
The Enemy 's Contradictions 

people of Angola will not forgive the fact that all the means of destruction 
used against it come from the arsenals of the West. 

We are made to believe that the weapons delivered to the Portuguese 
Fascists within NATO are not destined to accomplish the subjugation of the 
African peoples. We are also told that the Atlantic pact which allows Portugal 
to administer an army of 85 ,000 men in Angola, 40,000 in Mozambique and 
30,000 in Guinea-Bissau is not meant to be an alliance directed against these 
territories and their peoples. This may be true according to the literature, but 
the facts unfortunately contradict it. The fact is that NATO weapons are 
being employed in Africa solely, I repeat, solely against us. 

Mr. President, there is a limit to hypocrisy. And the 5 ,000,000 Angolans 
will never believe that it is by accident that Western weapons are being used 
against them. The kind of reassurance we want must be matched by counter· 
measures. We are saying to the USA that they must accept the embargo on 
the weapons delivered to Portugal, called for in the resolution of the Security 
Council S/RES/2 18  of November 23, 1 965. We are also saying that they must 
all realize that they are accomplices of the suffering of our people and that, 
in our opinion, they share in the abominable crimes accomplished by the men 
of Salazar in Angola and elsewhere. They must revise their position according 
to which they proclaim their anti-colonialist position on Sunday and serve as 
bankers and providers of weapons to the Portuguese colonialists the other 
days of the week. 

The Point of View of the US Government 

Eduardo Mondlane 

A rticle by the President of FRELIMO, in the New York edition of 
Mozambique Revolution, 1, 3, ca. September 1964. 

Last March Admiral Anderson paid an official visit to Angola and Mozam­
bique. Admiral Anderson is the Ambassador of the United States of America 
in Lisbon. As Ambassador he officially represents the American Government 
in whatever he does and says. That is to say, the political line followed by 
him, his declarations and actions reflect the position of the Department of 
State, which represents the general political line of the Government of the 
United States. 

When, therefore, Admiral Anderson, at the end of this triumphant visit to 
Angola and Mozambique, declared that he was 'tremendously impressed' by 
the development of the overseas territories of Portugal and by the progress 
and well-being of the populations of those territories, and that he had noted 
the complete absence of racial discrimination; when Admiral Anderson pro­
claims the unity which he said existed between Portugal and the United States 
of America, we of the Mozambique Liberation Front have no alternative but 
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to conclude that this is the point of view of the United States Government. 
The fundamental point to be underlined here is the following: Admiral 

Anderson could not have found racial equality in Portuguese colonies, for 
there is racism in all Portuguese colonies, especially in Mozambique. All the 
commissions of inquiry which were created by the United Nations to study 
Portuguese colonial problems were unanimous in this respect. Let us cite a 
few here. The Special Committee on Territories Under Portuguese Admini­
stration in its report presented to the General Assembly the following 
conclusions: 

· . .  the Committee finds with serious concern that political and civil 
rights have not been fully extended to all inhabitants and discrimination 
against them (meaning against the indigenous peoples) has not been 
removed. (Para. 410) 

· . . the Committee is not convinced that the indigenous inhabitants are 
now guaranteed just treatment and equality under the law. (Para. 417) 

· . . forced labour . . .  apparently continues to exist in actual practice 
even now in all territories under Portuguese administration. (Para. 4 1 8). 

Similarly Ambassador Anderson could not have found progress, well-being 
and harmonious relations in Portuguese colonies except among the Portu­
guese settlers, for misery dominates the African population of these territories. 
That same United Nations Committee in its report declared, in paragraph 433, 
that, 'in the economic field there has been little significant change in levels of 
living of the indigenous population, whereas exports of some mineral and 
agricultural products have increased over the past decade'. Further on in the 
same report the Committee said, 'The Committee wishes to emphasize that in 
its view there can be no full participation of the indigenous inhabitants in the 
economic life of the Territories until they have full sovereignty over their 
natural resources through the attainment of independence'. 

In view of the conclusions reached by this august Committee and our own 
experience as native inhabitants of these Portuguese colonies, one might ask: 
how could Ambassador Anderson have known the true conditions prevailing 
in these territories when his visit had an official character in which any direct 
contact with the overwhelming majority of the people was impossible? We 
can only conclude that Admiral Anderson's remarks at the end of his visit 
were politically inspired, reflecting the official policy of his Government. 

The importance of Admiral Anderson's declarations has to be seen also 
against the fact that it represents a counter-position to the liberation move­
ments of the peoples under Portuguese colonialism and imperialism, implying 
that they had no reason for being. In other words, Ambassador Anderson and 
through him the United States Government, seems to be saying that nothing 
justifies the accession of Portuguese overseas territories to independence, 
since the inhabitants of these territories are happy and have complete well-
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being and enjoy progress. This is even more grave when it is realized that his 
visit was undertaken 'with the complete approval of his Government, and, in 
special, of the Secretary of State, Mr. Dean Rusk' as Admiral Anderson him· 
self declared to the j ournalists in Luanda on the 1 1  th of March. 

When it is to be recalled that even the Secretary General of the United 
Nations, U Thant, refused to accept an invitation to visit Portuguese colonies, 
the American Government's position and activities seem even more odd and 
incongruous. 

The only conclusion which can be derived from these official visits is that 
the United States of America cannot identify itself with our ideals for self­
determination and independence. 

These activities of the United States Government are not only an obvious 
connivance with Portugal, but also raise suspicions of connivance with the 
imperialist Government of the Republic of South Africa. 

Exactly two months after Admiral Anderson's official visit, there followed 
the official visit of the highest officer of the armed forces of South Africa, 
General Grobbelaar. Like Admiral Anderson, General Grobbelaar inspected 
lengthily all the Portuguese military bases in Mozambique. We already know 
that General Grobbelaar's visit was a preliminary step towards the establish­
ment of a coordinated plan for the repression of our people, in which the 
South African armed forces will act conjointly with the Portuguese armed 
forces when our people take arms to fight for their liberation. 

What meaning should we attribute to the visit of the Ambassador of the 
United States to the same Portuguese military bases? 

We can only believe that the United States of America wishes to reassure 
its ally, Portugal, of its sympathy and material support in sustaining Portu­
guese colonialism and imperialism on the African continent. 

On the basis of the facts above, we are forced to conclude that when our 
people finally rise to take up arms against Portuguese imperialism, the United 
States of America, like the Republic of South Africa, will intervene against us 
in support of Portugal. 

In December 1963, the Salazar Government was granted a loan of 35 
million dollars from banks in the United States. Besides that amount, the 
Portuguese received 1 12.5 million dollars from the IBRD (International Bank 
for Reconstruction and Development) (see Diario do Govemo, 10  December, 
1964). In receiving help from one of the biggest powers in the world with 
which to buy eqUipment against our undefended people, the President of 
Portugal, Americo Tomas, was able to announce recently, 'As far as we are 
concerned, the international atmosphere has evolved favourably . .  .' . 

In a letter signed by the United States Secretary of State, we read: 'Portu­
gal is one ally which gave and is still giving an important contribution to our 
mutual security by permitting us to use a military base in the Azores. To 
sacrifice the interests of the Portuguese by supporting, in one way or another, 
the attacks levelled against her in the United Nations can only lead to a 
disaster' (Fortune, 1 4  May 1964). 

Encouraged by all of this assistance, the Portuguese are feeling strong and 
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are sure that they will not be deprived of their colonies. The power of the 
American dollar and of the American press are visibly with them. 

From the end of July to August, Americo Tomas visited Mozambique. The 
main goal of the trip, according to official sources, was 'to show the world 
that peace, progress and racial harmony exist in Mozambique' (The New York 
Times, 20 August, 1964, p. 3). 

Angola and the New Imperialist Strategy in Southern Mrica 

Hugo Menezes 

Article by a member of the MPLA, in Faulha (Accra), 1, July 
1965. Translated from Portuguese. 

June 1960. The year of Africa and of Patrice Lumumba. And, less than a year 
later, a group of nationalists launched an armed struggle for the liberation of 
Angola. It was in Luanda, on 4 February 196 1 .  

In spite of all sorts of limitations and mistakes of different kinds, the 
Angolan nationalists were able to free, in a short period of time, a great part 
of the North of Angola and reached the outskirts of Luanda. 

The events of the Congo were still fresh in the memory of the Portuguese. 
The colonists and the colonial administration panicked ;  the economy of the 
country was paralysed or destroyed in great part; colonists and capital fled. 
Portuguese colonialism was thus almost defeated. Not because it had been 
taken by surprise . In fact the colonial government had been preparing inten· 
sely for a long time, and engaged in quite spectacular military demonstrations, 
in the hope of intimidating and thus countering the growing threat of the 
Angolan underground organizations, which were becoming more active every 
day. Besides, the colonial government had been careful to arrest all those 
Angolan personalities, who were potential leaders of the rebellion. The Portu­
guese colonists simply found themselves outstripped by events, unable to 
handle a popu1ar uprising of such a size , despite the fact that it was poorly 
organized, poorly led, and possessed only rudimentary armaments. 

The armed struggle in Angola did not affect only Portuguese interests but 
it affected just as much and just as directly the interests of the other imperial· 
ist powers in Angola. It was thus essential to circumscribe the Angolan events, 
to avoid at all cost a chain reaction in the southern part of the continent, to 
put an end to the serious threat which imperialism was facing in this vital part 
of Africa. 

The armed struggle and the success attained in such a short time by the 
Angolan nationalists, reverberated far beyond the borders of Angola. In fact, 
at the same time that it constituted an important factor of demoralization in 
colonial and reactionary circles, it acted as a catalysing and mobilizing ele­
ment in the other Portuguese colOnies, and even in liberal and progressive 
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