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NEW APARTHEID TACTIC IN U.S. ALARMS BLACK, WHITE LEADERS 
Attempts to Beautify Apartheid's Terrorists, UNIT A and Renamo 

TERROR TACTIC: Dazed father rescues child victim 
of UNIT A attack. 

" . . . I consider the Executive President of South 
Africa [P. W. Botha] my friend." 

-Jonas Savimbi 

SOUTHERN AFRICA 

"I find it bitterly ironic that UNIT A and Renamo have 
launched fund raising campaigns in U.S. black com
munities. Both of these groups are puppet armies 
controlled by the repressive apartheid regime. They 
have committed vicious atrocities. All Americans who 
oppose apartheid should reject them." 

- Coretta Scott King 

"UNICEF reports that a small child dies every 4 
minutes in Mozambique and Angola as a result of war 
and economic destabilization. If that doesn't convince 
you that the U.S. should stop supporting the South 
African-backed UNIT A and Renamo, nothing will." 

-Congresswoman Patricia Schroeder 

"America cannot afford to side with the forces of 
brutality in southern Africa. UNITA, Renamo, and 
their backers in South Africa and the U.S. must be 
stopped before more blood is spilt." 

- Congressman William Gray, Ill 

"Jonas Savimbi is a known agent of apartheid South 
Africa . ... Any American covert or overt involvement 
in Angola will be considered hostile act against the 
OAU." 

- Organization of African Unity, (OAU) 

"South Africa has directly and indirectly through 
Renamo and UNITA te"orized the entire southern 
African region." 

-Jesse Jackson 



INTRODUCTION 

Southern Africa possesses an enviable tradition of black 
liberation groups and armies, ranging from the ANC to the 
Patriotic Front. (This is partly a result of the African liberation 
"wind of change" which became significant with Ghana's 
political independence in 1957. It peaked in the 1960s with those 
of Tanzania, Nigeria, Zaire, and others. In southern Africa in 
the 1970s, however, the wind ran into the strongest and most 
overt resistance.) 

The American connection has always been important to these 
liberation groups. Black America, for countless, obvious rea
sons, has reserved a uniquely privileged position in its heart for 
these groups. Struggling African liberation groups, in turn, 
have treasured highly the multifaceted black American support. 
In sharp contrast to black America, the government of the 
United States historically has been unremittingly hostile to 
liberation and self-determination in Africa and elsewhere. The 
CIA in particular has a sotdid record of thwarting black 
aspirations on the continent, frequently through the use of 
traitorous blacks-both African and American. 

Today there are significant new developments. In the milieu 
of the Reagan Doctrine and with the escalation of the pressure 
against the murderous anti-black system of apartheid, two new 
groups from Angola and Mozambique-the Union for Total 
Independence in Angola (UNITA) and the Mozambican Na
tional Resistance (Renamo)-have surfaced in the U.S. claim
ing to be liberation movements and seeking access to the 
decisive support that a galvanized black America can offer. 
Elementary prudence requires that black America scrutinize the 
claims, credentials and promises of any entity seeking its 
support. UNITA and Renamo should be no exception. Beyond 
this, the need for scrutiny has been increased by two factors. 
First, doubts have been raised about the two groups. Second, in 
reaction to Congress' anti-apartheid sanctions of October 1986, 
the Reagan administration and the rabid right have embarked 
on a new strategy of deploying blacks to implement their policy 
of protecting apartheid. 

This ISSUE BRIEF SPECIAL offers answers to a set of 
important questions raised by the new developments. Who are 
UNIT A and Renamo? What do they stand for and what are they 
fighting for? What tactics do they employ against whom? 
Where does their support come from and what does that tell us 
about them? Most important, what should the appropriate 
black American attitude toward them be: support, neutrality or 
hostility? It contains the following segments: (1) attrocities 
visited on ordinary Angolans and Mozambicans (2) the origins 
of UNIT A and Renamo, (3) their sources of support, and (4) 
U.S. policy toward the two groups. Interspersed among these 
are quotes by scholars, activists, and political leaders. D 
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THE ATROCITIES OF WAR: 
The Reality of UNIT A and Renamo 

" ... every four minutes, a small Angolan or Mozambican 
child was lost who would otherwise have lived." 

-UNICEF, Children on the Frontline 

The war waged by South Africa's surrogates UNITA 
and Renamo has been particularly cruel. Recent figures 
from international organizations demonstrate the serious
ness of the problem. For example: 
• 386 Mozambican men, women, and children were 
shot or hacked to death in a Renamo attack on a coastal 
village in July of 1987. 
• 140,000 children under the age of 5 died (in Angola 
and Mozambique) because of South African-backed de
stabilization in 1986. 
• 20,000 Angolans have lost limbs as a result of UNIT A 
mines. 
• 42% of Mozambican health centers have been de
stroyed by Renamo since 1982. 
• In Angola, 600,000 war refugees must depend com
pletely on the government for support. 
• 3.8 million people in Mozambique are in danger of 
starving to death because of Renamo destruction of food 
production and transportation efforts. 

The Horrors of War 

Angola has the highest number of amputees per capita 
in the world. Recent reports put the figure at more than 
20,000 people. Why such a high number in Angola? It has 
become increasingly clear that the small land mines that 
UNIT A places along roads and farmland in Angola are 
meant to cause suffering and permanent disfigurement. 
The purpose seems to be to create a substantial popula
tion of amputees which the government must use already 
meagre resources to treat and support. In addition, daily 
contact with the "mutilados" increases fear among the 
general population. 

In Mozambique, Renamo has been accused of similar 
atrocities. Rebel forces have attacked plantations and 
civilian villages as well as military targets. The soldiers 
burn villages after stealing food and other supplies. The 
inhabitants are then stripped of their clothes, sometimes 
raped or mutilated, and left to wander in search of food 
and medical care. Journalists and human rights workers 
have recounted victims' stories of Renamo torture tech
niques. The rebels have made it a practice to cut off the 
ears, nose, breasts, or lips of their victims as warnings to 
others. 

As recently as July of 1987, more than 386 Mozambi
can men, women, and children were shot, bayoneted, or 
hacked to death by Renamo forces in the coastal village 
of Homoine. 70 people were seriously injured. The rebels 
have made it clear that the attacks on civilians are not 
accidents of war and that they resort to butchery to 
further their cause. In the Homoine attack, the dead 
included hospital patients (including the elderly, pregnant 
women, and infants) who were simply killed where they 
lay. 
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Children at Risk 

The most heartrending effects of the wars have been 
the violence committed against children by UNIT A and 
Renamo. Children as well as adults have been maimed 
and killed by these terrorist groups. The landmines and 
bombs do not discriminate among victims, but even the 
individual rebel soldiers seem to display no mercy in 
shooting or bayoneting children and infants. Even if the 
children survive the attacks, they are often separated 
from their families, forced into service for UNITA or 
Renamo, or left orphaned in these two countries where 
government resources are already stretched to the break
ing point. 

No less disturbing, and more devastating in the long 
run, is the fact that according to a report by the United 
Nations International Children's Emergency Fund (UNI
CEF), Angola and Mozambique now have the highest 
mortality rates for children under 5 in the world. UNI
CEF attributes this horrifying statistic to the destabiliza
tion and atrocities of the South Mrican-backed resistance 
groups. According to UNICEF's 1985 figures, only 62-
67% of children in Angola and Mozambique live to see 
the age of 5 and there are between 325-375 deaths per 
1000 live births in those countries. 

uuNITA and Renamo are really terrorists. They 
seek to destabilize struggling Angola and Mozam
bique and lower the quality of life even more." 

- Senator Lowell Weicker 

Destruction of the Economic Infrastructure 

Mozambique and Angola are now forced to struggle for 
their very existence in the face of South Mrican spon
sored destruction of their infrastructure and of those who 
build and maintain it. 

Mozambique estimates that more than 100,000 people 
died in its 1983-84 famine . A similar figure is quoted for 
Angola between 1980 and 1985. The irony is , especially in 
Angola, that this famine occurred in areas previously 
described as the "breadbasket of southern Mrica." This 
has been a war-created famine. Angola is known for its 
fertile land and rich resources of minerals and oil. But 
because of the terrorist attacks and indiscriminate land
mining, many Angolans justifiably fear working in isolat
ed farm or mining areas. Thus, economic production has 
dropped sharply. 

Large numbers of refugees have crowded into Angolan 
and Mozambican urban areas or have crossed borders 
into neighboring countries. The 1986 refugee figure for 
Mozambique alone was almost 1 million people. This, of 
course, has meant the need for massive relief efforts by 
the governments and by international agencies. Even 
these humanitarian relief efforts have been undermined 
as clinics have been bombed, and relief and health 
workers killed or kidnapped by UNIT A and Renamo. 
Roads and train lines are mined and travellers are at
tacked, making it impossible for help to reach some 
outlying areas except through airlifts. 

.. 
t 
1 t . 

UNITA'S HANDIWORK: Angolan mother and child 
among victims of UNITA's massacre at Ranhaw, 
Ango/Q. 

This attempt to undermine the economic and social 
fabric of Angola and Mozambique has meant the intensi
fication of the tasks which face every nation: food 
production, poverty elimination , development , and 
health care. These two countries, which were beginning 
to make major post-independence gains in decreasing 
infant mortality and increasing development , are now 
ranked highest on the Population Crisis Committee's 
"Human Suffering Index." Further economic destabili
zation will result in thousands more deaths and injuries of 
Mozambicans and Angolans than caused directly by guns 
or by bombed villages. 

Lasting Effects 

The most devastating effects of the atrocities and 
destabilization are the terror and despair which many 
face even after the initial attacks are over. Angola is 
becoming proficient in the production of artificial limbs. 
However, an artificial leg is often not enough for a farmer 
who had previously supported himself and others by 
engaging in physically demanding manual agriculture. 
Most of the victims are poor, making it difficult for them 
to travel long distances or to raise funds for follow-up 
health care. Often separated from their families by death 
or by the confusion following an attack, they are left to 
depend on strangers. They worry about ever being able 
to rebuild their lives and families amid the conditions of 
war. They fear that nowhere in their own countries is safe 
when the rebels are willing to kill even hospital patients. 
Perhaps worst of all, most of the victims cannot identify a 
reason for their suffering. The rebels do not seem intent 
on convincing them to espouse any particular political or 
religious belief-they seem merely intent on terrorizing 
and destroying anyone or anything in their path. 

The aim of the rebels in both Angola and Mozambique 
seems to be to leave behind a weakened and dispirited 
people in countries whose infrastructure has been de
stroyed. South Africa's need to neutralize any perceived 
threat from its neighbors is behind this objective. A self
sufficient black-run country is perceived as a threat by a 
South Mrican regime attempting to convince itself that 
blacks cannot successfully care for their own people. 0 
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THE ORIGINS OF UNITA AND RENAMO 

UNITA was formed by Jonas Savimbi who, even his 
supporters agree, wants power at any cost. A classic 
opportunist, Savimbi broke away from the western
backed and now defunct FNLA (National Front for the 
Liberation of Angola) headed by Holden Roberto, in 1966 
to form UNIT A. He accused the FNLA of serving 
American capitalist interests and the MPLA of having 
whites and those of mixed race as members. 

It is well documented that UNIT A collaborated with 
the Portuguese to fight MPLA guerrillas. Secret files 
discovered after the Portuguese coup of 25 April 1974, 
document the extensive contacts between Savimbi and 
Portuguese authorities and businessmen. UNIT A stayed 
out of the way of Portuguese troops and profited from 
"taxes" extorted from the local population and payments 
from the Portuguese. 

South Africa, which was a partner in the American 
efforts to assist UNIT A and the FNLA, now accepted 
the primary burden. In return for South African instruc
tions, arms, logistical support, and when needed, direct 
military intervention, UNITA under Savimbi followed a 
script written by Pretoria. 

Recently, UNIT A has also played a vital international 
role for South Africa. UNITA's representatives led by 
Savimbi himself have travelled widely in the West since 
1984, trying to deflect attention away from the growing 
anti-apartheid movement and the increasing repression in 
South Africa. One result of this progaganda offensive is 
that the U.S. government now works with South Africa 
to provide military assistuce to UNIT A. Needless to say 
military aid to UNIT A is an indirect subsidy to South 
Africa. 

South Africa's control and development of Renamo 
followed a pattern similar to that for UNIT A. Renamo 
came to the South Africans through the intelligence 
service of Ian Smith's Rhodesia. The former director of 
Rhodesia's Central Intelligence Organization (CIO), Ken 
Flowers, has admitted that he got the approval of the 
Portuguese colonial authorities in early 1976 to develop a 
counter revolutionary group in Mozambique to counter 
Zimbabwean freedom fighters operating from the coun
try. 

When Robert Mugabe's ZANU won the election to 
lead Zimbabwe in 1980, the Rhodesian secret service 
reached an agreement with the South African military 
and secret services to take over funding and direction of 
Renamo. At the time, the group numbered at most 1,800 
men. The Rhodesians had used it only for limited pur
poses, primarily to counter ZANU guerrillas. The South 
Africans, on the other hand, saw Renamo as a key 
vehicle for reversing the progress of liberation forces in 
southern Africa. 

Both Renamo and UNIT A are essential to South 
Africa's grand apartheid strategy. Pretoria uses them to 
actively subvert the two countries that could provide 
alternative transportation routes. Additionally by wrap
ping them in the mantle offreedom fighters, South Africa 
has cleverly used them to confuse the reality of southern 
Africa. 0 

WHO SUPPORTS THEM? 

It is relevant at this point to ask: Where do UNIT A and 
Renamo obtain their sources? Who supports them? The 
essential answer is that UNIT A and Renamo enjoy 
scattered support in various places. For the purposes of 
this ISSUE BRIEF SPECIAL, these supporters may be 
aggregated into four groups: (1) apartheid South Africa; 
(2) rightwing elements in the United States; (3) a special 
case where UNIT A and Remano are conducting a sophis
ticated disinformation campaign to win hearts and minds 
in the African-American community; and (4) other 
sources of support. 

South African Support 

The most extensive source of support for UNIT A and 
Renamo is also the least surprising: apartheid South 
Africa. Pretoria has at least three reasons for supporting 
these terrorists. The first is to preoccupy these govern
ments, causing them to change policy and curtail any 
concrete support for South Africans opposing apartheid. 
The second is to drain off resources and create a picture 
of chaotic majority-ruled nations. Finally, in the fortu
itous event that UNIT A and/or Renamo should share or 
acquire power, apartheid would then have sympathetic 
clients within the regimes of Angola and Mozambique. 

The publicly known ways in which Pretoria has spon
sored UNITA include military, commercial, and diplo
matic support. 

"Leopards do not change their spots, and no 
amount of revisionism is going to change Renamo 
and UNITA. Each was created to maintain white 
control over black Africans . ... " 

-Congressman Mervyn Dymally 

• Military Support: Pretoria continues to provide UN
ITA the following military help: war material, air strike 
support, troops fighting side by side with UNITA, inva
sion of southern Angola on UNITA's behalf, bases and 
sanctuaries, as well as delivery routes and logistical 
support. One example: In 1985 during the Mavinga 
fighting against Angolan forces, numerous news sources 
reported and Savimbi inadvertantly confirmed that only 
massive intervention by South African troops and air 
strikes prevented Mavinga from falling to Luanda and the 
UNIT A headquarters at Jamba from being besieged. 
• Commercial support: Apartheid South Africa offers 
markets and hard currency to Savimbi for Angolan 
commodities and allows UNIT A to use its transportation 
network and port facilities to sell this plunder to foreign 
buyers. 
• Diplomatic/Moral Support: A key ingredient in Pre
toria's sponsorship of UNIT A and Renamo is the largely 
covert attempts to legitimize these groups in the eyes of 
western business leaders, governments, and public opin
ion. In 1985-1986, rightwing elements in the U.S. suc
ceeded not only in getting the Clark amendment re
pealed, but in arranging a highly visible Savimbi visit 
which was followed by resumption of U.S. aid to UN
IT A. This American adoption of the UNIT A burden 
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SHOW AND TELL, APARTHEID STYLE: South 
African commando, captured i11 Cabinda, Northern 
Ango/o. while on a "UNIT A mission," disp/o.ys the 
tools of his trade. 

constituted a major and timely relief for the apartheid 
political economy following as it did on the heels of 
Pretoria' s severe financial crisis of 1985. 

Lesser known support include: direct financial pay
ments from Pretoria to Savimbi; training of personnel; 
and provision of intelligence and advice. 

Publicly known evidence of South Africa's support of 
Renamo include the following: 
l. Pretoria took over and adopted Renamo during the 
last days of Ian Smith's tottering illegal regime in Rhode
sia in 1979. 
2. South Africa installed a powerful radio station for 
Renamo's use. 
3. During the weeks leading up to the March 1984 
Nkomati Accord, Pretoria airdropped massive quantities 
of war material to Renamo, and that even though the 
Accord prohibited it. Pretoria has continued to supply 
Renamo units, principally by using speedboats and sub
marines. 
4. Pretoria continues to make countless efforts to force 
the Mozambican government into talks with Renamo; 
5. South Africa browbeat Malawi-the only African 
country with which it has diplomatic relations-into 
offering sanctuary to Renamo. (Recent credible reports 
indicate that under pressure from the Frontline States. 
Malawi may have terminated this support for Renamo.) 
6. Apartheid South Africa is behind the current frantic 
efforts in the West generally and the U.S. in particular to 
achieve for Renamo some of UNITA's public relations 
success. 

American Support 

Next to South Africa, the U.S. is perhaps the most 
important source of support for UNIT A and Renamo . 
Two particularly important American groups that sup
port UNITA and Renamo are various ultra-rightwing 
elements (elected federal officials. lobbies such as the 
Heritage Foundation, and individuals) and the Reagan 
administration. The next section of the ISSUE BRIEF 
SPECIAL which discusses U.S. policy is relevant. 

Attempted Inroads into Black America 

There is a special need to highlight the small but 
growing activities of UNIT A and Renamo within the 
African-American community. Having been rejected and 
repudiated by the entire black leadership-the Congres
sional Black Caucus (CBC), Reverend Jesse Jackson, the 
NAACP, TransAfrica, the Urban League, etc.-UNITA 
and Renamo representatives in the U .S. have gone to 
black churches, city halls, and other grassroots organiza
tions to misrepresent themselves as freedom fighters 
rather than the apartheid puppets they are. Behind the 
scenes, they have been supported and directed in this 
effort by the most anti-black reactionary rightwingers , 
e.g. the Heritage Foundation. Additionally, one or two 
African-American individuals have emerged claiming to 
head black organizations that support Savimbi. The 
prime example is an entity calling itself "Black Ameri
cans For A Free Angola.'' It gives no street address, only 
a post box number in Washington, DC and appears to be 
made up of 3 persons: Maurice Dawkins, Clarence 
McKee, and Gregory Simpkins. 

"Since the late 1970s, South Africa has attacked 
Angola continuously either directly or indirectly 
through its military and financial support of UN
IT A-support which has reached $200 million per 
year. These attacks are estimated to have cost 
Angola 60,000 lives and $12 billion in damage." 

- Gerald Bender 
American Expert on Angola 

Other, Non-American Support 

Recent reports have indicated that, in a pattern remi
niscent of the solicitation of contra funds from foreign 
governments, certain rightwing regimes have clandes
tinely pledged support for UNIT A and Renamo. Regimes 
that have been mentioned in this connection include: 
Egypt; the Shah's Iran; Saudi Arabia; Morocco; Zaire; 
Nimeiri's Sudan; and France. Ironically, while many of 
these governments publicly deny any support, Savimbi is 
given to boasting and exaggerating the number of govern
ments that support him. 

Keeping Support in Perspective 

Perspective is essential at this point. From the forego
ing it is clear that anti-apartheid activists must take 
UN IT A, Renamo, and their supporters seriously. Com
placency may well be fatal. A '1d yet we must neither 
accept nor imply that these l\,o apartheid surrogates 
enjoy wide support that indicates their legitmacy. 

The support that UNIT A and Renamo do have is 
deeply tainted; the company that they keep is telling. The 
unifying factor that links the supporters of UNITA and 
Renamo is vicious, anti-black racism. It bears reminding 
that apartheid-their sponsor and chief supporter-is 
universally acknowledged to be the most openly brutal 
anti-black system in the world. The rightwing elements 
that in the U.S. are most enamoured of UNITA and 
Renamo--President Reagan. Senator Jesse Helms, Sena-
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tor Malcolm Wallop, the Heritage Foundation, etc-are 
also the entities that have demonstrated deep-seated, 
unflinching hostility to black welfare and to the elimina
tion of racism and injustice from American society. 

Of even greater significance is the endless list and 
worldwide network of entities who denounce and refuse 
to have anything to do with UNIT A and Renamo. 
• UNIT A and Renamo are not genuinely supported in 
the countries they terrorize, Angola and Mozambique. 
• They are detested by the nations of Africa. 
• The Organization of African Unity (OAU) strongly 
protested Savimbi's visit to the U.S. and the White 
House. 
• They have no popular support in any ethnic communi
ty in the United States. 
• The Congressional Black Caucus refused to meet with 
Savimbi. 
• The Reverend Jesse Jackson has consistently con
demned what UNIT A stands for and what it does. 
• TransAfrica has been educating people about what 
UNITA really is. 
• The European Parliament specified UNIT A as a ter
rorist organization and refused to have Savimbi address 
it. 
• The UN frowns on UNIT A. 

As for Renamo, it is too sordid for even Chester 
Crocker, George Schultz, Ronald Reagan or the Heritage 
Foundation to support publicly. 0 

U.S. POLICY: THE NEED FOR CHANGE 

A review of President Reagan's seven-year old policy 
of "constructive engagement" reveals clearly that, al
though a widely-agreed failure for the majority of the 
southern African people, it has aided and abetted the 
South African government. U.S. policy toward the coun
tries of Mozambique and Angola-particularly American 
attitude toward the South African-backed terrorist 
groups in the two countries-is now reviewed. 

Current Policy Toward UNIT A and Renamo 

Angola: Strong support for the UNIT A rebels dominates 
U.S. policy toward Angola and reflects the Reagan 
administration's hostility toward the government in Lu
anda. One measure of this hostility is the fact that the 
U.S. and apartheid South Africa are the only two coun
tries that refuse to recognize the Angolan government. 

Support for Savimbi has taken many forms. During 
1975-76 the U.S. sent covert military aid worth $14 
million to UNIT A. Disclosure of this aid Jed to the 
passing of the Clark amendment which banned all U.S. 
involvement in Angola. However, in July 1985 the Clark 
amendment was repealed, opening the doors once again 
to U.S. intervention. Months later, six bills were intro
duced in Congress to increase aid to UNIT A and/or to 
impose sanctions on Angola. By March 1986. Jonas 
Savimbi had been received at the White House and had 
acquired many new supporters among the American 
rightwing. U.S. aid to UNIT A resumed promptly with 

$15 million in covert assistance. 
Toward the Angolan government, the only evenhanded 

legislation offered in 1986 was the Hamilton amendment 
to curb aid to UNIT A. Even that was defeated by a wide 
margin. Since then, antagonistic actions have been taken 
to restrict, prohibit, ban or otherwise prevent Angola 
from receiving any American support. In April of this 
year, Angola was officially added to the list of communist 
countries and in July, was stripped of its "most favored 
nation" trade status. 

"UNITA and Renamo, as mercenaries and pup
pets for South Africa, must be heldfully responsi
ble and accountable for the killing, maiming, and 
starvation of thousands of black children in Ango
la and Mozambique. So should Americans who 
seek to legitimize the behavior of these two 
groups." 

-Harry Belafonte 

Mozambique: Support for Renamo, though neither as 
strong nor as long standing as that for UNIT A, nonethe
less has been growing in certain U.S. circles. While the 
Reagan administration claims that it does not support 
Renamo, neither does it help the Mozambican govern
ment to rid itself of Renamo. The official American 
distance from Renam~in contrast to UNIT A-may be 
attributed to several factors: Mozambique's limited stra
tegic importance, little perceived threat, and the absence 
of Cuban troops. 

This apparent American disinterest has resulted in a 
relatively less hostile U.S. policy (the U.S. recognized 
the Frelimo government shortly after independence); 
nevertheless, American attitude toward Mozambique is 
far from ideal. The events surrounding the 1984 Nkomati 
Accord between Mozambique and South Africa are re
vealing. With 1984 a reelection year for Reagan, his 
administration pressured Maputo into making a deal with 
Pretoria. The Accord barred the two countries from 
offering any assistance to the ANC or Renamo. It is clear 
that this was an attempt by the Reagan administration, in 
collusion with South Africa, to portray "constructive 
engagement" as a success. In similar vein, the CIA 
provided intelligence information on Mozambique to the 
South Africans. 

Lately, American right wing attention has focused on 
committing the president to full support of Renam~a 
conservative priority. The stalled nomination of Melissa 
Wells to be Reagan's ambassador to Mozambique is a 
direct result. Republican Senators Jesse Helms (R-NC) 
and Bob Dole (R-KS) have led this effort. The State 
Department has made a few concessions to these pres
sures-allowing low-level contact with Renamo Repre
sentative Luis Serapiao in Washington-but vows to hold 
firm to its policy of working with the Mozambican 
government. Administration officials have gone so far as 
to admit that negotiating with Renamo, because of its ties 
to South Africa. would undermine its relationship with 
the Mozambican government. Assistant Secretary of 
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State Chester Crocker even referred to Renamo as "a 
tool of the South African military." 

A Policy Critique 

Angola: Diverse political circles in the U.S.-the Re~gan 
administration members of Congress, and the Amencan 
rightwing (incl~ding an influential Cuban exile constitu
ency)-all admit that the objective of U.S. policy toward 
Angola includes withdrawal of Cuban troops fr~m An~o
la and either the MPLA's renunciation of marxism or Its 
overthrow. 

Clear reasons why supporting UNITA is not in the 
American interest and will not accomplish the stated 
objectives include the following: Aid to Savimbi will:. 
• force Angola to redouble its efforts thereby prolongmg 
the 12-year old war. The result will be to increase, not 
end, Cuban presence in the region by forcing Angola to 
invite more Cuban (and perhaps other) troops; 
• be too insignificant to bring about a victory for 
UNITA and will therefore require a massive and long
term commitment from the U.S.-perhaps to the point of 
sending our own troops. The result? Further escalation of 
the already many-faceted conflict; 
• strenghthen U.S. military ties with South Mrica since 
aid to UNITA is aid to South Africa and thereby violate 
U.S. sanctions against South Mrica; 
• undermine America's role as mediator when Angola 
and South Africa are ready to negotiate, perhaps prevent
ing any chance of a settlement of the Namibia question; 
• alienate America's friends as well as diminish its 
legitimacy as an objective mediator in other parts of 
Mrica. 

"UNITA and Renamo work in tandem with their 
apartheid masters: while Pretoria brutalizes South 
Africans and Namibwns, UNITA and Renamo 
murder, maim, and terrorize Angolans and Mo
zambicans.'' 

- Randall Robinson 

While this policy is obviously unsound, American 
officials are using it to demonstrate their anti-communist/ 
Cuba commitment and score points at home. This politi
cally motivated and "passionately felt" commitment has 
forged unlikely coalitions among conservatives and hber
als, and has led to a dangerous policy of kowtowing to 
special interests despite the potentially explosive ramifi
cations. 

It seems clear to many observers that if the U.S. is to 
play a constructive role in southern Mrica, it must help 
end South Mrica's region-wide aggression instead of 
supporting and contributing to it. Toward this end in 
Angola, the U.S. must be prepared to: 
1. recognize apartheid South Mrica as the problem and 
therefore cease all cooperation and collusion with it; 
2. enforce comprehensive and strict sanctions against 

South Africa and change to a policy of not only enc?urag
ing but leading the international movement to Isolate 
South Mrica; .. 
3. end all military assistance to and official r~cogmtiOn of 
UNIT A and recognize UNITA as the extensiOn of apart
heid South Mrica that it is; 
4. respond positively to Angola's mov~s to impro~e 
relations with the West in general, and with the U.S. m 
particular, by recognizing the MPLA government. 

Mozambique: The U.S. must continue its policy toward 
Mozambique of refusing recognition to the South Mrican 
puppet Renamo, whose terrorism, like that of UNIT A, is 
well documented. Given that Mozambique is perceived 
to be turning westward in its ideological outlook and 
economic practices-a primary objective according to 
the Reagan administration-the U.S. has no justification 
for supporting a rebellion whose goal is to terrorize that 
country. Jesse Helms and the hard right should therefore 
not be allowed to hijack U.S. policy. 

Beyond sticking to its commendable refusal to recog
nize Renamo, the U.S. needs to go even farther in its 
policy toward Mozambique. Supporting SADCC-of 
which Mozambique and Angola are part-encouraging 
the rehabilitation of Mozambique's port facilities and 
railroads as an alternative to South Mrica's 'transporta
tion route, and increasing aid to Mozambique (particular
ly emergency relief), are only a few of the necessary first 
steps. 0 

YOU CAN MAKE A DIFFERENCE 

The vehemence with which the rightwing has attacked Ango
la and Mozambique and the duplicitous manner in which they 
have represented UNIT A and Renamo to the American public 
require that the true nature of these groups be made known to 
those who might unwittingly lend their support to them. 

First and foremost, TransAfrica Forum readers must be 
armed with the facts. The truth about UNIT A and Renamo is 
eye opening. 

Second, African-Americans in particular must be prepared to 
ask questions. Representatives of the right are busy with 
disinformation campaigns. Progressive activists must under
stand what is being said and be prepared to respond. 

Third, watch for disinformation attempts on the part of 
UNIT A and Renamo representatives as they make their way 
throughout the United States. Their allegiance is less with the 
people they claim to represent, than with the apartheid regime 
that sponsors them. 

Finally, activists must educate those in their own areas by (l) 
hosting films, speakers, open houses (2) distributing this or 
other information briefs (3) writing articles or letters to the 
editor in local newspapers, newletters, etc. (4) speaking out 
where opportunity permits (i.e. high schools, colleges, neigh
borhood organizations) (5) using other means appropriate to 
pa1ticular areas, social groups, or institutions. 0 

For further information write: TransAfrica Forum, 545 Eighth Street 
SE, Washington, DC 20003 or call 202/547-2550. 
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