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This paperis devoted to the role of the Soviet Union in liberation struggle and a defence of the
sovereignty of the independent African states redtdecades (1960-1990). Fortunately at long last
some serious steps have been taken in writingittteri of this struggle, in particular by the South
Africa Democracy Education Trust (SADET) and Arcsvof Anti-Colonial Resistance and
Liberation Struggle (AACRLS) in Namibia, as well by the project, initiated by the Southern
African Development Community under the patronag@mgadier Hashim Mbita on a regional
level.

However often the role of Moscow in Southern Afriegpecially of the Soviet military, is either
overlooked or distorted. To set the record straigpart from his personal experience and notes, the
author uses primary sources, such as documentsRwssian official and personal archives, and
especially memoirs and oral history, discussionth yarticipants of the events in question both
from the USSR/Russia and the countries of Southé&ina.

1960 became known as “Africa Year”, it withessedependence of 17 countries of the continent.
However when the “wave of liberation” reached treders of Portuguese colonies, Rhodesia,
South Africa and South-West Africa, it was stoppmdintransigence of Lisbon, Salisbury and
Pretoria. So, the liberation organisations in SeuttAfrican countries had to begin using the armed
forms of struggle.

The first shots fired were by the forces of libematon February 4, 1961, when an abortive attempt
to storm prisons in Luanda took place. It was folbd by the “use of violence” by ANC in South
Africa, FRELIMO in Mozambique, SWAPO in Namibia addPU and ZANU in Zimbabwe.

So, the USSR had to determine its attitude toithexdtion struggle in Southern Africa, and it began
rendering its political and practical support assise to those, who, in its opinion, was fightiog f

a just cause. The second reason for involvememsée be evident too: a rivalry with another
powerful country, with Moscow’s “Cold War” advergathe USA. Nevertheless the Soviets did not
look at the assistance to the liberation movemamndsAfrican Front Line States just as fighting “the
Cold War”. In the language of those days such astiwere regarded as a part of the world “anti-
imperialist struggle”, which was waged by “Socialisommunity”, “the national liberation
movements”, and “working class of the capitalisumpies”, and not just in the light of the
Moscow-Washington confrontation.

Moreover, the anti-colonial and anti-apartheid gife was neither instigated nor prompted by

Moscow. | recall how ANC President Oliver Tambo dige remind that his organisation was

* This paper is based on my earlier presentatiotiseeaXXXIll International Conference on Military btory (Cape
Town, 2007) and Workshop “Liberation Struggles authern Africa: New Perspectives” (Cape Town, 2008)



founded five years before the 1917 revolution irs§a. The decision on the “use of violence” was
also taken by the leaders of the liberation movdrttemselves.

As far as South Africa is concerned, when in Oatdtb@vember 1961 Moses Kotane and Yusuf
Dadoo, leaders of the South African Communist P&8%CP) and of the Congress Alliance,
headed by the Africa National Congress (ANC) loof@da Soviet opinion on the feasibility of the
armed struggle in South Africa, they did it afteretevant decision had been already taken by the
group of the ANC leaders headed by Nelson Mandsdielae SACP leadership.

Moscow’s approach is clearly seen from the wordsCHSU International Secretary Boris
Ponomarev: “You know better”. Having been very caug, Ponomarev requested official
permission from the Central Committee to conveyftilowing to his interlocutors: “Taking into
account the situation [in South Africa] we agre¢hwthe opinion expressed by comrades Kotane
and Dadoo. At the same time the intention of th&€BAo take a course of armed forms of struggle
places on the Party great responsibility. It isessary not to counterpoise one form of struggle to
the others but to combine skilfully all these forrnidie armed struggle is a struggle of the broad
people’s masses. It means that in the conditionthefpreparation for the armed struggle the
political work to win the masses acquires decisimportance. Without consistent political and
organisational work among the masses victory isossfple. The winning of the masses to your
side and preparation for the armed struggle aresides of the same question. Both these tasks
should be accomplished in close interconnection”.

Moscow’s position in respect to the developmentdmgola was similar. MPLA leaders, Mario de
Andrade and Variato de Cruz came to Moscow to retg8eviet assistance in July 1961 that is
several months after the beginning of the armadygte. They raised a number of important issues
such as financial assistance, provision of arnanittg of party cadres in the Soviet Union in
various fields' Equally sovereign were decisions taken on stratéggues by other liberation
movements — FRELIMO in Mozambique, SWAPO - in NamilZAPU and then ZANU in
Zimbabwe.

By mid-1960s armed struggle began in all these tmsand under these circumstances the USSR
Ministry of Defence had to play increasingly greatele in Moscow’s co-operation with the
liberation movements. In particular, a special uvdis created within its structure for this purpose
and operated for almost the next 25 years. For nyaays it was headed by Major-General Ivan
Plakhin, a Second World War veteran, who personaflifed liberated areas of Mozambique and
Guinea-Bissau in the early 1970s and then Angotangihe South African intervention there.



At the meeting with Kotane and Dadoo they requeassistance in training military instructors and
they were also informed that the USSR would be &bleender it “using for this in particular the
facilities in some friendly African countries, fekample in Guinea and Ghar4”.

Nevertheless to arrange training on the Africath paved to be rather difficult. P. Nel claimstha
“training personnel” from the USSR "reached the Ipexgtablished ANC camps in Tanzania and
Zambia" in 1964". The source of this, rather "sensitive" informatiindicated by him, is supposedly
credible - a book by K. Campbell, then a Harvardversity fellow, published by MacmilldnBut that
"fellow" refers to a secondary source, to the bofdtke US academic Kenneth Grundy.

A merry-go-round? No, rather eul-de-sa¢ because the reference to Grundy's book is utterly
irrelevant. He writes about Chinese and Cuban waroknt in training guerrillas in some African
countries and then just adds one sentence: "Russmctors were also present in early 1960s"
Grundy does not specify either the year, or theugemr the name of organisation that they were
involved with, i.e. the ANC is not mentioned at &hyhow, the truth is that the Soviet instructors
the ANC camps appeared only 15 years later, in 18i®eover, not in Tanzania or Zambia, but in
Angola.

This fact alone would make us discuss Moscow’stimela with Angola, however in any case the
developments in that country played a great rothéndestiny of Southern Africa.

As it was mentioned above, the USSR began assistmdVIPLA in the early 1960s, though the
history of their relationship is probably more cdicgited than with other liberation movements and
sometimes far from “rosy”. It included Nikita Khiushev’'s attempt to recognise a so called
“Revolutionary government of Angola in exile” (GRAErmed by the MPLA's rival — FNLA, a
crisis in relations cased by signing of the 1972ament between the MPLA and “pro-western”
FNLA and splits in 1973-1974.

Indeed the confused situation in the ranks of MPh#&de those, who were involved in supporting it
rather critical. Army General Victor Kulikov, theh@&f of General Staff (a former adviser in
Nkrumah’s Ghana and future Marshal of the Soviebbrand Warsaw Pact Commander-in-Chief)
in his letter to the CPSU Central Committee wrot®w “actual termination of the liberation
struggle in Angola due to a split in the MPLA paiy Petr Yevsukov, known to many Africans as
“Camarada Pedro”, who had been responsible foractmtwith the liberation movements in
Portuguese colonies during 15 years wrote in hismaies: “In our opinion, the achievement of
agreement between A. N&oand [his rival] D. Chipenda was necessary andipiessThe decision
was taken to send a group of Soviet comrades fharirtternational Department of the CPSU CC
and GRU [Main Intelligence Department of the Geh8taff]. All our efforts to reconcile these two

men for the sake of common cause have not procugesitive result™



Therefore after the April 1974 revolution in Porligook Moscow several months to repair its
relations with Neto-led MPLA. In late December Moacreceived an MPLA delegation headed by
Henrique (Iko) Carreira (after the proclamationrafependence he became first Angolan Minister
of Defence). As he put it during our discussior, developments after 25 April “freed the political
potential of the people” and “the friends of MPLAfderstood “the reality inside Angol4”.

Soviet supplies to the MPLA were resumed and a obtlae brigade, manned by the its activists,
underwent a crush course of training in the USSR, “Vystrel” Higher Officers Courses near
Moscow and in the training centre in PerevalnoythenCrimea.

Some Western authors claim that Soviet advisore wegsent in Angola as early as August 1975.
Arthur Klinghoffer claims that Igor Uvarov, a TAS®rrespondent “was actually a member of a
Soviet military intelligence (GRU) and the directifrthe Soviet arms program in Angotd”It was

not difficult to link up Uvarov with the Soviet nitdiry because earlier he had served at the Soviet
military attaché office in Morocco, but the secaiiégation is utterly wrong™

Uvarov came to Luanda in the beginning of Janu&y5]1 on the eve of the formation of the
Transitional government and stayed there for abeatmonths®™ His presence was vital for proper
assessment of the state of affairs there. In Uvaimwvn words “Moscow by that time knew nothing
properly about the situation in Angol&.’He began sending telex messages to TASS descahitg
analysing the situation, moreover soon he managede{connect with MPLA, including the
FAPLA Chief of Staff “Xietu” (Joao Luis Neto). A blater he was introduced to Neto and finally
was given a chance, once a week or so, to trammwmie confidential messages (in addition to
ordinary telexes) to the Soviet Embassy in Bradlmaand so to Moscow) via MPLA radio stations
there and in Luanda. Then, to report personallyhensituation, in the absence of regular reliable
flights to neighbouring countries he managed ia F¢bruary to charter a small plane and come to
Brazzaville. After listening to his story Ambassadtevgeny Afanasenko suggested to recall him
to Moscow for de-briefing”

The next Soviet officer to come to Angola was N&@gptain Alexey Dubenkd' who arrived to
Luanda in March and stayed there also for a cooptaeonths or so. Igor Uvarov was supposed to
return to Luanda in July, but he got stuck in Beazlte for three weeks, waiting for a chance to fly
to the Angolan capital, that is for a plane “cortedcwith MPLA” which from time to time flew
there™" Dubenko followed him in Octobé&¥ however neither of them played advisory role.

It was on only on 1 November 1975 when the firstugr of the Soviet military specialists headed
by Captain Evgeny Lyashchenko, arrived in CongaBaaille from Moscow on the way to

Angola. Its mission was pure technical and defenste train Angolans in the use of “Strela”



portable anti-aircraft missile launchers (Zaire,ichhsupported FNLA obtained Mirages from
France and the MPLA leadership anticipated airsradd Luanddf. Then, on 16 November
another group headed by Colonel Vassily Trofimejgdwed them in Point-Noir and on the same
day, that is five days after the proclamation ofj8la’s independence, over 40 first Soviet military
specialists arrived at Luanda by An-12 militarynsport plane (of course, again with Aeroflot
markings¥".

The history of the Soviet military involvement im@ola is still to be written. A first step in this
respect was a conference held with the participatd the Institute for African Studies and
publication of representations made there mostlsheyveteran&® According to General Roberto
Leal Ramos Monteiro ‘Ngongo’, then the Angolan Arsgedor in Moscow (and now Minister of
Interior), all in all, over 6 000 Soviets came tagbla “to teach in military schools and academies
and to train our regular units” and over 1 000 $owiilitary visited it for “shorter periods of tirhe
while 6 965 Angolans underwent military trainingtire Soviet Unioff"". Figures, provided by the
Moscow Institute of Military History are even highéup to 1 January 1991 10 985 Soviet military
advisors and specialists visited Angola, includl®y generals and admirals, 7 211 officers, 1 083
warrant-officers and midshipmen, 2 116 sergeargtty pofficers and privates and 468 civilian
employees of the Soviet Army and Navy” (most ofntheerved with the Angolan government
army, but some with the ANC, SWAPO and, earlierPXAas well); 6 985 Angolans were trained
in the Soviet/Russian “military educational indibms” up to 1 January 199%. As to military
supplies, according to the Soviet archives they wntenl to 3, 7 billion Roubles from 1976 to
February 1989 and arms for 600 million Roubles weree delivered in 1989-199Y.

If we have to believe many Western and South Afrigathors, the most famous Soviet serviceman
in Angola was “General Konstantin Shaganovitch”ed-rBridgland, a well-known British
journalist, even took “General Shaganovitch’s offve” as the title for a whole section of his book
describing military actions in Angola. Moreover, dKstantin Shaganovitch”, who according to
Bridgland came to Angola in December 1885was “a known chemical warfare expert”, and this
was used to substantiate the claim that the Angbtagade that faced the SADF had “chemical
weapons in its armour§®".

The same author wrote also about “Shaganovitchitmedinate “Mikhail Petrov, first deputy in the
Soviet Politbureau in charge of counter-insurgepolicy”.*"". Perhaps Bridgland meant Army
General (and future Marshal) Vassily Petrov, Comueann-Chief of the Soviet Ground Forces
and later the First Deputy Defence Minister? If Betrov was first and foremost “in charge of”

regular warfare, and could by no means be descebedjunior to ‘Shaganovitch®



“Konstantin Shaganovitch” and “Mikhail Petrov” glmm one publication to another. A couple of
“Sovietologists”, Michael Radu and Arthur Klingheffeven claimed that after the “failure” of the
Angola offensive against UNITA “General Shagnovischareer may have reached a premature
end”™ “Shaganovitch” appears not only in a rather dibpk by Riaan Labuschagne, who claims
to be a successful spy for the racist Pretoria goaent™ and in a “masterpiece” of pro-Pretoria
propaganda by Willem Steenkaffif but even in an official presentation to the SoAfrican
Truth and Reconciliation Commission by a group affer top commanders of the SANDF —
Magnus Malan (former Minister of Defence!), KongtaNiljoen, Jannie Geldenhuys and Kat
Liebenbergd®™ This year another “reputable expert”, Al Ventetdaed them®V

Stephen Ellis, a British academic (and a formetoeddf the African Confidential) and his co-
author, a renegade from the ANC and SACP who usednabitious (and deceiving) pen-name
“Sechaba” (“People”) improved Bridgland’'s story:eth claimed in their “Comrades against
Apartheid” that “a Soviet General Konstantin Shamatch” supervised “in part” “the Angolan
government offensive against the SADF-backed UNiiTSeptember 1987

The reality, however, is very far from these staata. With the growth of numbers of instructors
and advisors from the USSR, Major-General llya Poaenkd™"' was appointed in the head of
the newly created Soviet military mission in eakB876. His (and his successors’) official title was
Chief Military Advisor — Advisor of the Minister oDefence. The next people to occupy this
position were Lieutenant-General Vassily Shakhrotf¢' (1978-1980) and then Lieutenant-
General Georgy Petrovsky (1980-1982).

For his excellent service during the World War TRetrovsky received the highest Soviet award -
a Gold Star of Hero of the Soviet Union and befooening to Luanda he occupied an important
post of the Chief of Staff of the Transcaucasianitdty District. But having left for holidays in
1982 he did not return to Angola, ostensibly foaltte reasons. So, in May that year came a new
GVS (a Russian abbreviation of Glavnyi Voennyi Soike- Chief Military Advisor).

| hope | will not be accused of “great power chaiam” if | say that in the Soviet Union there was
a very popular and very unofficial series of jokesa form of questions and answers - “Radio of
Armenia”. So, when | read stories about “Konsta@iraganovitch” | recalled one of them.

“Is it true that locksmith Abramian won 10 thoudaRoubles in the state lottery?” a question
comes. “True, very true, however, it was not locikkmbramian, but Academician Ambartsumian
Vil ‘he has not won, but lost, not 10 thousand Roublgsjust ten, and not in the state lottery, but
playing cards. Otherwise it is very true...”



So, stories by Bridgland, Klinghoffer, Labuschagmame it, are also “very true”, however General
Konstantin’s family name was not “Shaganovitch”t Burochkin, he did not come to Luanda in
December 1985, but left in June that y&3f,he was not “a chemical warfare expert”, but (ptir
coming to Angola) had been for ten years First Degiommander of the famous Soviet VDV
(Vozdushno-desantnye voiska — Paratroopré)therwise it is very true...

At the same time Bridgland (and his informers) glpsniscalculated the number of the Soviet
military in Angola: “Intelligence agencies estimét¢hat Shaganovitch had about 950 fellow
Soviets in command and training posts in Ang8laivhile the man in charge of them, General
Kurochkin said that the strength of “the Soviet iadwy apparatus” he had headed was “about 2
thousand person&®.

As to Ellis and “Sechaba™s claim “General Konstahindeed came to Angola in 1987 for a short
time at the head of the group of 17 Soviet officbig later, after the failure of that offensivada
his mission was somewhat of damage coritfol.

So it seems that Bridgland, Ellis, ‘Sechaba’ aneirtfollowers made a miracle: they managed to
merge a deceased person, Vassily Shakhnovich, veldosgon after his return to the USSR, with
the living Konstantin Kurochkin! As different asetbe “creators” of “Konstantin Shaganovitch”
people are - academics, journalists, top geneeaald, a failed spy - they all have one thing in
common: none of them indicate a source of that ‘Greot Yet it cannot be anything else but faulty
intelligence by Pretoria and/or its Western padndfaulty indeed, because Soviet documents
captured by South Africans during their invasiotoim August 1981 in Angola, shared by them
with the US authorities and finally published asamtdendum to the Report by Senator Denton,
Chair of the “Sub-Committee on Terrorism” contaimederence to “Chief Military Adviser in the
People’s Republic of Angola Lieutenant-General Yalgnovich”, dated April 1988" Alas, the
authors in question did not care about primary doenis; they preferred to rely on their
informants.

Another “improved” version was published by a waiformer Cuban Air Force Brigadier General
Rafael del Pino, who fled to the USA. He wrote abtArmy General Konstantinov®” thus
“promoting” Kurochkin to four-star General and magihis first name a basis for his family name.
Taking into account that, just as every turncoal Bino is serving now his new masters, we can
guess, that the US intelligence information on $lm@iets in Angola was hardly better than that of
Pretoria.

Del Pino also claimed that with the arrival “Kongfaov” “all the military coordination with soviet
assessors [advisors] of FAPLA in Angola with Culbaops were totally severed... The problem,

of course, was not Konstantinov who was followinstiuctions from the Soviet governmeft".



This is just one example of distortions of the #ouban relations in Angola. For many years, in
spite of denials by Moscow and Havana the Weskaddrs, academics and mass media claimed
that Cubans acted in Angola as Soviet “proxieste¥astating blow to these clams was delivered
by an excellent book by Piero Gleijeses based erCtiban archive documerfté.

Indeed, the first contact between Soviets and Cailbarngola was almost accidental. Against the
background of stories about “Soviet proxies”, Uwesmarrative about it looks really fascinating.
On the request of Neto he flew in an old Dakota (BCplane to Henrique de Carvalho (now
Saurimo) in the east of Angola. The Portuguese dratlyalready left this region and it came under
MPLA'’s control. He was asked to see whether anoairhere could be used in future for bringing
in supplies from the USSR. The runway was in a gomatdition, but all the navigation equipment
was taken out or destroyed. There Uvarov met twsqms, who asked the MPLA commander who
was the white man with him. “A France-Press comesient”, the Angolan replied. But when
Uvarov in his turn asked the commander, who thesepeople were, he told the truth: “Cubans”
and by Uvarov’s request introduced him to them.sehievo Cubans’ mission was to put the radio
station in order, but as Uvarov found out, whemias flying back to Luanda together with one of
them, the Cuban had earlier spent about six mantlkkscow, studying quite different subjects.

He told Uvarov that he was a member of a groupewés, an advisor and six instructors, who were
training local cadres. All in all by that time fiappened, most probably, in early September) about
80 Cubans were stationed in the Lobito and Mocasyettestal cities controlled by the Portuguese
who were sympathising with MPLA. Thus, contacts avestablished and before long Cubans, in
uniforms and with Kalashnikovs in hands, called tdvaat the hotel. Their Commander was Raoul
(Diaz Arguelles) who was later killed in action.ddoUvarov met Polo (Leopoldo Cintra Frias),
who replaced Raoul as the head of the Cuban nyilitassion™"

This was the beginning of 15 years of co-operatietween the Soviet and Cuban military in
Angola. Each and every Soviet veteran of the Angolzar underlines the warms of this
relationship. However, this is not to say that Iseafithe two missions and their subordinates did
not have differences. Moreover, | believe, Soviab@nh differences are exaggerated nowadays,
after the political changes in our part of the worl

For example, when on 6 December 1983 Pretoria lthdperation Safari, intensifying its
intervention in South Angola, these developmentsupnt about some differences between
Kurochkin and “Polo”. The Angolan brigades werat{atly) effectively repelling enemy attack¥.
These actions vindicated Kurochkin’s earlier redincke to transfer units from Southern Angola.
However, South Africans managed to occupy Cuveidita defeat the Angolan 1 brigade theré.

The Cuban commander suggested withdrawing thre®langrigades to the north, where air cover



could be provided. However, “General Konstantindught that it would be wrong to leave well-
equipped positions and that these brigades weresbowenough to rebuff even a numerically
stronger enem},.

Angola Minister of Defence, Pedro Maria Tonha “Retlasupported Kurochkin's approdth
however, “Polo”s views were confirmed in Fidel Ga& message to Dos Santos divulged by the
Cuban Commander to the GVS on 7 January 1984. glrded the withdrawal of the Angolan
brigades close to the area of deployment of Culmaods (Jamba-Matala-Lubango) as the only way
out™ That message was a response to Dos Santos’s réguttee opinion of Havana and Moscow
on the situation. The Soviet reply was quite défe: “By no means should the brigades of the 5
Military District be withdrawn... By no means shoule territories up to Mocademes-Lubango-
Menonge line be given up to South Africans, becétisefraught with political consequencés”
Following this line Kurochkin told Cubans that tipgestion of the withdrawal of the brigades of the
5™ Military District to the North is outside the cortence of the [Soviet] Chief Military Advisor
and the Commander of the Cuban Military Misston.

The Cubans were not happy either. In his discusswith the author “General Konstantin” was
very candid: “My relations with Cubans were comaled initially and, through their seniors in
Havana they even expressed [to Moscow] their displee with my activities. Then a serious
commission headed by Army General Valentin Vareowilirst Deputy Chief of the [Soviet]
General Staff came. This commission [it consistedlopersons who arrived on 13 January 1984
and spent several weeks in Angola] visited alltaniyi districts, got acquainted with the work of our
specialists and came to the conclusion that | vgg. "'

Varennikov and his team’s mission in Angola arecdbsd in detail in his memoif¥. According

to him in initially, when Fidel's proposal on wittalval of troops to the north communicated to
Moscow by Angolan President, was discussed by ®8CPoilitbureau. It was suggested to agree
to it but nevertheless Varennikov had to go anderalstudy of the situation on the spot. Having
visited the forward areas he found that the locag@dan Command, just as “General Konstantin”,
opposed this idea. So he had to look for a way-ombt to aggravate relations with the Cuban top
leadership but at the same time not to make wraasibns. He did find it: at the meeting with
Angolan and Cuban Command to the surprise of thossent he spoke in support of “Fidel’'s wise
idea™" but transformed it into a proposal to create sevechelons of defence between the front
line and the area of deployment of Cuban Forcesh @u‘face saving” action satisfied everybody,
including Cubans. According to Varennikov JorgedRet told him “I knew that everything, as

always, would end happily. The Soviet comradesficeha way out, even where there is no offe.”



However, in spite of the agreement, achieved mben tonce, in particular during “General
Konstantin™s visit to Havana in about the needf@mfming common Soviet-Cuban position, the
differences continued. One of the points of disagrent was the nature of war in Angola. At the
meeting with the Angolan President and militarydier® on 29 September 1984 Kurochkin stated
that combat actions in the south-eastern part gfofnhad acquired “a classical character”: UNITA
was attacking in battalions, armed with Chinese-enadb-machineguns, both its offensive and
counter-offensive were supported by artillery.

“Polo™s position was quite opposite: “The war inngola is not classical. It has a guerrilla
character”. Such a contradiction was noticed wgllthe Angolan President: “Here we see two
different concepts of the conduct of war”. He adedtthat UNITA had found out the plan of
FAPLA's operation, withdrew its forces from the anender attack and entered the areas of oil and
diamond production and coffee plantations. In lpgin the defence of economic projects became
a priority, especially of the Benguela railway. Bos Santos took a decision to cease the operation,
begun in other arda.Thus, “Polo” won this time, though at the next tiveg with Kurochkin he
correctly underlined that it was “the President®nodecision™ whatever opinion Soviet and
Cuban “assessors” expressed, the final word woelldllvays with the Angolan leadership.

Speaking in 2005, on the occasion of th& aaniversary of the Cuban Military Mission in Angpl
Fidel Castro quite correctly said: “Angola’'s posttery [in early 1976] prospects without the
political and logistic support of the USSR were +mxistent”. However, he continued: “This is not
the right time to discuss the differing strategitd aactical conceptions of the Cubans and the
Soviets. We trained tens of thousands of Angolddiess and acted as advisers in the instruction
and combat operations of Angolan troops. The Sswelvised the military high command and
provided ample supplies of weaponry to the Angalemed force§” Actions based on the advice
given at the top level caused us quite a few hdamfacNonetheless, great respect and strong
feelings of solidarity and understanding always vpiled between the Cuban and Soviet
military.”>"

The last sentence is very correct, but the prevomes deserve some comments. The Soviets’ role
was not limited to advising “the military high corand” and supplies of weapons. They also
trained thousands of Angolans both in the trairestablishments and in the field, serving just as
Cubans, as “advisers in the instruction and conolpatrations of Angolan troops”. On the other
hand, Cubans constituted an important elementeofitdiint Command Post, housed in the Angolan
President’s residence and directly subordinateino™h and took part in discussing important

discussions with the Angolan leadership.



The most critical stage of the war in Angola in @9&egan with the offensive against UNITA'’s
stronghold in South-Eastern part of the countr§987. It was stopped by the South African troops.
FAPLA suffered serious losses, two Soviet officaZelonel Andrey Gorb and Lieutenant Oleg
Snitko were killed” and several wounded and shell-shocked.

Two extracts from a book by Igor Zhdarkin, the Stwfficer, who himself was shell-shocked at
Cuito Cuanavale are worth quoting:

“They [South Africans], by the way, being remarlalglentlemen, bombarded only the Angolan
brigades. In other words, the bombardment of oorgd think, was not envisioned in their plans.
Perhaps they didn’t want to risk international cdiogtions, or complications with the Soviet
Union, or something else again. But this emity was a motive only as far as concerned
our own camp, whereas in the case of all the othermsas war as usual. In other words, if the
Soviet advisor goes to his brigade and suffersetfiemn bombardment — nothing to do — war is
war!

Although they sent us an ultimatum before the 1dthMarch, 1988 — “Soviets, leave Cuito
Cuanavale, we don’t want to touch you.” The leaflsere in English. The Angolans brought these
leaflets to us and said “these are written in Eigtio we don’t understand them...”

And from Luanda, an order arrived — “Look after yawn security.” But how? In what way if the
road to Menongue was cut off? In fact, the roadnfrGuito Cuanavale to Menongue — 180 km
long— was controlled by UNITA. We were encirclecbvidcould we look after our own security! In
what way?™"'.

However, some actions of the SADF could hardlydgarded as “gentlemen’s behaviour”:
“29.10.87 ...at 14:00, we received frightening nes13:10, the enemy had bombarded the 59th
brigade, situated in our vicinity, with chemical ap®ns containing poison gas. As a result, many
people had been poisoned. Four had lost conscissisral the brigade commander was coughing
blood. The Soviet advisors in the brigade were alfected. The wind was blowing nearby and
everyone was complaining of violent headaches aus$ewr. This news greatly disturbed us since,
you see, we didn’t have any gas masks whatso&Ver.”

SADF and UNITA units approached the town of Cuitasa@avale and shelled it for several weeks
but could not take it. Fidel Castro declared thdhimre of South African and UNITA forces to
capture this town was a turning point: “From nowtba history of Africa will have to be written
before and after Cuito Cuanaval&"

The failure of the FAPLA'’s offensive and furthervééopments proved once more the existence of

differences between Moscow and Havana, especialiyden their military commanders towards



the military strategy in Angola, but, just as iretbases discussed above, they were differences
between comrades-in-arms, and not between thesrival

In his speech, quoted above Fidel paid a spedahtain to the fighting at Cuito Cuanavale and
further developments: “Desperate calls were reckivem the Angolan government appealing to
the Cuban troops for support in fending off presdrdesaster; it was unquestionably the biggest
threat from a military operation in which we, asaiher occasions, had no responsibility whatever.
Titanic efforts by the Cuban political and militanggh command, despite the serious threat of
hostilities which hung over us as well, resulted&sembling the forces needed to deliver a decisive
blow against the South African forces...

So while in Cuito Cuanavale the South African treegere bled, to the southwest 40.000 Cuban
and 30.000 Angolan troops [and PLAN as well], supgabby some 600 tanks, hundreds of pieces
of artillery, 1.000 anti-aircraft weapons and theinlg MiG-23 units that secured air supremacy,
advanced towards the Namibian border, ready toallte sweep up the South African forces
deployed along that main rout&.

The resounding victories in Cuito Cuanavale, eglgcthe devastating advance by the powerful
Cuban contingent in southwest Angola, spelled titea# foreign aggressiort™

Let us try to evaluate these developments. Crafdsloscow’s actions regard the very idea of the
offensive in the remote areas of South-Eastern knge mistaken due to long lines of supplies,
lack of roads, etc. Indeed, several of them failddwever, “General Konstantin” believes that it
was correct to attack the area where main forc&\dTA were concentrate

Quite probably, when the Soviets advised the togofan Command to carry out an offensive
operation in the South East, towards Mavinga antbda they underestimated the threat of massive
involvement of the SADF. But this very involvemeat) overt, as distinct from 1975, intervention
by Pretoria gave a “moral right” for the Cubansctoss for the first time in many years the “red
line” and to begin advancing to the Namibian border

Ten years later, in 1998, Fidel Castro criticized &ctions of the Soviets: “The advisors... thought
they were waging the Battle of Berlin, with Marsizddukov in command, thousands of tanks and
40,000 cannons. They did not understand, nor cthdg understand the problems of the Third
World, the setting of the struggle and the typavaf that must be waged in that settifgj'”

With all my due respect | have to say that thigassient is not fair. The Soviets advisors could and
did understand “the problems of the Third Worldie tSoviet military were involved in one way or
another in dozens of conflicts there, and in paldic(unfortunately) they had to acquire a veryaric

experience in counter-guerrilla warfare in Afghaauns



As for tanks and cannons, according to anotherersiant of Fidel the Cubans themselves
concentrated under his overall command 1 000 tabhk80Q0 anti-aircraft weapons and artillery
pieces, and 1 000 armoured vehicles in Southernolangnd on March 10, while the South
Africans continued to be bogged down in Cuito Cwafe with the support of aviation they began
advance towards the Namibian bort#8f. This offensive carried out by many thousands dbaZy
Angolan and SWAPO troops was exactly a regularavarbperation!

Moreover, to the best of the author’'s knowledges¢hactions were not received negatively in
Moscow, at least among those, who were directlyimigavith Southern Africa. Adamishin, then
the Deputy head of the Foreign Ministry, which vikelitionally more “cautious” than the CPSU
International Department notes that at his meetiitly Chester Crocker in Lisbon in May 1988 the
US representative was worried by the Cubans’ advémwards the Namibian border. Crocker was
interested in urgently stopping this “dangerous garmowever, Moscow’s interests were different:
“not to hamper it, even help it in every possiblaywbut to see to it that it does not go out of
control” ¥V

Risquet writes: “It was more obvious than ever Mwy 1988] that the military situation has
compelled the South Africans to accept a solutiwat tvould prevent the liberation of Namibia
from being achieved through war*® Adamishin virtually confirms this view: “We hadsacret
understanding with the Cubans that they would mos<the border with Namibia. But — it was
also agreed upon — there was not reason to décjgublicly”. ™

Richard Bloomfield, a former American diplomat, s by and large sober assessment of the
situation in Angola (a rather rare case among Wesézademic) wrote in 1988, before the
conclusion of the talks: “It is ironic that if tHdéS [and USSR] - brokered settlement comes into
effect, it will be in large measure due to the fig ability of the very Cuban forces that the @dit
States insisted for so long were the chief obstaxleuch an agreement and to a decision by the
Soviet Union that Angola was not such a strategiwepafter all”™" His is right on the first case,
but hardly on the second one; thus the archive deats show that on 7 February 1989 the Soviet
Politbureau discussed “additional measures” neédetito allow to weaken the defence capability
of Angola as Cuban troops withdraw from the cognff"

Indeed, it was after the debacle of the SADF ata@CQuanavale (and later in other areas of Angola)
that talks about the political settlement in Sowhstern Africa moved forward, opening the way
for the implementation of the UN resolutions oniaeing the independence of Namibia.

However, the war in Angola continued for 13 morargeand peace came to the country only in
2002, when government troops indeed had defeat&d forv@es of UNITA as the Soviets advisors

suggested earlier.



Let us come back now to another case, the striaggest the regime of apartheid in South Africa.
The distortions of the nature of Moscow’s relatiomish African National Congress and South
African Communist Party are no less than those witgola. Thus, Ellis and "Sechaba”, referring
to a police agent Gerard Ludi's "unpublished doaunun the CPSA" that claimed that "the
Freedom Charter was sent to Moscow Africa Instifateapproval¥™* The author would be proud
of his Institute’s association with such an impnotthistorical document, however the decision to
establish the Institute was taken in June 195@y dfte discussion between William Dubois and
Nikita Khrushev, that is exactly four years aftee Freedom Charter had been adopted!

The first discussions on practical assistance tkimto we Sizwe (MK) took place when MK
prominent member Arthur Goldreich and Vella Pilldye SACP representative in Western Europe
came to Moscow in January 1963. Goldreich recakg his consultations in Moscow were "in a
very practical sense influenced by the draft OpemaMayibuye [launching the armed struggle]
plans”, though it does not imply, he underlinest tthis plan to develop the armed struggle
depended on the mission to Moscti.Contrary to claims by some Western authors that he
"successfully lobbied the Soviet Union and itseallifor an estimated $ 2, 8 million in df§*
[Estimated by whom? No references, as usual], @mhrin a letter to the author emphasised, that
at that stage "the scope and scale of specific ndextussed in Moscow, were of very limited
nature though (they) covered issues of wider gSigcgmice and touched upon possibilities of
continued assistandé*'. In particular, the Soviet side insisted that tupplies to Umkhonto
should be organised through the governments ofpienatdent African countri&&™ and not to be
transferred "on high seas" as he rather adventlyrsuggestel§*".

Certainly, the teamwork between the SACP and th€ Als an important factor for the decision
makers in Moscow, but it does not mean that asgistdo the ANC would not be provided
otherwise. Soviet assistance was provided to ttaplps of other countries, where communist
parties were not in existence, such as Namibia.

In fact large scale co-operation between the US&Rthe ANC started after the visit of Oliver
Tambo, the ANC Deputy President General and HeadsoExternal Mission in April 1963.
Following it the first groups of Umkhonto we Sizwadres came to be trained in Moscow and
especially Odessa, where 328 MK fighters were échin 1963-1965 in two groups.

The Russian press has calculated that, from 196384, 1.501 ANC activists were trained in
Soviet military institution§** However this figure is not all-inclusive and iraligy is well above
two thousand. Beginning from 1986 a big numbermef Wmkhonto cadres were admitted for long-

term officer training, including courses for Air fee pilots and Navy officers.



Besides, about two hundred ANC members complesidiig in Soviet tertiary institutions, mostly
with Masters and some with PhD degr®&¥. Two hundred more South Africans studied at the
Institute of Social Sciences, and dozens in traderuand youth schools. Several hundreds visited
the USSR for rest and medical treatment.

Supplies of arms and equipment and financial aswist also started and continued for over 25
years. According to the official data, the totalueaof assistance to the ANC (from 1963 to 1990)
was about 61 million roubles, including 52 millisnpplies (36 million - “special equipment” and
16 million - civilian goods). The rest is “techni@ssistance”, mostly training of ANC cadres in the
USSR and sending Soviet specialists to Ang8™4. Nonetheless these figures are not all-
embracing; they do not include the material asscegrovided by the Soviet Communist Party and
non-governmental organisations, such as the SéfretAsian Solidarity Committee. Moreover
even the accurate figures would not reflect the tpicture, because the simple conversion of
roubles into dollars at any given rate of exchacae only further distort the picture: many goods,
especially military supplies, were exceptionalleah in the USSR.

A more detailed description of the equipment migjke a clearer picture: several thousand AK-47s
of various modifications, 3362 Simonov self-loadiogrbines (SKS), six thousand pistols, 275
grenade-launchers, 90 Grad-P missile launchers, 4/&trela 2M anti-aircraft missile launchers,
20 Malyutka anti-tank rocket launchers, over 60 tars; etd™""

The history of Soviet involvement in training of Méé&dres is distorted over and over again. Terry
Bell claims in his Unfinished Business. South AdriApartheid and Truth, written with Dumisa
Buhle Ntebeza that “there were also reportedly fiRegal by whom? When and where?] agreements
in place between the US and USSR. These restraxtgdmilitary aid provided to the ANC to
conventional training involving artillery and tanks not much use in the conditions of the
time”, X pecause Moscow held ANC and SACP “in reserve amgates in the global game of
superpowers”™’

This is entirely wrong. Archibald Sibeko, an MK d#ag member, recalls his experience in
Moscow: “We were taught military strategy and testitopography, drilling, use of firearms and in
guerrilla warfare. We also covered politics, witalry emphasis on skills needed [for] construction
and use of explosives, vehicle maintenance, feedingobile army and first aid in the field:
everything necessary for survival under guerridaditions”*®

A similar opinion was expressed General Siphiwendga first African Chief of the South African
National Defence Force (SANDF), who came to the R®8er two decades later, in 1985, with the
group of the MK commanders, which included ChaNgskula who is now South African Minister

of Defence and Nosiviwe Maphisa Ngakula, incumidmister of Home Affairs:



“In the USSR, we were staying in an apartment orkCgireet, Moscow [now renamed back into
Tverskaya, it is the main street in the capitaheve the lectures were conducted. For the préactica
exercises, we went to a place outside Moscow... \Wdiet MCW (Military and Combat Work) as
part of an abridged Brigade Commanders’ course.
The course covered the following subjects, amohgrst
(2) Communications
(2) Underground work

- Surveillance

- Secret writing

- Secret meetings

- Photography
3) Military work

- Ambush

- Attack

- Artillery effectiveness

- Small arms
All were useful.”"
One telling detail: of the first group of the AN@mamanders incorporated into the new SANDF in
1994 at general’'s level everybody underwent mifiteiaining in the USSR except one who had
been trained in the GDR and by the Soviets in Aagol
However, in the mid-1960s, having trained hundregisters in the USSR and elsewhere the ANC
leadership faced fundamental obstacles in brintheg back home. Soviet-trained cadres took part
in attempts to come to South Africa via Mozambigqud 967 and via Zimbabwe, in co-operation
with ZAPU, in 1967-1968". A failure of them forced the ANC and SACP leati@do revive the
idea of using a sea route to transfer a group of ddidres to South Africa. As cautious as the
Soviets were, following continual requests Moscaywead to support the pt4l, which included
training of personnel, reconnoitring suitable sifes landing, assisting in acquiring a vesSel
supplying the necessary equipment, and trainindathéing party. However, “Operation J”, as this
project was calle" just like “Operation Chelsea”, an attempt to savdeast some preparation
efforts failed™""
A rare success was the “penetration” into SouthcaAfand then into Lesotho in 1974 by Chris
Hani, a military and political leader of ANC, andsgstant General Secretary at the SACP. Even

though the Soviets were not directly involved irsthperation, his studies in the USSR were vital.



Hani recalled: “We had undergone a course in th@eSdJnion on the principles of forming an
underground movement; that was our training: then&édion of the underground movement, then
the building of guerrilla detachments. The Soviat$ a lot of emphasis on the building of these
underground structures, comprising at the beginnérg few people®"".

A new stage in Moscow’s co-operation with the AN€gan when Tambo-led delegation which
visited Moscow in late 1978 requested assistancéh@fSoviets in the actual organisation of
training of MK cadres in Angola.

The head of the group of the Soviet military spksti®, who came to Angola in October 1979 and
soon became very popular among the ANC cadres,thgs “Comrade Ivan” — Navy Captain
Vyacheslav Fyodorovich Shirya&¥* Others followed, replacing each other in two aeéhyear
shifts, altogether over 200 persons in 1979-T99There can be no doubt that the direct
involvement of Soviet officers helped to raise tbeel of combat readiness of ANC armed units
and, especially, of the organisers of the armedergrdund. The names of “Comrade Ivan”,
“Comrade George” (Colonel German Pimenov), “Comrablichael” (Colonel Mikhail
Konovalenko), “Comrade Victor” (Colonel Victor Bealn), who succeeded each other as “chief
advisors”, became house names in the ranks of MK.

The development of Moscow’s military co-operatioithaSWAPO and ZAPU and their military
wings — PLAN and ZIPRA went a rather similar way. Most of their top conmuers studied in
the USSR. Apart from military training in the US@Rd supplies of arms and equipment which
commenced in mid-1960s, a group of the Soviet amjispecialists stayed with PLAN in Lubango,
south Angola from 197F and with ZIPRA also from 1977 in Luena, easterrgéla and from
1978 in Lusaka. Vassily Solodovnikov, former Soviembassador to Zambia (and former Director
of the Institute for African Studies) writes: “Oudvdly, for the public, the group [headed by Cololel
Lev Kononov] was prescribed to Zambia’s Defence istig, but it didn’t work even a single day
there. In reality, the military specialists worked councillors to the Chief Commander of the
People’s Revolutionary Army Joshua Nkomo. Theseplgeovere first-class specialists in the
guerrilla warfare™"

Earlier we pointed to the motives of the SovietigolHowever, some Western scholars, especially
"Sovietologists" measure it by their own standakigt Campbell believes "it is inconceivable that
the Soviet Union does not demand a quid pro qum tite ANC for this assistanc€"Nevertheless
what is "inconceivable" for this scholar was quitenceivable” for the Soviet political and military
leadership. Naturally, the political changes in tBo@ifrica and other countries of the region, the

formation of the governments, led by liberation meents would be favourable for Moscow and



would facilitate the establishment of friendly amditually beneficial relations. But the relations
between the USSR and them were always free fromr shercantilism or a patron-client model.
Whatever the figures of Soviet military assistamezehe liberation movements and independent
African states are, more important is the fact tklatscow’s support was often vital, when and
where other countries could not or did not wantidait. Just a couple of examples. South African
pressure was apparently one of the main reasores $adden decision of the Tanzanian authorities
to close the ANC camps in that country in 1969. dgiuinately, not a single African country was
ready to house the remaining core of Umkhonto, Mkdcadres had to spend about two years in
the Soviet Union on “refresher coursé4”.

Another example is the Soviet involvement in theefapion Vula, aimed at the creation of an
armed underground network inside South Africaidhgied a mutual trust between the ANC top
leadership and Moscow. Thus, on 11-12 July 198%nnBretoria and Western propaganda were
claiming hat the USSR had “dropped” the ANC, Moscoas still the safest place for Oliver
Tambo and other ANC leaders to meet Mac Maharajh#ad of their underground machinery.
Siphiwe Nyanda, who headed the Vula machinery tegetac Maharaj and Ronnie Kasrils later
commented: “The Moscow visit of 1988 was the filegl of my preparation to infiltrate the RSA. It
afforded me the opportunity to brush up on my disggiand gain more confidence on these. More
identities were added to existing ones, enablingtonehed some of them as | advanced from
Moscow to Schipol (Holland) to Nairobi (Kenya) atal Matsapa (Swaziland), thus breaking the
trail and preparing for a safe infiltration intoetiRSA... From an operational point of view, the
Moscow leg was probably the most important for rayes story.

Without exception, those who were not privy to thf@rmation believed | was in the Soviet Union
for [military] studies. The enemy therefore nevepected me to be right on his doorst&p!”

Nyanda’s words flatly rebuff fair (or not so fatgles written by some authors. Ellis and “Sechaba”
do not refer to any source when they assert thiteaGorbachev-Reagan summit in Reykjavik in
October 1986 “redefining zones of influence” toolkage and Moscow “committed itself to
withdraw its forces or to refrain from seeking theerthrow of the existing order [in South Africa],
leaving the field to the USA and its allies on greund”®"" They even claim that South Africa was
included in Reykjavik “in the category of countriebere the USSR would henceforth refrain from
aggression (sic!)®* However, the minutes of Gorbachev-Reagan discusgablished in Moscow
later shown that South Africa had not been mentiaateall by either of therf

The Soviet support to the Southern African liberatimovements was vital, especially in the
military field. However, it would be wrong to redud to this aspect only. Hundreds of Africans

from the region graduated in the USSR, mostly Withster degrees, many studied for a shorter



time in the Institute of Social Sciences or in WYeaing Communist League Higher School.

Apart from the annual quota detailed by the CP&E Soviet Afro-Asian Solidarity Committee and
other NGOs received Africans for rest and mediestiment in the USSR. Besides, on the initiative
of the SAASC, wounded and sick ANC activists wedendted to the Soviet military hospitals as
well. In some case the treatment was fairly lomy, dxample, many months in the hospitals and
several operations were required for Timothy MakoéGeneral Godfrey Ngwenya, incumbent
Chief of South African |National Defence Force ¢éouperate after an attack by the UNITA on the
ANC convoy in Angola.

Besides, doctors and nurses were trained in theRJ&8ong them Manto Tshabalala-Msimang
who served as South African Minister of Health (sl@s promoted recently and became Minister in
the Presidency) and late Lieutenant General TheMbauku, who headed SANDF Medical
Service, Soviet doctors were sent to the ANC andAB® camps in Angola.

One should not forget also Moscow’s consistenttigali support and diplomatic support of the
liberation struggle in South Africa, be it at thé&\Uother international organizations, or bilateral
contacts. It would be proper to compare Moscowtguale with the stand of the major Western
powers at that period. A circular sent from the Béteign and Commonwealth Office to a number
of British embassies in Africa stated: “...you ardilagrty to maintain overt but reasonably discrete
contact with the political leaders [“of various Ed®m movements from Southern Africa”], though
you should not offer assistance to them.” Moreovke, definition of this “reasonably discrete
contact” was rigid enough: “You may speak to leadafr freedom movements if you happen to
meet each other on neutral ground; You may reddigm if they come on legitimate business to
your office (though you may think it better to dep@ member of your staff to do this in most
cases); You should not be seen to take the im#ian seeking a meeting; You should under no
circumstances invite them to your own residence rmethbers of your staff should refer to you
before inviting them.”

In particular the Office warned British diplomat&reater circumspection needs to be observed in
regard to South African and Portuguese Africa gsptipan in the case of South West African and
Rhodesian ones, which are opposed to Governments or less dubious legitimac$)”

One more example: when Anthony Mongalo was semepoesent the ANC in Italy in 1970, his
status was initially “semi-legal”. An Italian noregernmental organisation “MOLISV” (Movement
for Liberation and Development) provided accommmaatbut he could not obtain a long-term
visa. It was necessary for Mongalo to enlist thig loé Johnny Makatini (the ANC representative in
Algiers) and so acquire an Algerian passport thétled him to stay in Italy without a visa for 90

days at a time. The result was that he had to ldaeountry periodically for a short time and then



return.®"
Prof Vassily Solodovnikov recalls that when he cammé¢he Soviet Ambassador to Lusaka in 1976,
his colleagues, Western ambassadors used to sdy a you dealing with ANC? ...ANC does
not have any support inside the country”. In hignmgm “the Western countries maintained their
unfriendly attitude towards ANC almost until thedesf the 1980s, and only when they saw that the
ANC was rapidly advancing to victory they hurrigolto make ‘friends’ with it.>"

There would not be an exaggeration to say thatigally Moscow supported the struggle against
colonialism and racism from the first days of th@l7 revolution. According to the USSR
Constitution “supporting the struggle of peoples mational liberation and social progress” was
regarded as one of the aims of the Soviet foreigity®" | strongly believe that Moscow’s most
important contribution to the elimination of aparithin South Africa was not political and material
assistance, training facilities or other stepsdascribed above, but the encouragement of non-
racism in the ranks of the liberation movements.

Let us try to summarize. Indeed, there is a tenglémdook at the liberation struggle in Southern
Africa mainly through the distorting glasses ofsaiperpowers’ rivalry’ during the ‘Cold War'.
Thus, Chester Crocker, former Assistant Secret&iState, writes in the preface to his memoirs:
“This book tells the story of peacemaking in Afritee 1980s. It is a record of an American
diplomatic strategy which helped us to win the Cdldr in the Third World®'. But if to use this
militaristic terminology, who actually achieved &tery? Who is at the helm of the Southern
African countries now, Moscow’s friends or Washomgs protégés? Who is ruling in Namibia
now: SWAPO or so called Democratic Turnhalle Alta And in Mozambique: FRELIMO or
RENAMO? Who is President of Angola: Dos Santos avi®bi? Who became the first President

of democratic South Africa: Mandela or Buthelezi?
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