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Dear Hank,

I enclose the tape of the Angola public television
show. I watched it again last night and you are
right. It is an excellent primer and worth viewing.

As we discussed, I am willing to help work with
you and Max Green and Kurt Anderson about getting
a showing in the White House for Africanists and
supporters of the Reagan Doctrine. I believe that
such a showing with a briefing from yourself would
be a powerful signal to those concerned with the
U.S. relationship with Savimbi.

Have a productive trip to Africa and don't fly
near Cuito.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 9, 1986 “

MEMORANDUM FOR LINAS KOJELIS

FROM: LINDA L. AREY, DEPUTY DIRECTOR F( PUBLIC LI
SUBJECT: MEETING WITH JOAN HEUTER AND SCOT FINCH -
RIGHTS ABUSES BY CUBAN SOLDIERS IN ANGOLA \
)
\/

After the October 6 briefing, Joan Hueter introduced me to Scot
Finch, a British commercial film writer, who lives in e >uth
of France. While working on a film in Angola, he bec: : ire of
the brutality and heinous crimes committed by Cuban  1liers on
Angolan won 1 and children. It changed his life and caused him
to dedicate himself to helping these people.

Several human rights commissions are sponsoring a trip on the
part of some survivors to the U.S. around November 20. They are
anxious to have their story heard. He would like for these w¢ en
to meet v ' °° tI First Lady "won 1 to w¢ n". I suggested that
he think of a range of options.

Mark Siljander inserted their stories in the Congressional
Record. I have attached it for your perusal. I would appreciate
it if you could talk to your contacts and then call Joan Hueter
regarding whether or not and how we can be involved.

cc: Mari Maseng
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Following is a statement by Chester A.
Crocker, Assistant Secretary for African
Affairs, before the Senate Committee on
Foreign Relations, Washington, D.C.,
February 18, 1986.

I welcome this opportunity to speak to
this committee today about the complex
situation in southwestern Africa. The
Angola-Namibia negotiations form an es-
sential part of our policy for the region.
Our objectives are clear: to restore and
advance U.S. influence in the region; to
expand our cooperative relations with
African states; and to deny to the
Soviet Union the opportunity to use its
influence to exacerbate already danger-
ous situations in Angola, South Africa,
and the other countries of the area.

Review of Progress

It is obvious, I believe, to all in this
room that our interest and objectives
are decidedly not served by a Namibia
which is not free and by an Angola
which is the scene of a bloody conflict
and foreign intervention. Thus, we have
worked hard to bring peace to Angola
and independence to Namibia. In recent
years we have made progress in pursuit
of our goals. Allow me to review with
you the path we have followed and
where we are today.

In 1981, at the start of this Adminis-
tration, there was no peace process at
all underway in southwestern Africa.
The auest for Namibian indenendence
A 1 -
ingly unmovaple on 1ts slde of the
Angolan-Namibian border while some
30,000 Cubans sat across on their side of
the same border. UNITA [National Un-
ion for the Total Independence of Ango-
la] was fighting an apparently endless
civil war. No one was talking to anyone
else.

United States Department of State

Bureau of Public Affairs
Washington, D.C.

This blocked situation posed real
dangers to the region and U.S. interests
there. The absence of a viable Western
strategy for Namibia decolonization and
the presence of a seemingly permanent
Soviet-Cuban military in Angola risked
heightened polarization and open-ended
opportunities for Moscow to exploit
African frustration over Namibia and
fuel internal and regional tensions. It
was essential that we regain the in-
itiative.

It took 2 years to engage Luanda
and Pretoria in a real negotiation. It
took another year to begin to erode the
mutual mistrust and build confidence in
an American role. But with the Lusaka
accord of February 1984, the South Afri-
cans began the process of disengage-
ment from their military positions in
Angola in return for restraint by
SWAPO [South West Africa People’s
Organization]. In November of the same
year, the Angolans said they were ready
to commit themselves to withdraw
20,000 Cuban troops over 3 years, start-
ing with the beginning of implementa-
tion of UN Security Council Resolution
435, the internationally agreed inde-
pendence plan for Namibia. While this
proposal was, in itself, not sufficient to
conclude an agreement, it was an impor-
tant step forward in that Luanda had
accepted the principle that the inde-
pendence of Namibia could only take
place in the context of the withdrawal of
Cuban troops from Angola.

It is. therefore. imnartant ta note
t by ly
progress 1n devising ana gaining accept-
ance for a framework for resolving the
dual question of Namibian independence
and Cuban troop presence in Angola. I
would emphasize that this progress in
the years 1981-85 helped thwart Soviet
goals of advancing its positions in
southern Africa. Moscow did not en-
courage our efforts on Angola and has
clearly been placed on the defensive
there, in Mozambique, and elsewhere.

However, the negotiating process has
always moved in fits and starts and has
been characterized by mutual suspicion
among the parties to the conflict—South
Africa, the MPLA [Popular Movement
for the Liberation of Angola], UNITA,
and SWAPO—and by continuing efforts,
sometimes more intense than others, to
pursue the military options. Moscow has
fueled distrust and fear among the local
parties.

Thus, after we tabled fresh com-
promise proposals—a synthesis of both
South African and Angolan ideas on the
timing and sequencing of Cuban troop
withdrawal—in March 1985, each of the
parties pulled back from taking the
tough decisions needed to advance the
process. In South Africa, a govern-
ment—under heavy pressure from inter-
nal protest and increasing international
isolation—pursue other means to ac-
complish its ends, including greater em-
phasis on military operations within
Angola. The MPLA government in
Luanda, buoyed by a massive infusion of
Soviet equipment, also retreated from
the negotiating path. The result was a
major MPLA military thrust into
southern Angola in late 1985 which was
marked by greater Soviet involvement
and South African participation in sup-
port of UNITA than had been witnessed
before.

We believe that fighting brought
home to both sides the dangers of mili-
tary escalation. In recent months we
haua had geranal imnastont mantinegg
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negotiating context has been turther de-
fined. We are not yet at the point of
success, and frankly, prospects in such a
complex enterprise and these negotia-
tions must always be viewed as
problematical.






















































THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

Date: 3/ 3L£/ 7
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FROM: FREDERICKJ. RYAN, JR.
Director
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

March 12, 1987

NOTE TO MEL BRADLEY

FROM: MATT ZACHARI

Mel, attached is a list of people

who came in and met with Amb. Hank
Cohen of NSC from 2:00-2:30 pm today.
They discussed Angola and South Africa.
It was a productive meeting and I think
both parties left happy. (This is the
Dawkins group I asked you about the
other day).
















THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

For Immediate Release April 21, 1988

STATEMENT BY MARLIN FITZWATER
ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT FOR PRESS RELATIONS

Today, on the 40th anniversary of Israel's independence, the
United States and Israel have signed a Memorandum of Agreement
(MOA) . This MOA formalizes and perpetuates the bilateral U.S.
and sraeli consultative groups that meet periodically to disc¢ 3s
joint military, security assistance, and economic developmental
questions. '

The MOA reiterates for the public record our long-standing
relationship of strategic cooperation with Israel. Strategic
cooperation can only succeed when there are shared interests,
including the commitment to building peace and stability in the
re iLon.

It reflects the enduring U.S. commitment to Israel's security.
That commitment will never flag. The U.S. commitment to peace
will also not flag. The President knows that a strong Israel is
necessary if peace is to be possible. He also knows that Israel
can never be truly secure without peace.

To that end, the President has asked Secretary of State Shultz

to continue his peace-making efforts, seeking a comprehensive
settlement which will assure Israeli security and provide for the
legitimate rights of the Palestinian people. The President
remains convinced that our peace initiative is balanced and
offers the only realistic basis on which to make progress.

The President reiterates his appeal to the leaders in the region
not to miss this opportunity to move ahead and get to productive
. Thie ie an nbhiective that Israel has
P 4 | ) .
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