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Ref.: Is Washington only free to do the wrong thing with regard to Cabinda and Africa? 

 

 
Dear Dr. West, 
 
With regard to Cabinda, the Congo region, and the African continent as a whole, Washington seems 

to be ever since the 19th century a key international actor only free to do the wrong thing. Though, 

with reference to European and certain Southeast Asian Countries, Washington proves to be totally 

free to do the right thing. After World War II, Washington erected itself with the so famous Marshall 

Plan. This philanthropic plan, known as the European Recovery Program, was the primary program, 

1947-1951, of the United States for rebuilding and creating a stronger economic foundation for the 

countries of Europe. The intitiative was given the name of the then US Secretary of State George 

Marshall, and was largely the creation of State Department officials. In some of her valuable works, 

Mrs. Sylvie Brunel, a French geographer, economist, and Professor at Paris IV-Sorbonne, mentions 

the United States’ determining role in South Korea’s rapid integral development. 

 

Why then is it that when it comes to African countries, at once the very Washington becomes only 

free to do the wrong thing? Is Washington exclusively and everlastingly a White stuff? These, in our 

modest opinion, appear to be the most pertinent questions Africans and African-Americans all must 

ask ourselves and manage to respond objectively for the sake of the African continent, Africans and 

African-Americans’ future. The belligerent occupation of Cabinda by Angola since 1975 is enriching 

innumerable US political figures in the same way the "Congo Free State" has enriched Léopold II of 

Belgium. In the "Congo Free State", native citizens who failed to fulfill their quotas were flogged, 

imprisoned and even mutilated, their hands cut off. Thousands were killed for resisting Léopold’s 

ivory and rubber regime; thousands more fled their homes and found appalling exile in neighboring 

countries. In our homeland Cabinda, Angola’s international crimes entail the most serious ones of 

international concern as referred to in the Rome Statute, and which, as a consequence, fall within 

the jurisdiction of the International Criminal Court (ICC). Despite the existence of obligations owed 

to the international community as a whole, like the obligations prohibiting «genocide», «slavery», 

«aggression», «apartheid», «the maintenance by force of colonial domination», and «the massive 

Cabindan National Movement 

To His Excellency 
Dr. Cornel Ronald West 
C/o Center for African American Studies 
Princeton University 
Stanhope Hall – Princeton, NJ 08544 
United States of America 

 



Is Washington only free to do the wrong thing with regard to Cabinda and Africa/MNC/21_July_2010 2 

pollution of the atmosphere or the seas» singled out by ILC (International Law Commission), and 

whose violation qualifies as an international crime and, as a consequence, gives all States the right 

to react, Washington still appears to be only free to do the wrong thing with respect to Cabinda. 

 

As for the pertinence of the question whether Washington is only free to do the wrong thing with 

reference to Cabinda and the African continent as a whole, it is worthwhile quoting both President 

Clinton and President Obama so as to see the fate of their respective goodwill. In Martin Meredith’s 

valuable work entitled «The State of Africa – A History of Fifty Years of Independence», we read as 

follows: « During his second term of office, President Bill Clinton was keen for the US to develop a 

more dynamic approach to Africa and readily seized on the idea. In March 1998 he embarked on 

the most comprehensive tour of Africa ever undertaken by a sitting American president – a ten-day 

trip covering six nations starting with Ghana. 'One hundred years from now your grandchildren and 

mine will look back and say this was the beginning of an African renaissance', he told an exuberant 

crowd in Accra’s Independence Square. 'By coming and going a bird builds a nest. We will come 

and go and do all we can to help you build a new Africa.' He was similarly effusive in South Africa. 

'It used to be that when US policymakers thought of Africa – if they thought of Africa – they said: 

"What can we do for Africa, or about Africa?" They were the wrong questions. The right question is: 

what can we do with Africa? Yes, Africa still needs the world, but more than ever the world needs 

Africa.' (...) American support for the idea of an African renaissance rapidly dwindled. »  

 

President Obama’s inaugural address on 20th January 2009 manifests also a goodwill on behalf of 

Africa: 'We remain the most prosperous, powerful nation on Earth. (...) America must play its role 

in ushering in a new era of peace. What is required of us now is a new era of responsibility - a 

recognition, on the part of every American, that we have duties to ourselves, our nation, and the 

world, (…) To the people of poor nations, we pledge to work alongside you to make your farms 

flourish and let clean waters flow; to nourish starved bodies and feed hungry minds. And to those 

nations like ours that enjoy relative plenty, we say we can no longer afford indifference to suffering 

outside our borders; nor can we consume the world's resources without regard to effect. For the 

world has changed, and we must change with it.' President Obama’s address to the United Nations 

General Assembly on 23rd September 2009 reiterates the initial goodwill to the great benefit of the 

poor and oppressed African countries: ' … I come before you humbled by the responsibility that the 

American people have placed upon me; mindful of the enormous challenges of our moment in 

history; and determined to act boldly and collectively on behalf of justice and prosperity at home 

and abroad. (…) There are basic principles that are universal; there are certain truths which are self 

evident – and the United States of America will never waiver in our efforts to stand up for the right 

of people everywhere to determine their own destiny. (…) That is the future America wants – a 

future of peace and prosperity that we can only reach if we recognize that all nations have rights, 

but all nations have responsibilities as well. That is the bargain that makes this work. That must be 

the guiding principle of international cooperation.' To coerce Washington into postponing Cabinda’s 

attainment of independence, Angola is trying to bribe US through lucrative business initiatives!!! 
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Dear Dr. West, 
 
In view of the 1885 international protectorate treaty signed between Cabinda and Portugal, which 

had been recognized by the protagonists of the Berlin Congo Conference that took place from 15th 

November 1884 to 26th February 1885, Cabinda is a national State. Yes, in light of the international 

law, before and after the establishment of a complete protectorate, the protected State is a State in 

international law and subject to this legal order. As the protected State transfers to the protector 

the competence to act in its name in the field of foreign relations, its sovereignty is then restricted.  

However, the protected State is still entitled to exercise territorial jurisdiction over its own territory. 

Its citizens are neither subject to the legal order of the protecting State nor nationals of this State. 

Furthermore, international law maintains that a State does not cease to exist as a legal entity even 

if its entire territory is occupied by the enemy. Hence, under international law, Angola’s belligerent 

occupation of Cabinda and ensuing maintenance by force of colonial domination, as well as Angola’s 

stubbornness in conferring its nationality upon the inhabitants of the occupied territory (Cabinda) 

prove to be internationally wrongful acts against the State of Cabinda, faithfully represented by the 

Cabindan National Movement (MNC) nowadays.  

 

Under international law the «Cabinda issue» is a legal-political problem that falls indisputably within 

the competence of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR), the UN Office of 

Legal Affairs (OLA), the UN Special Committee on Decolonization, the UN High Commissioner for 

Human Rights (UNHCHR), and the UN General Assembly and Security Council at the same time. As 

it is a legal-political problem, we cannot help asserting that for the very issue to be resolved to the 

satisfaction of the people of Cabinda and of the entire international community, it must be viewed 

and resolved in agreement with the core values articulated in the tools of the international law. In 

addition, since President Obama insists that we must change with the world that has changed, and 

since «the goal of the US diplomacy at the United Nations is to make it a more perfect forum to 

address the most pressing global challenges: to promote peace, to support democracy, and to 

strengthen respect for human rights», we would like you to find in President Obama an attentive 

ear. In other words, we respectfully entreat you to make every endeavor so that President Obama 

administration and Chevron’s CEO can forthwith realize that this is the time that those who have 

been deprived of justice must receive justice, and fairly recognize that the time does not demand a 

hypocritical approach to solving the Cabinda issue. 

 

According to President Obama’s abovementioned inaugural address, 'what is required of you now is 

a new era of responsibility - a recognition, on the part of every American, that you have duties to 

yourself, your nation, and the world'. In an Article entitled "Forgotten People: Displaced Persons in 

Cabinda Province, Angola", of 26th May 2005, «Refugees International» states as follows: '(…) Oil 

revenues support at least 80% of Angola’s national budget, (…) Countries that purchase Cabinda’s 

oil, including the United States and China, are reluctant to bring attention to the issues in Cabinda 

because of their dependence on oil from the province.' Angola did not have formal relations with 
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the United States until 1993, when the Clinton Administration recognized the Government of Angola 

on 19th May 1993. 'This decision reflects the high priority our Administration places on democracy', 

President Clinton said of the decision to recognize Angola as he began a meeting with Archbishop 

Desmond M. Tutu of South Africa - ("Washington Recognizes Angola Government", by Steven A. 

Holmes, in The New York Times of May 20, 1993). In May 2007 the US Council on Foreign Relations 

said, "Few African countries are more important to US interests than Angola." As Angola draws its 

importance from Cabinda’s oil, we cannot help saying that Angola is a mercenary entity in charge of 

terrorizing the Cabinda people, in order that most permanent members of the UN Security Council, 

whose nations enjoy relative plenty, can deprive us of our political sovereignty and loot our natural 

wealth and resources without the least regard for the UN General Assembly resolution 1803 (XVII) 

of 14th December 1962, concerning the permanent sovereignty over natural resources.  

 

We are of the opinion that there is an essential role African-Americans are called to play nowadays 

so that the United States can ultimately turn itself into a fair-minded elephant of the international 

system. In fact, the resonance of African-Americans’ civic virtue proves now to be indispensable in 

order that oppressed peoples of all races and creeds across the globe can eventually rejoice at the 

emerging «Obama-Clinton Doctrine», which is mainly based on four commitments: to: 1. Principled 

Engagement; 2. Diplomacy as a Critical Element of Smart Power; 3. Strategic Multilateralism; and 

4. the notion that Living Our Values Makes us Stronger and Safer, by Following Rules of Domestic 

and International Law; and Following Universal Standards, Not Double Standards. Though, to push 

America to greatness through a Washington free to do the right thing also on behalf of the African 

continent, Cabinda in particular, the emerging «Obama-Clinton Doctrine» needs to be surrounded 

by "Frederick Douglass" in Black and White versions. This, in order that not only President Obama 

administration be acting boldly and collectively on behalf of justice and prosperity at home and 

abroad, but also be listening and working with the International Criminal Court. It makes sense to 

emphasize here the fact that, pursuant to international criminal law, a subject of international law 

(i.e. Angola) which commits an internationally wrongful act towards another (i.e. Cabinda) is liable 

for reparations - restitutio in integrum.  

 

Dear Dr. West, 
 
The terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001, turn out to be the most devastating attacks on US soil 

since Pearl Harbor and a national security challenge of immense proportions. In the aftermath of 

the attacks, the shocked nation appeared supportive of President Bush administration’s aggressive 

domestic and international response to the attacks. Throughout Cabinda’s history, the belligerent 

occupation of Cabinda by Angola is the most devastating attack on Cabinda soil since the military 

invasion by France and resulting loss of a huge and rich territory in 1883. Thanks to Portugal and 

Great Britain’s priceless political cares, we managed to safeguard the remaining Cabinda’s territorial 

integrity from other French attacks until 1975, the sad year when Angola occupied Cabinda with the 

military and political backing of powerful western and eastern countries at the same time. Bearing 



Is Washington only free to do the wrong thing with regard to Cabinda and Africa/MNC/21_July_2010 5 

this in mind, we cannot help having trust in Portugal and the UK. We also value German, Japanese, 

and Swiss growing moral presence by our side. In the aftermath of the odious attacks of September 

11, 2001, the American people appeared to be as devastated as the Cabinda people are devastated 

by Angola’s international crimes under way in Cabinda. Thus, for the reason that the Cabinda issue 

is a legal-political problem that falls indisputably within the competence of the United Nations, and 

since President Obama administration proves to be committed to acting in accordance with the core 

values articulated in the tools of the international law, we pray that Washington be finally bold and 

fair enough to help us recover our political sovereignty within President Obama’s first term of office. 

We maintain that a US-Angola Strategic Relations while Angola is not only carrying out international 

crimes in Cabinda, but also frustrating the free functioning of democratic institutions in the region, 

and promoting fragmentation and corruption of the Cabindan independence movement itself, turns 

Angola’s President José Eduardo dos Santos into a US-backed dictator, just like Fulgencio Baptista 

of Cuba and Mobutu Sese Seko of Zaïre (now Democratic Republic of the Congo). 

 

The Alvor agreement (15 January 1975) between the Portuguese State and the National Front for 

the Liberation of Angola (FNLA), the Popular Movement for the Liberation of Angola (MPLA) and the 

National Union for the Total Independence of Angola (UNITA), in which the Portuguese Government 

accepted the right of the people of Angola to independence (Diário do Governo, I S, 28 January 

1975), and whose Article three declared Cabinda as "an integral and inalienable part of Angola", is 

the only legal tool in which Angola would have grounded the legitimacy of its power over Cabinda. 

Legally speaking, the abovementioned agreement cannot help the MPLA-government for the reason 

that Portugal had unilaterally suspended it by the Decreto-lei (Decree-law) 458-A/75 of 22 August 

1975. Thus, considering the lack of legality and legitimacy for its power over Cabinda, and given its 

awareness that it will never succeed in dissuading the entire people of Cabinda from demanding our 

inalienable right to self-determination and independence, Angola’s corrupt and totalitarian regime 

used to organizing fake negotiations with Cabindan figures previously bribed. All Angola’s attempts 

to solve the dispute by negotiation have failed, as they were not fair enough to resolve the issue to 

the satisfaction of the Cabinda people as well as of the international community as a whole. 

 

Basically, Angola’s fake negotiations are merely intended to distracting international attention from 

its flagrant violation of international law in occupying Cabinda. Article 33 of the UN Charter cites 

negotiation as one of the principal forms of peaceful settlement of international disputes. In fact, a 

duty to first negotiate proves to be deduced from the general duty of States to settle their disputes 

peacefully as set forth in Article 2 (3) of the United Nations Charter and from the additional duty to 

choose such means as may be appropriate to the circumstances and the nature of the dispute. As 

the attempts to solve the concerned dispute by negotiation have failed within the last 35 years, we 

are allowed to submit the very dispute to other forms of peaceful settlement such as arbitration or 

judicial proceedings. Therefore, we are of the opinion that talks aimed at finding the just solution to 

the 35-year colonial conflict between Cabinda and Angola must be held under the auspices of the 

United Nations, in light of the provisions of the «Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties». 
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Dear Dr. West, 
 
The Cabinda issue is first of all an African issue. And President Obama’s July 2009 speech in Ghana 

did hedge against an extensive American commitment with its message that 'Africa’s future is up to 

Africans'. In fact, we are of the opinion that Africa’s future is up to Africans and African-Americans, 

as Europe’s future is up to Europeans and European-Americans. As we all know, certain European 

powers used and are still using their military and technological superiority to establish control over 

existing African states, rendering the local population politically and economically powerless. With 

such practices, Africa lost its children who were free enough to do the right thing on behalf of their 

respective fellow citizens and beyond. We lost Patrice Lumumba, Amílcar Cabral, Marien Ngouabi, 

Thomas Sankara, Viriato da Cruz, and countless other memorable figures. Dr. Kwame Nkrumah’s 

principal ambitions focused on Africa. He was truly determined to turn Accra into a center of African 

liberation to provide a base from which nationalist leaders from colonial Africa could draw support 

and encouragement. 'Our independence is meaningless unless it’s linked up with the total liberation 

of the African continent', he proclaimed before the vast crowds assembled at the polo ground on 

Independence Day. In their list of the African countries, the founding fathers of the Organization of 

African Unity (OAU) had fairly ranked Cabinda as the 39th national State, with Western Sahara as 

the 6th, Azânia (South Africa) as the 49th, and Angola as the 35th. Owing to the fate of the African 

leaders who, like Prof. Pascal Lissouba of Congo-Brazzaville, have decided to make common cause 

with the oppressed people of Cabinda, prevailing African Heads of state lack the political will to 

openly support Cabindan independence without further support from the international community.  

 

In our modest view, what is required for the success of the community that embraces Africans on 

the continent and those of the Diaspora is, without a doubt, a genuine African civic virtue. In other 

words, the exchange between Africans on the continent and those in the Diaspora must necessarily 

be governed by an authentic African political philosophy. However, Africa’s triumph over injustice 

and discrimination depends upon Africans and African-Americans’ predisposition to work shoulder to 

shoulder with all existing White prominent figures committed to denouncing injustice in an impartial 

manner. In this connection, we cannot help encouraging African-Americans to give due attention to 

the valuable work of Professor Jean Ziegler who, in our eyes, is a singular Swiss pearl. In addition, 

we would like to suggest that every country-protagonist of the Asian-African Conference that took 

place from 17 to 24 April 1955 in Bandung, Indonesia, be considered as Africa’s providential ally. It 

is recorded that, in Bandung, the assembled leaders underlined the fundamental right of all peoples 

to self-determination and pledged their «solidarity» with each other in the fight against colonialism 

and in the struggle for economic and social development. 

 

As a partial subject of international law, the Cabindan National Movement (MNC) is managing to 

embody the rightful and peaceful struggle of the people of Cabinda for national liberation from the 

Angolan colonial yoke. The Movement was founded in Kinshasa (Democratic Republic of the Congo) 

by stateless refugees from Cabinda in 1989, and draws its arrant legitimacy and relevance from the 
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self-determination of peoples which is one of the purposes of the United Nations. Its main founding 

principle is to be the Cabinda freedom movement that tries to combine legitimacy, integrity, energy 

and the genuine desire to pursue its declared aims. MNC is obviously committed to contributing to 

the fulfillment of international order of justice and peace, and accepts in advance the obligations of 

peaceful settlement provided in the Charter of the United Nations. Its foreign policy, as soon as 

Cabinda recovers its political sovereignty, is aimed at minimizing conflicts and promoting political 

and economic togetherness. In fact, MNC believes it can make life easier for every Cabindan citizen 

just with thirty percent of each Cabindan natural resource (petroleum, diamonds, uranium, gold, 

manganese, phosphate, etc...). MNC contemplates thus to grant ten percent to African-Americans, 

to enable them to help Black people throughout the world recover our psychological balance, and to 

motivate African countries to make the type of progress that time demands. At last, MNC intends to 

consecrate the remaining sixty percent to the rest of the human family, more particularly to African 

nations in need.  

 

The United States and the Holy See are long since being urged to sponsor this sharing-ploicy. Thus, 

we reiterate here our long-standing request that the United States be the independent international 

entity committed to a legal resolution of the Cabinda issue, for we think it is capable of impartially 

arbitrating the competing interests at stake, and powerful enough to see that the parties involved 

negotiate in good faith and fulfill the responsibilities contained in their ultimate agreement. In our 

eyes, such an independent international entity is one of the elements required for the constructive 

resolution of this urgent issue. As the United States remains the most prosperous, powerful nation 

on Earth, and considering your personal devotion to the struggle for the triumph of justice, freedom 

and lasting peace, we sincerely believe that you will soon and voluntarily make every endeavor so 

that the emerging «Obama-Clinton Doctrine» may give birth to a Washington eventually free to do 

the right thing on behalf of the oppressed people of Cabinda and the African continent as a whole. 

 
 
May it please Dear Dr. West to accept our sincere gratitude for your time and help in this matter. 
 
 
Yours faithfully,  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Bartolomeu Capita (Mr.)  

Chairman of the Cabindan National Movement 
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Angola’s International Crimes in Cabinda 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Article 6 of the Rome Statute of 
the International Criminal Court 
defines 'genocide' as follows: 
«For the purpose of this 
Statute, 'genocide' means any 
of the following acts committed 
with intent to destroy, in whole 
or in part, a national, ethnical, 
racial or religious group, as 
such: (a) Killing members of 
the group; (b) Causing serious 
bodily or mental harm to 
members of the group; (c) 
Deliberately inflicting on the 
group conditions of life 
calculated to bring about its 
physical   destruction in whole 
or in part; (d) Imposing 
measures intended to prevent 
births within the group; (e) 
Forcibly transferring children of 
the group to another group. 

The military or armed 
attacks and repressive 
measures of all kinds 
directed against the 
population of Cabinda, 
particularly against 
human rights defenders 
and innocent villagers; 
and the intermittent 
military or armed 
attacks on Cabindan 
refugee camps and 
settlements in the 
neighboring countries 
that are the Democratic 
Republic of the Congo 
and Congo-Brazzaville; 
prove to be Angola’s 
chosen way to carry out 
its self-evident genocide 
by killing. 
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