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manifestations, are racial wars and violent 

actions to secure White Supremacy. 
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Dear President Biden, 
 

I am writing to draw your devoted attention to the issue of Cabinda, in Central Africa, which 

Dr. J. Peter Pham rightly calls “The Forgotten Conflict America Can’t Afford to Forget.” This 

is an issue that I feel very strongly about because the continuation of imperialism and colo-

nialism in Cabinda, designed by white supremacy, has brought the indigenous people and 

nation of Cabinda to the brink of extinction; frustrates the free functioning of democratic 

institutions in the region, hence posing a constant danger to regional stability; represents 

a clear threat to international peace and security; and inflicts grave damage upon the inter-

national standing of both the United States and the United Nations. 
 

So I am calling for your office to step in and urgently take action to overturn the current si-

tuation. The immediate action required involves raising awareness to the issue within the 

American political, economic, academic, and social forums; urging the Congress to take the 

necessary steps to ensure that CABGOC (Cabinda Gulf Oil Company Ltd.), a wholly owned 

subsidiary of Chevron Corporation, complies with Human Rights norms and International 

Law in the Non-Self-Governing Territory of Cabinda; exhorting the UN Secretary-General, 

since he is the symbol of the UN ideals and the spokesperson for the interests of the world's 

peoples, in particular the poor and vulnerable among them, to advocate for the completion 

of the decolonization process of Cabinda; and embracing the proper solution designed to 

end the war against the UN ideal of universal peace unleashed by “white supremacy.” 
 

Since the issue of Cabinda proves to be of the nature referred to in Article 34 of the Charter 

of the United Nations; and the UNGA Resolution 1514 (XV) of 14 December 1960 maintains 

that the continued existence of colonialism prevents the development of international eco-

nomic co-operation, impedes the social, cultural and economic development of dependent 

peoples and militates against the UN ideal of universal peace; as of now, the international 

community is left with only two options: either it helps to bring the decolonization process 

of Cabinda to a successful conclusion, or stays indifferent, i.e. endorses the crusade against 

the UN ideal of universal peace. A diplomatic offensive is underway to get also the Russians, 

Portuguese, Chinese, British, French, Germans, Japanese, Iranians, Turks, South Africans, 

Indians, Pakistanis, Cubans, Kittitians, Nevisians, Venezuelans, Bolivians, Vincentians, Tan-

zanians, Iraqis, Syrians, Ethiopians, and Congolese to make the Angolan regime see reason.   
 

Thank you for your consideration of this important issue. With your support, I am sure that 

the people of Cabinda will finally regain and sustain self-determination, self-defense, and 

self-respect. Thank you for your boldness to stand up and confront White Supremacy. 
 

Yours faithfully, 

Bartolomeu Capita  

https://cabindastruggle.files.wordpress.com/2020/09/cabinda-the-forgotten-conflict-america-cant-afford-to-forget.pdf
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In line with the UNGA Resolutions adopted in the early 1960s, chiefly Resolution 2144 (XXI) of 

26 October 1966, and with the UNSC Resolution 180 (1963) of 31 July 1963 [S/5380], Cabinda 

is a UN-recognized colonial country and people. In 1974 Portugal undertook to grant Cabinda 

independence. The fact remains that “white supremacy” managed not only to disrupt this de-

colonization process, but also to enable the occupation of Cabinda by Angola. This occupation 

sustains western imperialism and colonialism in Cabinda, and allows western nations to freely 

loot Cabinda’s natural wealth and resources ― oil, diamonds, gold, uranium, phosphates, etc. 

 

It is a fact that Angola’s power over the territory of Cabinda has neither legality nor legitimacy, 

i.e. divested of legal title and acceptance by the people of Cabinda respectively; it is a fact that 

the persistence of imperialism and colonialism in Cabinda is but a crusade against the UN ideal 

of universal peace, as it is actually a racial war and a violent action to secure White Supremacy; 

and it is also a fact that the United States is the leading world power so far, and as long as the 

US is entitled to a permanent seat on the UN Security Council, the US bears the responsibility 

for the maintenance of international peace and security.  

 

Therefore, US attempts to constantly turn a blind eye to the illegal and illegitimate occupation 

of Cabinda by Angola, enforced and masterminded by “white supremacy,” cannot help dama-

ging its own international prestige, as well as that of the United Nations. Such attempts do not 

protect the US from some international criticism, nor from being looked at as complicit in the 

impunity of Angolan colonialism. Both criticism and the insinuations that the US is complicit 

are invigorated by the fact that Chevron [US oil company] is involved in Cabinda’s oil and gas 

exploration and production. So Chevron has an essential part to play in putting an end to colo-

nialism in Cabinda, and thus enhance the prettiness of the US international standing. 

 

 

 

The United States is acquainted with the legal status of Cabinda, i.e. with the fact that Cabinda 

is a fellow subject of international law, not later than 1885 at the Berlin Conference. It was at 

this Conference that the International Protectorate Treaty between Cabinda and Portugal re-

ceived attention from and ratification by the assembled Diplomats from fourteen countries, 

i.e. Germany, the United States, Portugal, France, the Netherlands, Great Britain, Belgium, Ita-

ly, Spain, Denmark, Russia, Austrian-Hungary, Sweden and Turkey. The US Delegation was led 

by Mr. John A. Kasson, then U.S. Ambassador to Germany.  

 

https://cabindapeoplesvoicehome.files.wordpress.com/2020/08/chevrons-accountability-towards-the-people-of-cabinda.pdf
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In the mid-1960s, the US diplomat and legal expert Amos J. Peaslee published his “Constitu-

tions of Nations,” the first ever compilation of all the National Constitutions of the world to 

be put at the disposal of the UN. The one of Portugal (1933-1976) included in this compilation 

features the legal status of Cabinda, as if to remind the USA of the fact that Cabinda is a fellow 

subject of international law. The introduction to the first edition of Peaslee’s anthology was 

the work of Dr. Ivan Kerno, then Assistant Secretary-General of the UN in charge of the Legal 

Department.  

 

 

 

Richard Nixon, at the time he was Eisenhower’s vice-president in the 1950s, emphasized the 

constructive stance of the United States with respect to colonialism in Africa. He is quoted as 

saying: “The US future interests are such that we must not hesitate to contribute to the depar-

ture of the colonial powers established in Africa. If, in doing so, we can become attached to 

indigenous opinion, the US future in Africa will be assured.”1  

 

In spite of that, efforts to erode Cabinda’s national sovereignty and territorial integrity were 

covertly made by a handful of US officials and confessional organizations. In the course of the 

anti-Colonial struggle [1962-1975], the MPLA [Angola’s ruling party since the country’s inde-

pendence from Portugal in 1975], though Marxist-Leninist guerrillas, was secretly funded from 

the United States2. At the US National Security Council Meeting on Angola, on 27 June 1975, 

President Ford [Gerald] asked the Director of CIA William Colby whether “Cabinda was a part 

of the Portuguese territories.” It transpires from the meeting that the Secretary of State Henry 

Kissinger had a preference for Neto [MPLA], saying: “If Neto can get Luanda, and drive the 

others out, he will have a power base, and gradually gain support of other Africans.” For his 

part, the Secretary of Defense James Schlesinger suggested that “Cabinda in the clutches of 

Mobutu would mean far greater security of the petroleum resources.”  

 

Efforts to wipe Cabinda off the map belong to “white supremacy” and date back to the early 

17th century, i.e. well before the United States was founded on 4 July 1776. Between 1600 

and 1883, the European imperialist powers [Portugal, Holland, England, France, and Belgium] 

fought cyclic and extremely violent wars among themselves, aiming to conquer the territory 

of Cabinda as part of their sphere of influence in Africa. Shortly after the wars started, the lo-

cal political institutions were destroyed, and Cabinda [Kingdoms of Ngoio, Cacongo e Loango] 

became source of slaves for the European powers concerned.  

                                                           
1 Dia Kassembe, Angola, 20 Ans de Guerre Civile: Une Femme Accuse, L’Harmattan, Paris 1995, p. 87.  
2 Fritz Springmeier, Bloodlines of the Illuminati, USA: 1995, pp. 128-129.  

https://digitalarchive.wilsoncenter.org/document/118161
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In the aftermath of a brutal war unleashed by France in 1883, which resulted in the seizure of 

an immense and rich portion of the territory of Cabinda, the surviving progenies of Cabinda’s 

royal family agreed to put both the territory and people of Cabinda under the shield of the 

Portuguese Crown. Before and after the signing of the Protectorate Treaty, aka the Treaty of 

Simulambuco, between Cabinda and Portugal, “the French were threatening to occupy much 

of the Congo [Portuguese],” as Cabinda was also known back then.3 In its desperate efforts to 

obliterate Cabinda from the map, “white supremacy” disrupted the decolonization process of 

Cabinda in 1975. A fitting and selfless support of the United States for the completion of this 

process is crucial, inasmuch as it averts Africans from moving towards anti-Americanism.  

 

 

 

For the sake of a sustainable justice in Cabinda and regional peace and stability, it is required 

that the issue of Cabinda be resolved under the umbrella of the United Nations. Because the 

dispute between Cabinda and Angola is a legal-political problem4 that falls within the compe-

tence of the United Nations, being of the nature referred to in Article 34 of the latter’s Charter. 

This means that CNM (Cabindan National Movement) accepts in advance the obligations of 

pacific settlement provided in the very same Charter.  

 

The most appropriate way of concluding the decolonization process of Cabinda conceived by 

CNM, which the latter has properly acquainted the Angolan government with, is a negotiated 

transitional period of five to ten years at most. It is a period of time envisioned for a gradual, 

orderly, and peaceful transfer of power from the Angolan colonial administration to the sove-

reign people and nation of Cabinda—that is, to the political institutions freely elected and 

representative of the people of Cabinda, in line with the UNGA Resolution 1514 (XV) and UNSC 

Resolution 180 (1963) of 31 July 1963 [S/5380].  

 

It is a reasonable period of time within which the most vital administrative institutions and 

economic infrastructures are meant to be established all over the territory of Cabinda; within 

which the people of Cabinda at home and abroad are called to be trained―that is, given the 

vital skills for self-government, ahead of the approved date for the formal proclamation of the 

independence of Cabinda; and within which the objectives and principles well-preserved in 

the UNGA Resolutions 1514 (XV) and 1803 (XVII) of 14 December 1962 are guaranteed to have 

a successful accomplishment. On the other hand, the transitional period generates a favorable 

                                                           
3 The Economist, The Congo and the Niger, 18 October 1884. 
4 Doc. of the 17th Session of the UN General Assembly—4th Committee A/C. 4/SR 1391 of 20 November 1962, 
& Annexes, Agenda item 54, documents A/5160 and add. 1 and 2; 
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environment for a better mutual understanding, an honest reconciliation of both parties, and 

a subsequent win-win cooperation that all interested parties can benefit a lot from.  

 

 

 

Both Russia and China are among the world’s leading powers, permanent members of the UN 

Security Council, and members of the UN Special Committee on Decolonization, or C-24. Thus, 

both have responsibilities in Cabinda, in Africa, and all over the world. In Cabinda, Russia and 

China have a critical part to play in ending the persistence of colonialism, which is a racial war 

and a violent action to secure White Supremacy. In other words, it is Russia’s and China’s task 

and duty to help bring the decolonization process of Cabinda to an exultant completion.  

 

Just like the United States is loved and believed by Western Europeans, for having liberated 

Europe from the talons of the “Aryan master race” created by the French Joseph Arthur de 

Gobineau; Russia and China are appreciated and trusted by a growing number of Africans, for 

having convened and organized the 1955 Asian-African Conference, aka Bandung Conference, 

at which “the assembled leaders underlined the fundamental right of all peoples to self-deter-

mination, and pledged their solidarity with each other in the fight against colonialism and in 

the struggle for economic and social development.”  

 

From the mid-1950s to the mid-1970s, African liberation movements stood up to the subjuga-

ting imperialism and colonialism thanks to the logistical and financial support provided by the 

protagonists5 of the Bandung Conference. It is understandable that Africans owe the latter a 

great debt of gratitude for their long and faithful service to the cause of peace and racial justice 

across the African continent. Since there is no financial, social, nor moral consequences with 

respect to the imperialist invasion of Africa and subsequent kidnapping, deportation, traffic-

king, and enslavement of Africans by Westerners, Africans have every reason to cling to both 

Russia and China [and to all of the protagonists of the Bandung Conference] because Africa's 

inauspicious history keeps repeating itself. 

 

Russia and China were not involved in the imperialist invasion of Africa and subsequent efforts 

to rid the latter of its natives and replace them with white settlers from Europe. Hence, they 

have no reason to fear an industrialized Africa, or even with nuclear arsenals, because in them 

there is no sense of any wrongdoing with regard to the African genocide. Since the relationship 

                                                           
5 Afghanistan, Burma, Cambodia, Egypt, Ethiopia, China, Ghana, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Japan, Jordan, Laos, 
Lebanon, Liberia, Libya, Nepal, Pakistan, Philippines, Saudi Arabia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Syria, Thailand, Turkey, 
Vietnam, Yemen.  
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Africa-Russia-China involves shared experience and mutual interests, there is every reason for 

Africans, Russians, and Chinese to be perpetually aware that just around the corner, one or 

two clicks away, real danger lies in wait. Over 200,000,000 Chinese were slaughtered during 

the Opium Wars (1838-1842 and 1856-1960); the extermination of black people in Europe, 

North America, Japan, Australia, Tasmania, and in many parts of Africa, is a well-known fact. 

With regard to Russians, the Russian philosopher Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn writes, quote: 

“You must understand, the leading Bolsheviks who took over Russia were not Russians. They hated 

Russians. They hated Christians. Driven by ethnic hatred, they tortured and slaughtered millions of 

Russians without a shred of human remorse. It cannot be overstated. Bolshevism committed the grea-

test human slaughter of all time. The fact that most of the world is ignorant and uncaring about this 

enormous crime is proof that the global media is in the hands of the perpetrators.” 

 

Africans are conscious that in order for “white supremacy” to fully control the entire African 

continent, clear it of its natives, and henceforth arrogate to themselves exclusive ownership 

of Africa’s rich natural resources and biodiversity, nations around the world with innate readi-

ness to strive for justice and equality of humans, regardless of their faith and skin color, must 

inevitably be bullied day after day and/or destroyed beforehand. Africans know of what the 

Germans have suffered so far owing to this innate willingness. Therefore, explicit or implicit 

calls for the withdrawal of Russia and China [i.e. the “Bandung Nations”] from Africa are a sort 

of thunders Africans cannot help being alarmed at.   

 

The Declaration of the “Fifth Pan-African Congress,” a major event in the 20th century held in 

Manchester, in October 1945, underlines that “the success of Afro-Americans is bound up with 

the emancipation of all African peoples and also other dependent peoples and working classes 

everywhere.” This suggests that African-Americans who are members of the US Senate and 

Congress, as well as those who are members of the Executive, are expected to do everything 

in their power [provided they are in power and not just in office] to reconcile the US interests 

in Africa, and Western Europe’s dependence on African natural resources, with the legitimate 

right of African children to live prosperous lives thanks to their own countries’ riches. This im-

plies bringing about mutual understanding, co-existence and unity between the West and the 

East [Russia and China], the latter being the part of the world present-day Africans prefer to 

cling to for comprehensible reasons.  
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 Benjamin Franklin, one of the founding fathers of the United States, recommends that the 

“number of purely white people in the world” be amplified. Because, in his perspective, it 

is proportionally very small compared to the number of what he calls swarthy [Africans] 

and tawny [Asians] skins. In his own words, 

“Why should Pennsylvania, founded by the English, become a Colony of Aliens, who will shortly be so 

numerous as to Germanize us instead of our Anglifying them, and will never adopt our Language or 

Customs, any more than they can acquire our Complexion. 

“24. Which leads me to add one Remark: That the Number of purely white People in the World is 

proportionally very small. All Africa is black or tawny. Asia chiefly tawny. America (exclusive of the new 

Comers) wholly so. And in Europe, the Spaniards, Italians, French, Russians and Swedes, are generally 

of what we call a swarthy Complexion; as are the Germans also, the Saxons only excepted, who with 

the English, make the principal Body of White People on the face of the Earth. I could wish their 

Numbers were increased. And while we are, as I may call it, scouring our Planet, by clearing America 

of Woods, and so making this Side of our Globe reflect a brighter Light to the Eyes of Inhabitants in 

Mars or Venus, why should we in the Sight of Superior Beings, darken its People? Why increase the 

Sons of Africa, by Planting them in America, where we have so fair an Opportunity, by excluding all 

Blacks and Tawnies, of increasing the lovely White and Red? But perhaps I am partial to the Complexion 

of my Country, for such Kind of Partiality is natural to Mankind.”6  

 

 Consistent with Carrol Quigley, the author of Hope: A History of the World in Our Time and 

The Anglo-American Establishment, Cecil Rhodes called for the creation of a secret society 

devoted to the purpose of “gradually absorbing the wealth of the world” and of extending 

the British rule all over the world. Here is the exact wording of the first of Rhodes’s seven 

wills: 

“To and for the establishment, promotion and development of a Secret Society, the true aim and object 

whereof shall be for the extension of British rule throughout the world, the perfecting of a system of 

emigration from the United Kingdom, and of colonisation by British subjects of all lands where the 

means of livelihood are attainable by energy, labour and enterprise, and especially the occupation by 

British settlers of the entire Continent of Africa, the Holy Land, the Valley of the Euphrates, the Islands 

of Cyprus and Candia, the whole of South America, the Islands of the Pacific not heretofore possessed 

by Great Britain, the whole of the Malay Archipelago, the seaboard of China and Japan, the ultimate 

recovery of the United States of America as an integral part of the British Empire, the inauguration of 

a system of Colonial representation in the Imperial Parliament which may tend to weld together the 

disjointed members of the Empire and, finally, the foundation of so great a Power as to render wars 

impossible, and promote the best interests of humanity.”7 

 

                                                           
6 Benjamin Franklin, The Papers of Benjamin Franklin, Vol. IV, Editor: Leonard W. Labaree, USA: 1753, p. 234; 
7 Robert Rotberg, The Founder: Cecil Rhodes and the Pursuit of Power, Oxford University Press: 1988, pp. 101, 
102. Also G. Edward Griffin, The Quigley Formula: https://youtu.be/ynVqPnMQ2sI  

https://youtu.be/ynVqPnMQ2sI
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 In his 1913 book The New Freedom, President Woodrow Wilson did not hide his country’s 

awful picture, and hence his great disappointment, anguish, and tears. He writes:  

“A great industrial nation is controlled by its system of credit. Our system of credit is privately concen-

trated. The growth of the nation, therefore, and all our activities are in the hands of a few men… [W]e 

have come to be one of the worst ruled, one of the most completely controlled and dominated, 

governments in the civilized world—no longer a government by free opinion, no longer a government 

by conviction and the vote of the majority, but a government by the opinion and the duress of small 

groups of dominant men. …Since I entered politics, I have chiefly had men’s views confided to me 

privately. Some of the biggest men in the United States, in the field of commerce and manufacture, 

are afraid of somebody, are afraid of something. They know that there is a power somewhere so 

organized, so subtle, so watchful, so interlocked, so complete, so pervasive, that they had better not 

speak above their breath when they speak in condemnation of it.”  

 

 The “Charter of Imperialism” is a classified document improved at the Yalta Conference, 

aka Crimea Conference, held 4-11 February 1945. The Conference, involving three particu-

lar protagonists ― Churchill, Roosevelt and Stalin ― was intended to discuss the postwar 

reorganization of Germany and Europe. The long-lasting “Charter of Imperialism,” which 

comes into view as the antithesis of the Charter of the United Nations, symbolizes the 

post-World War II “[Yalta] World Order.” After having read it in full, one understands why 

the legitimacy and authority of the United Nations, principally of its Security Council, have 

eroded so drastically; why has the UN failed to eradicate racism against black people all 

over the world; why the “Free World” cannot contribute to the fulfilment of the equality 

of rights of men and women and of nations large and small; and why is that a continent as 

significant as Africa is deprived of a permanent seat on the UN Security Council. 

 

 The Memorandum of a 1955 Conversation between Dr. Paulo Cunha, Foreign Minister of 

Portugal, and his US counterpart, the Honorable John Foster Dulles, makes reference to 

the dependence of Western Europe on African resources, and Western overwhelming fear 

of being expelled from the African continent, both by Russians and Asians. It transpires 

from said conversation that leading Western nations look at Russians and Asians solely as 

colonial imperialist rivals, in all their political standpoints and actions in relation to Africa’s 

efforts to achieve and sustain self-determination, self-defense, and self-respect. The Me-

morandum reads, quote:  

“Western Europe’s very existence depends on the resources of Africa and the continued control exerci-

sed by the Western European powers over the African continent.”  

 

 

 

 

 

https://cabindapeoplesvoicehome.files.wordpress.com/2020/04/denouncing-the-charter-of-imperialism.pdf
https://history.state.gov/historicaldocuments/frus1955-57v27/d148
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 National Security Study Memo 200, dated 24 April 1974, under the title “Implications of 

Worldwide Population Growth for U.S. Security and Overseas Interests,” bears Dr. Henry 

Kissinger’s proposal, in his Memorandum to the NSC, that “depopulation should be the 

highest priority of U.S. foreign policy towards the Third World.” He pointed out reasons of 

national security. The Kissinger Report states:  

“The U.S. economy will require large and increasing amounts of minerals from abroad, especially from 

less-developed countries. That fact gives the U.S. enhanced interest in the political, economic, and 

social stability of the supplying countries. Wherever a lessening of population pressures through redu-

ced birth rates can increase the prospects for such stability, population policy becomes relevant to 

resource supplies and to the economic interests of the United States.”8 

 

The diabolical boldness in depriving the people of Cabinda of their own means of subsistence 

is, per se, a blatant violation of the UNGA Resolution 1803 (XVII) of 14 December 1962, and of 

the 1966 International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights. The political repres-

sion, the social degradation, and the terrifying decrease in life expectancy resulting from such 

deprivation, which amounts to genocide on a large scale, appear to be in line with Rhodes’s 

and Kissinger’s policies of global ethnic cleansing against the so-called “inferior races ― black 

and yellow.” These heartless policies appear to Africans to be the complete opposite of the 

Chinese, or even Russian, policies. 

 

China's complete success against poverty is a great achievement that cannot help fascinating 

Africans today. “Never before in the history have 770 million people been taken out of extre-

me poverty in a span of 35 years,” the Pakistani Ambassador Munir Akram (UN) said at a virtual 

event organized by the Chinese Mission to the UN a few days ago. Last year, China’s President 

Xi Jinping stated: “No country has the right to dominate global affairs, control the destiny of 

others, or keep advantages in development all to itself. Even less should one be allowed to do 

whatever it likes and be the hegemon, bully or boss of the world. Unilateralism is a dead end.” 

 

Thank you for your time and consideration. With your support, I am confident that the decolo-

nization process of Cabinda will be shortly brought to a successful completion. Thank you for 

preferring diplomacy, as the world needs more solidarity and cooperation, but not hostility. 

 

Yours faithfully, 

 

 

Bartolomeu Capita (Mr.) 

Joint-Presidency, Cabindan National Movement 

                                                           
8 Kissinger’s Eugenics: http://www.rense.com/general59/kissingereugenics.htm  

https://www.hli.org/resources/exposing-the-global-population-control/
https://thewolf.report/2017/08/27/the-kissinger-report-and-the-world-population-control/
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2020/9/22/china-trump-spreading-political-virus-at-united-nations
http://www.rense.com/general59/kissingereugenics.htm
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Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Patrice Lumumba 

We 

Can’t 

Breathe! 
 

“Get your Knee off our Necks.” 


