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The United Nations Centre against Apartheid, in the UN Secretariat. was established to
service the UN Special Committee against Apartheid, to publicise the evils of apartheid
and to administer UN funds for assistance to the victims of apartheid. The Centre is
headed by UN Assistant Secretary-General Mr E S Reddy. Copies of its publications

can be obtained from UN Information Centres as well as from the Centre against
Apartheid itself: United Nations, New York, NY 10017, USA.

The World Campaign against Military and Nuclear Collaboration with South Africa was
established following consultations with the Chairman of the United Nations Special
Committee against Apartheid; with representatives of the front line states of Southern
Africa; and with the Southern African liberation movements. The World Campaign has
worked in close cooperation with the United Nations and the Organisation of African
Unity, and with anti-apartheid and solidarity movements,

The objectives of the World Campaign include:

* To promote the widest awareness by world public opinion of the grave and
increasing threat to international peace and security created by the system of
apartheid in South Africa

* To campaign for an end to all forms of military, nuclear and security collaboration
with the racist regime in South Africa

* To publicise all information concerning military and nuclear plans of the South
African regime, its threat to and breaches of international security and actions by
governments and organisations to end all collaboration with that regime.

The Founding Patrons of the World Campaign include Mwalimu Julius Nyerere,
President of Tanzania and Chairman of the front line states; the late Dr Agostinho
Neto, former President of Angola; the late Sir Seretse Khama, former President of
Botswana, Lt-General Olusegun Obasanjo, formerly Head of State of Nigeria; and Dr
Kenneth Kaunda, President of Zambia.

Organisations and individuals are urged to provide any information concerning
breaches of the UN mandatory arms embargo against South Africa to the World Cam-
paign: PO Box 2, Lindeberg Gaard, Oslo 10, Norway. Tel (02) 30 13 45. Telex 72314
AAMN.

Copies of Apartheid’s War against Angola, can also be obtained from the Anti-Apartheid
Movement, 13 Selous Street, London NW1, England. Tel 01-387 7966
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PREFACE

The constant and escalating acts of aggression, destabilisation and terrorism committed
by the racist regime of South Africa against the independent African states have created
a growing threat to international peace. The peoples of Southern Africa, who have
achieved independence after heavy sacrifices, have known no peace for many years.
Their efforts for economic and social development are frustrated and the infrastructures
in their countries are being destroyed.

As the winds of freedom moved into Southern Africa, and as resistance of the
oppressed people of South Africa increased, apartheid has become inseparable from
savage repression and flagrant violation of international law and international morality.

The People’s Republic of Angola has been the worst victim of apartheid aggression,
suffering the loss of untold lives and damage estimated at ten billion dollars. For it was
born in defiance of the nefarious plans of the Pretoria regime to bring that country
under a dependent regime and gave its hospitality to the national liberation movements
of South Africa and Namibia.

This pamphlet — prepared in pursuance of the activities of the UN Special Commit-
tee against Apartheid to publicise the acts of aggression by South Africa and to
promote assistance to Front Line States — gives a brief account of the sacrifices made
by Angola in the discharge of its responsibilities for African freedom.

I hope it will enable public opinion to appreciate the duty to assist Angola and all
other Front Line States in this crucial period and to denounce all those who collaborate
with the Pretoria regime and protect it from international sanctions.

There can be no peace so long as apartheid survives in South Africa and the racist
regime is allowed to act as an outlaw.

HE Alhaji Yusuff Maitama-Sule
Chairman, UN Special Committee against Apartheid




INTRODUCTION

The South African apartheid regime has
long been condemned by the international
community for its suppression of political,
social, economic and other basic human
rights within its borders. But since the
independence of Mozambique and Angola
— and subsequently Zimbabwe — the
increased militarisation of the South
African regime has been accompanied by
alarming expansionist tendencies and the
use of violence to attempt to influence
the course of events outside South Africa’s
borders. All the Front Line and neighbour-
ing independent states in Southern Africa
are increasingly threatened by the aggres-
sion and destabilisation efforts of South
Africa, the most economically and
militarily powerful regime in Africa.
Pretoria is seeking to push back the
frontiers of independent Africa, secure its
economic hegemony in the region and,
ultimately, to ensure the survival of the
apartheid system itself. Its hostile actions
against independent African states take
various forms — direct military invasion
and occupation by the South African
regular army, bombing raids and incur-
sions, the use of mercenaries and groups
of nationals hostile to the governments of
independent states, economic sabotage
and pressure, the assassination of indivi-
duals, virulent propaganda campaignsand,
in general, attempts at political and
economic destabilisation. These methods
have been used in different combinations
and to differing degrees against all the
African countries which border on South
Africa or South African-occupied Namibia.

The People’s Republic of Angola has
suffered more in this respect than any
other African country. This has included

several large-scale South African invasions.
Even on the eve of Angola’sindependence
in 1975, South African regular forces
staged a massive invasion of Angola — an
event without precedent in Africa’s
history — and occupied large areas of the
country for several months, including
most of Angola’s main towns and
industrial centres.

There are manifold reasons why Angola
has been singled out as a special target of
aggression. Owing to its strategic geogra-

.phical position and immense riches

including oil, uranium, gold, diamonds,
iron and phosphates — South African and
other foreign intercsts were determined
long before independence to maintain
control of Angola’s economy. Far from
being dependent on or interlinked with
the South African economy or transport
system — as many other Southern African
states were and to differing degrees still

Independenc nig”ht: the hoisting of the flag




President Agostinho Neto reads the proclamation of independence

are — Angola’s independent resources and
facilities were seen by South Africa as a
potential threat to its own economic
domination of the region. Angola’s large
deposits of oil — a commodity lacking in
South Africa — could be a valuable source
of energy in a regional perspective as well
as holding the potential for a strong and
independent Angolan economy. The
Benguela railway, which links the Zambian
and Zairean copperbelt regions with
Angola’s Atlantic port of Lobito, is a
cheaper and more direct mineral outlet
than the longer route through the South
African port of East London. Hence
South African-backed attempts to control
the railway or at least prevent it from
operating properly. A similar pattern can
be seen in sabotage and disruption of
transport facilities in Mozambique and
Zimbabwe, showing a clear intention to
prevent the regional cooperation that
independent countries of Southern Africa
are striving to establish and strengthen.

In addition to economic factors, the
Front Line States of Southern Africa have
played a most important part in support-
ing the decolonisation processin Namibia,

a territory with which Angola happens to
share an extensive border. And the
colonial power in Namibia is South Africa
itself. Its refusal to envisage full decoloni-
sation and the establishment ofa genuinely
independent government has been amply
proved by the stalling devices Pretoria has
set up against the implementation of
United Nations Security Council resolu-
tion 435 and the plan for Namibia’s
independence.

By supporting the struggle of the
Namibian people, led by SWAPO, Angola
and the other Front Line States are merely
complying with countless United Nations
and Organisation of African Unity resolu-
tions calling on the international commu-
nity to support that struggle.

The People’s Republic of Angola has
fully cooperated with United Nations and
Western efforts to achieve a peaceful
negotiated solution to the Namibian
problem, a solution prevented only by
South African intransigence.

In both these respects Angola is serving
the cause of African freedom and the
cause of humanity. But it continues to
pay a very high price for doing so.
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invasion, with South African officials and Jonas Savimbi of ‘Unita’

THE 1975-76 INVASION

South Africa’s invasion of Angola just
before independence marked a qualitative
change in Pretoria’s interference in events
outside its borders. Although South
African regular forces had operated with
the Portuguese colonial army in both
Angola and Mozambique, and were still
working at the time with Ian Smith’s
forces in what was then Rhodesia, never
before had South African Defence Force
units — estimated to number about 6,000
men — invaded an African country with
the aim — later avowed — of marching on
the capital.

The South African invasion was the
culmination of efforts promoted by
certain Western countries to prevent the
People’s Movement for the Liberation of

Angola (MPLA) from proclaiming inde-
pendence and forming a government in
Angola.

In August 1975, South African forces
entered Angola and occupied the hydro-
electric dams at Ruacand and Calueque,
on the Cunene River. On 14 October -
three weeks before independence day —
the large-scale invasion started, an
armoured column moving rapidly north-
wards and taking town after town. On
11 November, when the independent
People’s Republic of Angola was pro-
claimed, three South African armoured
columns, code-named ‘Zulu’, ‘Foxbat’
and ‘Orange’, occupied the whole of the
centre and south of Angola, the northern-
most line of occupation running from the
Atlantic port of Lobito to Luso (now
Luena), capital of Moxico Province in the
east. Dressed in Portuguese uniforms, in




The South Arican invading forces returning to Namvib.ia after being driven out of Angola

in March 1976
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an attempt to hide their identity, the
South African armed forces installed
Unita officials in the towns they occupied.

The invasion was halted. In response
to appeals for assistance, a number of
African countries, and especially Cuba,
sent troops to defend Angola’s threatened
independence. A powerful counter-
offensive after independence drove the
invading forces out of Angola, the date
27 March 1976 marking the final depar-
ture of the South African forces,

The destruction caused by the invasion
was enormous. Large numbers of people
had been killed or wounded. Many were
missing. Towns and villages had been
destroyed and vast numbers of vehicles,
machines, fishing boats, cattle and other
property taken out of Angola by the
invading troops. Agricultural and live-
stock production had been devastated,

and factories in many cases stripped. In a
report to the United Nations, the People’s
Republic of Angola estimated the damage
as amounting to US$6.7 billion.

In resolution 387 of 31 March 1976,
the United Nations Security Council con-
demned South Africa’s aggression against
Angola and called upon ‘the Government
of South Africa to meet the just claims of
the People’s Republic of Angola for a full
compensation for the damage and destruc-
tion inflicted on its State and for the
restoration of the equipment and materials
which its invading forces seized’.

Far from indemnifying the People’s
Republic of Angola for the devastation it
had caused to a newly-independent state
embarking on national reconstruction
after years of colonial domination, South
Africa continued its aggression against the
Angolan people.
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RENEWED AGGRESSION

After March 1976, South African apgres-
sion against Angela took the form of
bomhbing raids and violations of Angolan
airspace, incursions by troops transported
by helicopter, border provocations, infan-
try attacks, artilery sheliing and mine-
laying.

The independence of Angela and
Mozambique had radically changed the
political map in Southemn Africa, the
balance of forces in the region having
shifted in favour of national liberation.
Those who had doubted that national
liberation mowvements fighting guerrilla
wars in Southern Africa would ever be in
a position to form governments in their
countries were faced with the reality that
this had in fact happened. It had became
abundantly clear even to the supporters
of colanial and minority tule in Southern
Africa that this unjust system was doomed
and its days numbered. During this period
there emerged a number of Westemn
initiatives to achieve negotiated solutions
in what was then Rhodesia and in Namibia.
When —years earlier —the liberation move-
ments had sought to negotiate their inde-
pendence, such a possibility had not been
countenanced by the colonial and minority
regirmes. But the independence of Angola
and Mozambigue and the mounting
pressure of the national liberation struggle
where freedom still remained to be won
had operned the way to & new — albeit
prudging — receptivity to negotiations.

The national liberaticn movements and
the Front Line States readily cooperated
with the international efforts to achieve
negotiated sclutions. In the case of
Namibia, where the legal administering
power was the United Nations, these

efforts resulted in 1978 in agreement
between SWAPO, the Front Line States
and the ‘Contact Group’ —Canada, France,
Federal Republic of Germany, United
Kingdom and United States of America,
the five Western members of the Security
Council in 1977 — on the United Nations
plan for WNamibia's independence,
enshrined that same year in Security
Council resolution 43 5. While the Republic
of Scuth Africa on several occasions agreed
in principle to the terms of the United
Nations plan, it consistently found fresh
objections to delay its implementation,
Within the context of its military activity,
it became increasingly apparent that
intensified armed apgression against the
People’s Republic of Angola generally
took place at moments when it appeared
that some progress was being made towards
agreement on the plan, There was every
indication that South Africa saw its
crimingl aggression against the People™s
Republic of Angola as 2 means of negoti-
ating from ‘a position of strength’. The
massacre at Kassinga, for example, ¢came
at a time when it appeared that SWAPO
was about to accept the United Nations
plan.

On 4 May 1978, the South African
armed forces made a largescale and
immensely brutal attack on a Namibian
refugee camp at Kassinga, in Huila
Provinge, The attack invelved 200 South
African paratroopers, C-130 troop trans-
port aircraft, Alouette and Puma heli-
copters, Mirage I{l planes and Cessna F-1
and F.2 reconnaissance planes. South
African troops landed by helicopter
entered the camp, shot hundreds of its
inhabitants in cold bloed and mined access
routes to the camp to prevent Angolan
soldiers from coming to the help of the
refugees. The casualtiss_ of 4 May were




Mass grave at Kassinga. Inset: Namibian refugee children at Kassinga

612 Namibian refugees (147 men, 167
women and 298 children), 12 Angolan
soldiers and three Angolan civilians killed,
611 Namibian refugees, 62 Angolan
soldiersand 15 Angolan civilians wounded.

United Nations Security Council reso-
lution 428 of 6 May 1978 expressed grave
concern ‘at the armed invasions committed
by South Africa in violation of the
sovereignty, airspace and territorial
integrity of the People’s Republic of
Angola, and in particular the armed inva-
sion carried out on 4 May 1978'. The
resolution reaffirmed the inalienable right
of the people of Namibia to self-
determination and independence, and the
legitimacy of their struggle to secure the
enjoyment of those rights, and commen-

ded ‘the People’s Republic of Angola for
its continued support of the people of
Namibia in their just and legitimate
struggle’, demanding ‘that South Africa
put an end to its illegal occupation of
Namibia without further delay, in com-
pliance with relevant Security Council
resolutions...’. The resolution was
adopted unanimously.

On 26 February 1979, there was a
further large-scale attack on a refugee
school at Boma, near Luena, capital of
Moxico Province, a coordinated action by
South African and Rhodesian forces.
During that attack, 198 Zimbabwean
refugees were killed and 600 wounded.
Material damage was estimated at
US$4.451,957.
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UN SECURITY COUNCIL ASKS
ANGOLAN GOVYERNMENT
FOR REFPORT

Security Council resolution 447 of 28
March 1979 again condemned South
African aggression in the strongest terms,
requested ‘Member States urgently to
extend all necessary assistance to the
People’s Republic of Angela and other
Frontline States in order to strengthen
their defence capacities’, and requested
the Szcretary-General ‘to ohtain available
information from the Pecple's Republic
of Angola on the human casualties and
material and other damage resulting from
Tepeated acts of agpression committed by
the racist regime of South Africa’. The
Secretary-General was further reguested
to submit such information to the Security
Couneil to enable it to determine the
mest effective sanctions against South
Africa ‘to ensure the cessation by South
Africa of its acts of aggression against
Angola and other Frontline States'.

In tesponse to this resolution, on I1
Fune 1979, the government of the People’s
Republic of Angola presented to the
United Nations 2 report (Document
$/13473) giving a full description of
South African acts of aggression against
Angola between 26 March 1976 and 11
June 1979. In a letter to the Secretary-
Generzl accompanying the report, the
Angolan Permanent Representative to the
United Nations pointed out that the
information was by no means complcte,
because the task of assembling all relevant
facts had been complicated by the vastness
of the areas affected, the scattered nature
of the population and the continuous acts
of aggression perpetrated by South Africa.

The report deseribed continuous acts

of armed aggression affecting large areas
of the country, particularly in the southem
provinces of Kuando Kubango, Cunene,
Mogimedes (now Namibe)} and Huila,
areas of special ecanomic importance in
the fields of agriculture, livestock produc-
tion, industry and fisheries, with a sub-
stantial industrial infrastructure for the
processing of local production, and
including also the Kassinga iron mines,
where production could oot he restored
during the period cwing to the permanent
instability caused by South African
aggiession.

Known casualties mentioned in the
report were 570 Angolans killed and 594
wounded. Added to these figures were
those for refugees in Angolz, including
three South Africans killed and eight
weunded; 198 Zimbabweans killed and
800 wounded; and 612 Namibizns killed
and 611 wounded. Annex TV te the report
listed the names of the Anpelans who
died as a direct result of South African
aggression, giving the name, age, sex and
cecupation of each of the vietims, They
included teachers, soldiers, housewives,
students and schoolchildren, drivers and
mechanies, but the overwhelming majority
of them were peasants. These deaths, the
report pointed out, were the result of 193
mine-laying operations, 94 airspace viola-
tions, 21 ground incursions, 21 border
provecations, 24 bombing raids and a
large-scale combined operation involving
ground and air forces. The report provided
2 detailed list of all recorded South
African acts of aggression during the
period.

Turning to the social and economic
consequences of South African aggression
the report describes how crops of the
main staple foeds in the affected areas
weme redoced and agricultural machinery




and equipment destroyed. Meat and milk
production had been seriously impaired
by the killing and theft of cattle in the
four most affected provinces, the richest
cattle and livestock repions of Angola.
This had meant a heavy drain on foreign
exchange used to import food, as well as
cattle to reconstitute the herds. Large
amounts of civil engineering and con-
struction equipment had been destroyed,
and building, rebuilding and maintenance
work on highways, bridges, airports and
so forth made necessary by South African
aggression had cost the country an esti-
mated U5521.65 million. The estimated
cost of replacing trucks, vehicles, tractors,
agricultural and construction equipment,
railway lines, communications and elec-
trical equipment was US$52.797 million.
These fipures did not take into account
the economic losses resulting from the
fact that South African ammed action
prevented the movement of goods and
people in and out of the affected areas,
isolating them from the rest of the
country and therefore impeding develop-
ment there,

Although not directly hit by the South
African armed forces, fish catches in
Moc¢imedes (now Namibe) Province had
been substantially reduced as a result of
the clirnate of instability which forced
the fishing boats to remain at their moor-
ings. As a result, further foreign exchange
expenditure, estimated at US$17.75
million, had had to be made to meet the
people’s food needs.

The Angolan government’s efforts to
testore retall trade in the country had
been completely undermined by the acts
of the South African armed farces, which
prewnted the free circulation of goods,
In addition, stores, shops and stocks of
food, clothing, footwear and other con-

sumer articles had been destroyed. Total
losses in this sphere were estimated at
1J5$14.285 million.

The meport presented to the United
Mations by the government of the People’s
Republic of Angola went on to assess the
damage dope to public buildings, hospitals
and schools, depriving the people of
medical care, education and administrative
services. The cost of providing alternative
health care in hospitals in other parts of
the country -- inciuding the transporta-
tion of victims of South African aggression
— wasestimated to be about UJ8$3 million.
Total material damage in this sector was
estimated at 1J5$44 322 million,

The grand total of the destruction and
damage during the period under review
was estimated to be US$293.304 million,
to which should be added the other
incalculable losses resulting from such
factors as loss of life, the enforced dis-
placement of people, interruption of
schooling, unemployment resulting from
the destruction of production centres,
loss of social services, nutritional deficien-
cies among the people in the affected
areas, and the non<ompletion of social
and economic¢ pregcts programmed in
those ar¢as, together with the impact of
this on the rest of the national economy.

Annex V to the report was the report
of a joint UNHCR [ WHO mission to
Kassinga on 30 May 1978, The United
Nations agency officials vouched for the
civilian ¢haracter of the Namibian refugee
population at Kassinga and spoke of ‘the
spirit of extermination and destruction of
the South African air force and aichome
troops from Namibia®. They called for
urgent action to provide emergency aid to
the survivers, including food, shelter,
medicines, domestic articles, school
materials and vehicles.

15
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SOUTH AFRICAN AGGRESSION
IN LATE 1979 AND 1980

After June 1979, violations of Angolan
airspace, ground attacks, bombing and
shelling incidents, attacks by heliborne
troops and other acts of aggression by the
South African Defence Force (SADF)
continued. In September 1979 there was
a sudden increase in the scale of aggression,
with massive attacks on economic targets
and communication lines in the People’s
Republic of Angola. Following only a few
days after the death of President Agostinho
Neto, the South Africans may have calcu-
lated that these attacks would cause large-
scale disruption in the stunned and shaken
country,

On 26 September, four South African
aircraft bombed the Madeiras da Huila
furniture factory in Lubango, capital of
Huila Province, killing 26 workers outright
and destroying a substantial part of the
factory, one of the largest furniture facto-
ries in the country. During the same attack
other factories were damaged, including
another furniture factory, a paper factory,
a saw mill, two flour mills and a liqueur
factory. That same day, South African
planes bombed Xangongo, in Cunene
Province, killing 30 civilians and wound-
ing 100, destroying a school and a food
warehouse.

Shortly after that,on 28 October 1979,
there was a particularly murderous and
destructive attack in the Serra da Leba
mountain range in Huila Province. South
African air force Puma and Alouette
helicopters landed troops on the scenic
winding highway linking the towns of
Mogamedes and Lubango. They stopped
passenger cars —some of them containing
families on their way back to Lubango

%.‘ Sy

after Sunday at the beach at Mogimedes
— and machine-gunned the occupants in
cold blood. Twenty people were killed,
all civilians. Several of them were young
children and one was a woman in the last
month of pregnancy. During the same
operation, 15 metres of the Mocamedes
railway line were destroyed and a further
20 metres mined. A railway tunnel was
damaged and various parts of the railway
line between Lubango and Kuvango were
blown up. Substantial damage was also
done to the highway.

These large and destructive attacks on
purely civilian targets were followed by
continuous bombing raids, mining opera-
tions and ground attacks, particularly in
November. On 25 November, Cuamato
and Naulila, in Cunene Province, were
occupied by South African armoured units
supported by artillery, air cover, cavalry,
police dogs, motorcycle units and ground
forces. There were also attacks on Cuangar,
in Kuando Kubango Province.




The attacks were gaining in intensity
and casualties were increasingly heavy. On
12 May 1980, Xiede, in Cunene Province,
was occupied, resulting in three Angolan
soldiers and 54 civilians killed and 19 civi-
iang wounded. This was followed on 21
May by an attack on Savate, in Kuando
Kubango, which was occupicd after heawy
fighting in which Battalion 32 of the
SADF, made up of mercenarics from
various countries, took part.

All these actions were leading up to
the itwasion of June 1980, code-named
‘Crperation  Smokeshell” by the South
Africans, when about 3,000 South African
forces entcred Angola and advanced
140km inside the country. During the
operation more than 378 Angolan civilians
were killed, 38 Angolan soldiers were
killed in the heavy fighting and 32 soldiers
were wounded. As usual, the South
African military suthorities stated that
this was a ‘hot pursuit’ operation against
SWAPO puerrillas and that Angolan targets
were  being  avoided. They said the
Angolans had been wamed to steer clear
of their forces' operations. Reference to
‘hot pursuit’ operations is persistently
made by South Africa in an attempt to
give an aura of legality to its criminal
aggression against Angola, However, the
concept of ‘hot pursuit’, under interna-
tional law, applies solely on the high seas.
Moreover, Angplan villages are attacked
and Angalans killed and wounded, and
Angolan  sovereipnty and  territorial
integrity violated by the amned Forces of
a foreign country. Even to suggest that
FAPLA — the Angolan amed forces -
should stand by while this happens shows
the contempt in which the South African
authorities hold the principles of national
sovereignty and territorial integrity.

The People’s Republic of Angola again

tock the matter 1o the United Nations
Security Council. Security Council resolu-
tion 475 of 27 June 1980 strongly con-
demned ‘the racist regime of South Africa
for its premeditated, persistent and sus-
tained amned invasions of the People's
Republic of Angola, which constitute a
flagrant violation of the sovercignty and
territorial integrity of that country as
well as a serious threat to intemational
peace and security’. The resolution once
more called for payment by South Aftica
of *full and adequate compensation to the
People’s Republic of Angola for the
damage to life and property resulting
from these acts of agpression”,

The resolution was ipnored and South
Africa continued its undeclared war
against Angola, the largest action during
this period being the taking of Mavinga,
in Kuando Kubange Province, on 19 Sep-
tember, by South African troops suppor-
ted by heavy antillery and armoured cars.
There were heavy casualties and the town
was destroyed. Since then Mavinga has
become a ghost town,

Estimated Anpolan casualties caused
by South African sggression durnng the
period from 11 Juse 1979 to 21 Decem-
ber 1980 were 400 civilians killed and
540 wounded, BS mititary killed and 95
wounded. An unknown number of people
had been Kidnapped and taken into
Mamibia. i was not possible to give exact
figures for the large numbers of Namibian
refugees killed and wounded during the
same period. Geographical conditions,
especially in Kvando Kubango Province, a
semi-desert region of Angola with an
extremely low population density, also
made it impossikle to assess full material
damage caused. The damage actually
assessed for the period amounted to
1155230 996,805,

17
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INTENSIFICATION OF
AGGRESSION IN 1981

The military situation in southern Angola
woersened substantially in 1981, with a
sharp increcase in the number of South
African reconnaissance flights, air raids,
landings of heliborne troops and ground
incurstons into Angola.

In January 1981, the United Nations
Secretary-Geneml convened the Geneva
Conference on Namibia, having previously
expressed the hope that a settlement was
near and a ceasefire only months away.
Optimism was shortlived, because South
Africa scuttled the conference, this time
contending that the United Nations was
not ‘impartial’, Jn keeping with usual
practice, South Africa chose this moment
to intensify its aggression against the
People's Republic of Angola. On 15 and
17 January, therc were ground and air
attacks on Cuamato, in Cunene Province,
resuting in fierce fighting and heavy
casualties en both sides. Angolan anti-
aircraft gunmess shot down an SADF
Buccaneer zircraft.

In June 1981 there was an increased
number of actions aimed at intimidating
the population and forcing them to leave
the border arezs. In July, the Angolan
military authorities announced that about
40,000 South African troops eguipped
with heavy armour were massed on the
Namibian border. This was a prelude to
the largest South African invasion of
Angola singe 1975/76, code-named
‘Operation Protea’ by the South African
authorities.

The international climate had chanped
with the coming to power in the United
States of the Ronald Reapgan administra-
tion, which early announeed its *friendly’

feelings towards Pretoria, One of its early
pronouncements was ¢n its intention to
secure the repeal of the Clark Amend.
ment, which prevented covert military aid
for South Aftican-backed Unita without
congressional approval. Scuth Africa falt
encouraged in its wmilitary agpressio
against Angola by this more sympathetic
stance of the new US administration,
which was also initially prepared to aban-
don negotiations on Namibia’s indepen-
dence within the framework of United
Mations Security Council resolution 435,
described at the time by one of its high-
ranking officials as ‘a time-wasting
charade’, Cnly later, owing essentially to
the position of the Front Line States and
other members of the Western Contact
Group, did the new administration accept
the principle that resolution 435 should
be the basis for negotiations. This implied
acceptance of the principle that diploma-
tic channels should be used to solve prab-
lems in the region, the only other alterna-
tive being further recourse to military
means. But South Africa continued to
deploy its military might as a diplomatic
lever, seeking to wring ever more conces-
sions from Angola and other Front Line
States through the practice and threat of
direct and indirect armed ageression.

On 23 August 1981, the South African
armed forces started 'Operation Protea’,
invading Angola with more than 11,000
men, around 36 Centurion M-41 tanks
and 70 AML-90 armoured cars, 200 Ratel,
Buffel and Saracen armoured personnel
carriers, heavy artillery, including 15 Smny
guns, 127 Kentron missiles and around 90
aircraft and helicopters. At the start of
the invasion the South African air force
established its control of the airspace in
Angola’s Cunene Province. Angolan civi-
lian flights to the prowvince had to be
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August 1981 invasion. Top: refugees from Cunene at Chibia, Huila Province
Bottom left: captured napalm canister

Bottom right: wounded Angolan soldier in Lubango hospital
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suspended. Constant overflying of the
main highways and strafing and hombing
of all road traffic by South Africa wers
aimed at cutting off supplies to the south,
both civilian and military. Urban centres
as far north g¢ Cahama and Chibemba,
more than 250km from the Namibian
border, were massively bombed. This was
followed by the advance into Angola of
three motorised columns of South African
regular forces. By 28 August, after days
of heavy fighting, the South African army
had occupied the localities of Xanponge,
Mo6ngua, Humbe, Uia, Cuamato, Anhaca,
Nehone, Mucope, Evale, Mupa and Njiva,
the provineial capital of Cunene.

The decisive factor- which enabled
Pretoria’s armed forces to occupy these
urban centres was the massive use of their
air foree. It was a human tragedy of
enormous proportions. People fleeing
from the occupied areas had to travel for
days on foot - many of them injured,
many with small children — through a
drought-stricken area. They had to avoid
the highways where everything that
moved was liable to sudden violent attack
from the skies — and many were lost in
the bush. An estimated 160,000 people
were made homeless.

Owing to the continued oecupation of
about 55,000 sq km of Cunene Provinee,
it has been difficult to assess the casualties.
Krnown figures for Angolan losses as a
result of South African aggression in 1981
are as follows:

206 soldiers killed
38% soldiers wounded
1,086 soldiers missing
158 civilians killed
265 civilians wounded

The material loss to Angola has been
staggeringly high. The govemnment has

estimated the cost of relicf for disptaced
persons to be US$170 million. Towns and
villages in southerm Angela have been
razed, Estimates of economic and social
losses as a result of South Afncan opera-
tions in 1981 — and again these are only-
initial fipures because of continued occu-
pation - can be broken down as follows.

Sector US $million
Agricuiture and livestock

production 144 9960
Industry and fisheries 15.0593
Construction 33.8000
Transpart facilities 28.1300
Trade and foed supplies 15.8900

Administration, housing and

SCIViCEs 115.8400

According to  eye-witness reports,
administration and social services have
broken down completely in the South
African-occupied arcas.

On 24 August, the day after the start
of the invasion, President José Eduardo
dos Santos of the People's Republic of
Angola sent a message to the United
Nations Secretary-General warning that
the situation was ‘serious’ and might
‘provoke a war with unforseeable conse-
fguences’. On 28 August, at the request of
the People’s Republic of Angola, the
United Nations Security Council met to
debate South African apgression against
Angola. Speaker after speaker condemned
the invasion. On | Septemnber the United
States vetoed a Security Council resolu-
tion condemning the invasion and de¢man-
ding the withdrawal of South African
troops, payment of compensation ted
Angola by South Africa and an on-the-
spot United Nations investigation. The
international community was harstrung.

On 30 Nowvember 1981, there was a
qualitative escalation of South African




-

Luand iI refinery sabotage '

aggression when the Luanda oil refinery
near the port was sabotaged by a South
African commando unit thought to have
come by submarine. Powerful explosive
charges destroyed part of the refinery,
particularly in the storage area. Fortu-
nately, the ensuing huge fire was brought
under control within hours. It was also
fortunate that the operation was appa-
rently bungled, since most of the charges
failed to explode and some of the sabo-
teurs were themselves blown up in the
explosion. Evidence of South African
involvement were the unexploded charges,
documents, weapons and the grisly
remains of members of the commando
unit. The clear purpose of this wanton
sabotage was to undermine the Angolan
economy, cut petrol supplies to the troops
fighting the South African armed forces
in the south, and create panic among the
population of Luanda. The total loss to
the People’s Republic of Angola as a result
of the sabotage of the oil refinery —inclu-
ding the loss of earnings from petroleum
not exported — amounted to US$36.55
million.

TOTAL HUMAN AND
MATERIAL LOSSES SUFFERED
BY ANGOLA

It is impossible at this stage to give an
estimate of the numbers of Angolans
killed, wounded, kidnapped and missing
as a result of South African aggression.
From the invasion of 1975/76 to date,
there has been virtually constant aggres-
sion. The vastness of the areas involved,
the absence of accurate census figures for
the pre-independence period, and difficul-
ties of transport and communications
facilities make it a superhuman task to
attempt an accurate assessment. Above all,
large-scale occupation for more than a
year by the aggressor army of South
Africa rules out the evaluation of losses in
the region where these are greatest. The
numbers certainly run into thousands of
dead and wounded, with by far the highest
casualties among the civilian population,
Material losses from 1975 to 1981 were
estimated at US$7,614,536,000. In
November 1982, President José Eduardo
dos Santos announced that total losses
due to South African aggression since
1975 had reached the staggering figure of
$10 billion. One should add to this the
setbacks to programmed national develop-
ment and reconstruction, and the enor-
mous drain on manpower and resources
that South Africa’s undeclared war repre-

sents to a country that has not known
peace since independence and has to keep

a substantial percentage of its trained,
skilled and able-bodied personnel in the
armed forces. Other losses in terms of
sheer human suffering, ill-health, loss of
schooling, malnutrition, unemployment
and other effects of war and destabilisa-
tion cannot be quantified.
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complicity
_ Lip-service is given to deploring South
CONCLUSION African aggression and abhorring apart-

The sovereignty and territorial integrity
of the People’s Republic of Angola will
continue to be directly threatened so long
as Pretoria does not agree to the indepen-
dence of Namibia within the framework
of Security Council resolution 435, which
provides in particular for the withdrawal
of South African forces from that territory

-and hence from Angola’s borders — and
the holding of UN-supervised and con-
trolled elections in Namibia. But far from
agreeing to such a peaceful and negotiated
path, we see the increased militarisation
of the South African regime, foreshadow-
ing further armed adventurism and
increased instability and insecurity in
Southern Africa.

The Pretoria regime is encouraged along
this dangerous course by Western countries
which have persisted in violating the
United Nations arms embargo against
South Africa, and through whose collabo-
ration apartheid South Africa -according
to all the evidence—has become a nuclear
power.

heid, but in practice certain Western
countries impose their veto or abstain
when the international community is
called upon to take practical action against
aggression; and no effective pressure — in
the form of economic sanctions and an
arms embargo - is taken to ensure that
the Republic of South Africa abides by
United Nations resolutions and respects
the principles of sovereignty, territorial
integrity and fundamental human rights.

Angolan President José Eduardo dos
Santos has on numerous occasions
appealed for assistance from the interna-
tional community. The people of Angola
need peace to rebuild their country, and
they need the assistance and goodwill of
all peoples and governments who uphold
the principles of peace, national indepen-
dence, justice and social progress enshrined
in the United Nations Charter.

South African aggression against the
People’s Republic of Angola has been
repeatedly condemned by the United
Nations General Assembly, the Organisa-
tion of African Unity, the Non-aligned




British-made Buccaneer of the South African air force

Movement and other international institu-
tions.

The United Nations Security Council,
responsible for ensuring international
peace and security, has adopted a number
of resolutions on the subject, some of
them unanimously. They have called
unequivocally for the cessation of South
African aggression against the People’s
Republic of Angola, demanded that
South Africa scrupulously respect the
independence, sovereignty and territorial
integrity of the People’s Republic of
Angola, requested member states urgently
to extend all necessary assistance to the
People’s Republic of Angola and other
Front Line States, in order to strengthen
their defence capacities in the face of
South African acts of aggression against
these countries, and called for the pay-
ment by South Africa of full and adequate
compensation to the People’s Republic of
Angola for the damage to life and property.

The international community is there-
fore called upon to assist the People’s
Republic of Angola in its economic
development, both bilaterally and through
United Nations agencies. Massive relief

assistance is required for persons in Angola
displaced as a result of South African acts
of aggression, and for Namibian refugees.
It is also necessary to defend the right of
the People’s Republic of Angola to ensure
its self-defence, in the face of continuous
South African aggression, if need be by
invoking Article 51 of the United Nations
Charter, which entitles countries subject
to external aggression to seek assistance
from other states.

Urgent efforts must be made to ensure
the implementation of Security Council
resolution 435, putting into effect the
United Nations plan for the independence
of Namibia. The strengthening and strict
implementation of Security Council reso-
lution 418 on the arms embargo against
South Africa is a prerequisite for ensuring
peace in Southern Africa and removing
the threat to world peace represented by
the increased militarisation and aggressive-
ness of the Pretoria apartheid regime.
Finally, and also in the interests of peace
and security in the African subcontinent
and the world, effective economic sanc-
tions must be brought to bear on apartheid

South Africa.
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