state, including the army, the unbearably serious 
condition of the population, particularly of national minorities and the greater part of the 
military, aggravates the conflict between the Kinshasa government and the Lunda nationality, 
and lead to the revolts which occur from time to time among the soldiers of Lunda nationality 
in the Zairian army. During moments of acute conflict the Lunda refugees in Angola seek to 
assist their fellow-tribesmen in the province of Shaba. Moreover, all of the refugees in Angola, 
it goes without saying, would like to return to their homeland in Zaire. It is practically 
impossible to control the movement of groups of Lunda nationality from Angola into Zaire and 
back, since the border between Angola and Zaire stretches out for approximately two thousand 
kilometers. P. Luvualu underscored that Mobutu, in every instance when an internal conflict 
arises, strives by using false pretexts, to internationalize it.  

 
The Secretary of the CC MPLA-PT [referred to] the interference of Western powers—the 
members of NATO in the previous conflict in the province of Shaba and their proposal to create 
an inter-African armed force which would be used not only to resolve the current tasks of 
putting down the revolt of the Lunda nationality, [but also for] the preservation of the Mobutu 
regime, and the possibility for foreign monopolies to continue to exploit the resources of the 
province of Shaba. The fact, declared P. Luvualu, that the Republic of South Africa has 
expressed a desire to take part in the inter-African forces confirms our evaluation of the neo-
colonial nature of these forces. This evaluation is also confirmed by the fact that China has 
sent military instructors to Zaire and has offered equipment for arming the inter-African forces. 
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In the estimation of P. Luvualu, this issue concerns armed forces of international imperialism 
which are being created by NATO with the aim of supporting reactionary, unpopular regimes in 
Africa as well as supporting the struggle against progressive African countries and national 
liberation movements. The long term goals of the Western countries consist of strengthening 
the position of NATO in the central part of Africa in order to break through to the Indian Ocean, 
i.e. for the neo-colonial conquest of Africa. The Secretary of the CC MPLA-PT declared that the 
evaluation by the Angolan leadership of the events in Zaire is confirmed likewise by the 
resolution of the Western countries to offer Kinshasa economic assistance.  

 
The Western countries, as is well known, as a condition for granting such assistance 
demanded, first, a reform of the management of the Zairian economy and finances according 
to which representatives of the USA, France, Belgium, and the Federal Republic of Germany 
would have full control over the economy, finances, and the actions of the administrative 
apparatus from top to bottom. Secondly, they put forward a demand for the reconciliation of 
the central Kinshasa authorities with the Lunda nationality in order that foreign monopolies 
might without resistance exploit the wealth of the province of Shaba. And, finally, the Western 
countries persist in seeking the reconciliation of Zaire with Angola in order to renew the 
transport of natural resources from the province of Shaba along the Benguela railroad.   

 
P. Luvualu remarked in this connection that the president of the People’s Republic of Angola, A. 
Neto, in his declaration of July 9, announced that the Zairian refugees will be led from the 
Zairian borders into the interior of Angola, that Angola will disarm the detachments of the 
FNLC [Front for the National Liberation of the Congo] which retreat from the province of Shaba 
into Angola, and that the Angolan government proposes that Zaire, in turn, draw off the 
UNITA, FNLA, and FLEC bases away from the Angolan border. The President of the People’s 
Republic of Angola in this announcement also underscored that the refugees may live in any 
country according to their choice. This position, said P. Luvualu, is in complete accordance with 
the charter of the Organization of African Unity and international law. Then the Secretary of 
the CC MPLA-PT raised the problem of Namibia.  

 
He informed us that, in appraising the aggression of the Republic of South Africa toward 
Angola at Cassinga, immediately following the important victory of SWAPO [Southwest African 
People’s Organization] in the UN, the Angolan leadership came to the conclusion that the 
aggressive actions of the Republic of South Africa were made in pursuit of the following goals: 
to weaken SWAPO and force it to accept the plan of the 5 Western powers for Namibia; to gain 
time, in order to create in Namibia a puppet political force which would be able to counter 
SWAPO; to scare the People’s Republic of Angola and weaken Angolan support for SWAPO. P. 
Luvualu remarked that events had fully confirmed the correctness of this appraisal of the 
Angolan leadership. For example, in the present time in Namibia, the Republic of South Africa 
has created the so-called democratic party with the help of the renegade [Andrea] Chipanga 
and the so-called National Front of Namibia. Vorster feverishly attempts to prepare elections, 
which are falsified from the very beginning, and to achieve an internal settlement on the model 
of the internal settlement of Rhodesia with the aid of puppets like Chipanga. The Secretary of 
the CC MPLA-PT declared that the People’s Republic of Angola will continue to support SWAPO. 

 
The Angolan leadership, he said, considers that for the peaceful resolution of the Namibian 
problem the Republic of South Africa should: officially define a deadline for the transfer of 
Walvis Bay to the authorities of Namibia, after declaring the independence of that country; for 
a period of transition draw off its troops, which are now concentrated on the border with 
Angola, to bases in the South of Namibia; immediately liberate all political prisoners in 
Namibia. P. Luvualu likewise remarked that Angola concurs with the proposed role of the UN in 
the transitional period in Namibia. In conclusion P. Luvualu underscored that the maneuvers of 
Western countries around Angola will not succeed in forcing the MPLA-PT to turn from the path 
it has chosen. We, he declared, have made a firm and final choice of friends. This is the Soviet 
Union, Cuba, and other socialist countries. With the assistance and support of socialist states, 
and first and foremost of the Soviet Union and Cuba, Angola will follow its chosen path.  

 
[I] thanked the Secretary of the CC MPLA-PT for this information. From my side I handed him 
the text of the Declaration of the Soviet Government on Africa (in Portuguese). I underscored 
that this is an important political action in defense of the independence of African 
governments, in the solidarity of the USSR in the struggle of the peoples of the continent  
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Mr. Luvualu’s complaint about NATO’s search  

against the imperialist interference in their affairs. I noted that the appraisal contained in it of 
the situation in Africa coincides with the position of the People’s Republic of Angola. Then I 
gave him a translation into Portuguese of the Pravda article regarding the external policies of 
the USA. I handed [him] a film on the first congress of the MPLA-PT and the sojourn in the 
People’s Republic of Angola of the Soviet party delegation headed by Comrade A.P. Kirilenko. 
P. Luvualu expressed his gratitude to the Soviet government for its unflagging support of 
progressive forces in Africa. He said that he would immediately bring the text of the 
Declaration to the attention of the leadership of the People’s Republic of Angola. He likewise 
expressed his gratitude for the gift of the CC CPSU. In the course of our exchange of opinions 
on international problems P. Luvualu asked that I give information about the situation in South 
Yemen after the unsuccessful government coup. Embassy advisor S. S. Romanov was present 
during this discussion. 
 
 
 
USSR Ambassador  
to the People’s Republic of Angola  
/s/ V. LOGINOV 
 
From the journal of SECRET 
V.P. Loginov Copy no. 2 re: no. 222 
20 July 1978 
 
[Source: TsKhSD, f. 5, op. 75, d. 1148, ll. 
71-75: translated by Sally Kux; copy on file 
at National Security Archive.] 

 
 
 
Excerpt from:  
 

«Moscow and the Angolan Crisis: A New Pattern of Intervention» 
by Dr. Odd Arne Westad, in CWIHP Bulletin 8/9 Winter 1996, pp. 34-36 

 
 

The Memorandum of Conversation between the 1978 Soviet Ambassador to Angola, V.P. 
Loginov, and Mr. P. Luvualu, the candidate-member of the Politburo Secretary of the CC 
MPLA-PT for international issues, proves to be a priceless document for it permits anyone 
to wonder whether the MPLA regime is or is not a NATO’s created mercenary entity in 
charge of terrorizing and perpetuating the whole people of the Congo basin in a continual 
political instability and insecurity so that western petroleum and diamond companies can 
eternally deprive them of their freedom and loot their natural resources. Ambassador 
Loginov’s Record of Conversation gives us a MPLA leader (P. Luvualu) complaining about 
NATO’s search for an Inter-African Armed Force which would be used to the African 
people’s detriment. Mr. Luvualu’s complaint about NATO’s search for an inter-African 
armed force is an approach trying to draw USSR Ambassador’s attention to the pan-
African and progressive nature of the MPLA regime. But on the other hand, NATO’s quest 
for an inter-African armed force disclosed by the MPLA leader (P. Luvualu) in 1978 incites 
MNC leaders to wonder whether the MPLA regime is or is not itself acting as the NATO’s 
inter-African armed force in question. In case the MPLA regime is a NATO’s precious tool 
in Africa, then we become inevitably aware of how Angola can coerce the United Nations 
and AU (African Union) into postponing Cabinda’s attainment of self-determination and 
independence. According to Mr. Luvualu, Mobutu’s regime was being shaped by NATO to 
act as the inter-African armed force in question. Hence, given that Mobutu has been 
militarily deposed by Laurent Désiré-Kabila thoroughly supported by the MPLA regime, 
the fundamental question is to know which African regime replaces the one of Mobutu 
Sese Seko as NATO’s inter-African armed force. 
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MNC analytic document entitled "Interpretation of 
the Bas-Congo Situation", published in Germany on 
2 April 2008, permits anyone to verify that NATO’s 
quest for an inter-African armed force is a Western 
idea that is older than NATO itself. Lord Granville 
Leveson-Gower, 2nd Earl Granville (then British 
Foreign Secretary) and the famous British-American 
explorer, Henry M. Stanley, seem to be the men 
from whom NATO draws the idea of an inter-African 
armed force. "The Economist" (British Newspaper) 
of 18 October 1884 states as follows:  
 
(…) All that is necessary is free access, and this is 
precisely what internationalization secures, as Lord 
Granville perceived when he proposed to make the 
Portuguese Government, as a powerless Power, the 
International Commissioner of the Congo. That was 
exactly his proposition, defeated by the jealousy of the 
French, and it is not the least the worse because it has 
been taken up by a negotiator of whom the French are 
afraid. (…)» 

 
Mr. Luvualu’s exposition to the USSR Ambassador is 
something that highlights the ambiguous nature of 
the MPLA leaders. Ever since the 1960s the MPLA 
leaders knew that their main duty, once a ruling 
party, had to consist in acting as NATO’s inter-
African armed force, which corresponds with Lord 
Granville’s International Commissioner of the Congo 
Two factors indicate the MPLA mentors’ cleverness 
and nastiness at the same time. (1) By using USSR 
weapons during the MPLA training to become 
NATO’s tool in Southern Africa, no African country 
would suspect that the MPLA was unobtrusively 
being prepared to play such a malicious role. (2) By 
making every endeavor to convince USSR diplomat 
that Mobutu’s regime was being turned by NATO 
into an inter-African armed force, no progressive 
country would suspect that the MPLA had never 
been a progressive entity despite its leaders’ loud 
claims. Are not the MPLA disguised nasty nature 
and devastating purpose the grounds of the coup 
attempt of 27 May 1977 led by Alves Bernardo 
Baptista, better known as Nito Alves? Mr. Luvualu’s 
1978 exposition to the USSR Ambassador accuses 
China of sending military instructors to Zaire and 
offering equipment for arming NATO’s inter-African 
force. Though, well before the occurrence of 27 May 
1977, Nito Alves had denounced the hidden rapport 
between China and the MPLA top leaders. In fact, if 
it’s true that NATO’s idea was to erect Zaire as its 
inter-African force by means of Chinese instructors 
and equipment, it can also be true that Angola is 
the real NATO’s inter-African force created thanks 
to USSR and Cuba’s instructors and weapons. Why 
most prominent NATO’s member states are resolute 
in their opposition to vote once and for all against 
Angola’s dictatorship and colonial regime?    
  

«The Secretary of the CC MPLA-PT 
[referred to] the interference of 
Western powers—the members of 
NATO in the previous conflict in the 
province of Shaba and their 
proposal to create an inter-African 
armed force which would be used 
not only to resolve the current tasks 
of putting down the revolt of the 
Lunda nationality, [but also for] the 
preservation of the Mobutu regime, 
and the possibility for foreign 
monopolies to continue to exploit 
the resources of the province of 
Shaba. The fact, declared P. 
Luvualu, that the Republic of South 
Africa has expressed a desire to 
take part in the inter-African forces 
confirms our evaluation of the neo-
colonial nature of these forces. This 
evaluation is also confirmed by the 
fact that China has sent military 
instructors to Zaire and has offered 
equipment for arming the inter-
African forces. In the estimation of 
P. Luvualu, this issue concerns 
armed forces of international 
imperialism which are being created 
by NATO with the aim of supporting 
reactionary, unpopular regimes in 
Africa as well as supporting the 
struggle against progressive African 
countries and national liberation 
movements. The long term goals of 
the Western countries consist of 
strengthening the position of NATO 
in the central part of Africa in order 
to break through to the Indian 
Ocean, i.e. for the neo-colonial 
conquest of Africa. The Secretary of 
the CC MPLA-PT declared that the 
evaluation by the Angolan 
leadership of the events in Zaire is 
confirmed likewise by the resolution 
of the Western countries to offer 
Kinshasa economic assistance. 
The Western countries, as is well 
known, as a condition for granting 
such assistance demanded, first, a 
reform of the management of the 
Zairian economy and finances 
according to which representatives 
of the USA, France, Belgium, and 
the Federal Republic of Germany 
would have full control over the 
economy, finances, and the actions 
of the administrative apparatus 
from top to bottom.  (…) The 
President of the People’s Republic of 
Angola in this announcement also 
underscored that the refugees may 
live in any country according to 
their choice. This position, said P. 
Luvualu, is in complete accordance 
with the charter of the Organization 
of African Unity and international 
law. »  
 
Excerpt from Mr. Lovinov’s Record 
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The ICC (International Criminal Court) was founded on the principle that accountability 
for the world’s most serious crimes is a prerequisite for long-term peace and security. 
Thus, justice has to be a partner to peace, not an impediment to it. But with Heads of 
State like Angola’s President, Mr. José Eduardo dos Santos, who believe that politics 
can trump justice, that justice is negotiable, and that the Security Council can be held 
hostage to their threats, there is little hope for the promotion of the rule of law 
internationally if the most powerful international body makes it subservient to the 
rule of political expediency. And this can definitely undermine the progress the world 
has made so far in bringing the most powerful human rights abusers to justice for 
their crimes. To prevent justice from running its course, President dos Santos uses 
Angola’s role as one of the few African major energy suppliers as a political weapon 
against certain partners.   
 
Thus, bearing in mind the preamble of the UN General Assembly resolution 1808 
(XVII) of 14 December 1962, by which the GA recognizes further that the United 
Nations has a responsibility towards the inhabitants of the Non-Self-Governing 
Territories; considering GA resolutions 1807 (XVII) of 14 December 1962, 1808 
(XVII) of 14 December 1962, and 1810 (XVII) of 17 December 1962 to be replies in 
connection with the petition of the Cabindan representative who had been heard by 
the General Assembly in November 1962 in pursuance of the provisions of the 
charitable paragraph 5 of the GA resolution 1699 (XVI) of 19 December 1961; taking 
into account the compliance of Portugal with Chapter XI of the UN Charter ever since 
the year 1965, by which Portugal had placed the distinctive political status of Cabinda 
at the disposal of the UN Legal Department; recalling the provisions of paragraph 5 
(e)  of the Security Council resolution 180 (1963) of 31 July 1963 [S/5380], by which 
the United Nations Security Council calls upon Portugal to implement the granting of 
independence immediately thereafter to all the Territories under its administration in 
accordance with the aspirations of the peoples; and given the unique nastiness that 
surrounds the decolonization of Portuguese "overseas territories" in 1974-75, the 
Cabindan National Movement is respectfully requesting the UN Special Committee on 
Decolonization to consider the fact that the territory of Cabinda remains within the 
scope of Chapter XI of the Charter of the United Nations.   
 
For their part, since they are definitely committed to contributing to the fulfillment of 
international order of justice and peace, and accept in advance the obligations of 
peaceful settlement provided in the Charter of the United Nations, MNC leaders 
exhort the UN Special Committee on Decolonization to fairly consider Cabinda as a 
territory still within the scope of Chapter XI, in the light of Principles IV and V of the 
[ANNEX] of the General Assembly resolution 1541 (XV) adopted on 15 December 
1960 on the Principles which should guide Members in determining whether or not an 
obligation exists to transmit the information called for under Article 73 (e) of the 
Charter. In fact, as available information and authorized international entities are 
entitled to prove, Cabinda is geographically separated and is distinct ethnically and 
culturally from the country (Angola) administering it nowadays. Hence, on the one 
hand, given that such a prima facie case of geographical, ethnical and cultural 
distinctness of Cabinda exists, MNC remains hopeful that the Special Committee on 
Decolonization will give careful consideration to the other elements that are, inter 

alia, of administrative, political, juridical, economic and historical nature. On the other 
hand, MNC believes that the Special Committee will ultimately realize that the said 
elements do affect the relationship between the Angolan national State and Cabinda 
in a manner which arbitrarily places the latter in a position of subordination. 
 

 
May it please Your Excellencies to accept our sincere gratitude for your time and help in this matter. 

 

CABINDA WITHIN THE SCOPE OF CHAPTER XI 
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The Cabindan National Movement (MNC), founded in Kinshasa, 

Democratic Republic of the Congo, in 1989, is a movement that is 

making every endeavor to free Cabinda from the Angolan colonial 

yoke, in pursuance of the United Nations General Assembly 

resolution 1514 (XV) of 14 December 1960, concerning the 

Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries 

and Peoples, as well as the UN General Assembly resolution 1807 

(XVII) of 14 December 1962.  

 

As it is committed to contributing to the fulfillment of international 

order of justice and peace, MNC accepts in advance the obligations 

of peaceful settlement provided in the Charter of the United Nations. 

Its foreign policy, once Cabinda becomes an independent country, is 

aimed at minimizing conflicts and promoting political and economic 

interdependence. MNC intends to make life easier for every 

Cabindan citizen just with thirty percent of each Cabindan natural 

resource, to devote ten percent to the African-Americans, and the 

remaining sixty percent to the rest of the human family, more 

particularly to African countries. 

 

Although MNC is logistically and financially still poor, it has no 

intention of compromising with injustice, for its founding principle is 

to be the liberation movement that combines legitimacy, integrity, 

and the genuine desire to pursue its declared aims. Hence, it has set 

itself the task to rekindle the hopes of the Cabindan children who 

have been deprived of their freedom, robbed of their natural wealth 

and resources, and plunged into hardship. In a word, it has set itself 

the task to honor all Cabindan citizens who have shed blood for their 

beloved people and country. But then, in order to discharge its duty, 

it has to have recourse to the proponents of freedom, justice, peace, 

and the civilization of love. 

                                                                        Bartolomeu Capita 

 


