Camp David ‘‘victory’’ were
addressed more fully at last week’s
Atlantic Treaty Association meet-
ing in Hamburg. There Nelson
Rockefeller, fresh from a personal
Henry Kissinger briefing, NATO
Secretary General Joseph Luns,
and NATO Supreme Commander
Alexander Haig, set up a chorus for
extending NATO jurisdiction to the
Middle East, Africa, and all ‘‘flank
areas’’ of the Third World.

‘“NATO’s frontier — the frontier
of free Europe — is no longer just
the frontier of Central Europe but
is to be found in the Middle East
and Africa as well,”” the former
U.S. vice president said. ‘‘Soviet
flanking moves in the Horn of
Africa, the southern end of the
Arab peninsula, and other areas
must be matters of concern to the
NATO nations and the whole free
world. . . .”” Rockefeller’s pre-
scription: ‘“NATO must stand not
only for the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization, but for all nations
against totalitarian oppression.”’

Fortunately, sane voices have
been raised to dispute this policy
for the Atlantic Alliance. At the
Hamburg NATO meeting, Chan-
cellor Helmut Schmidt rebuffed the
geopolitical strategists and put for-
ward economic cooperation with
the socialist bloc and the Third
World as the only viable policy.
West German Foreign Minister
Genscher, speaking for the entire
European Community, told the
United Nations General Assembly
session on Sept. 26 that ‘‘detente in
Europe and in East-West relations
can and should release new politi-
cal and economic energy to master
the great challenge of our times:
the elimination of hunger and
want in the Third World.”
Genscher also indicated that
Europe is taking steps to make the
United Nations a real peace-
keeping force.

Genscher’s point was reiterated '

at the UN on Sept. 27 by Mexican
Foreign Minister Santiago Roel,
who said that more than avoiding
war, what is required ‘is to win the
-peace in itsdynamic concept . . . to
resolve the vital needs of develop-
ment of food production, health,
education, work, housing and
security for every human being.”’
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Kissinger victor in South Africa

The conjuncture of the selection of
the warhawk Defense Minister
Pieter W. Botha to head the govern-
ment of the Republic of South
Africa and that nation’s rejection
of the previously agreed-upon
United Nations settlement for the
former colony of Namibia is an
ominous sign for the securing of
peacein southern Africa.

It would be foolhardy, however,
to think that the policy of South
Africa is in the hands of its govern-
ment. The real winner in the fight
for the successor to resigning
Prime Minister Vorster is Henry
Kissinger, whose growing
influence upon the Carter
Administration made P.W. Botha’s
selection possible.

Botha’'s own statements this
week that the East-West conflict
overshadows any internal racial
problems echoes precisely Henry
Kissinger’s scenario for a super-
power showdown in Africa. Last
week the former Secretary of State
attacked the Carter Administra-
tion for being ‘‘needlessly
compliant towards Soviet geo-
political expansionism,” adding
emphatically that ‘‘the Soviets
have gotten away with more than
they should in’’ Africa.

Kissinger’s gaining control over
U.S. foreign policy through his
protégé National Security Council
chief Zbigniew Brzezinski has
succeeded in wrecking the positive
policy initiatives in the region by
UN Ambassador Andrew Young.
Numerous signals from
Kissinger’'s own Center for
Strategic and International Studies
(CSIS) at Georgetown University

and the invitation by 27 U.S.

senators to Rhodesian Prime
Minister Ian Smith to visit the U.S.
were ample evidence for South
African hardliners that the U.S.
would not disapprove of South
Africa’s intransigence.

At the same time, the Rhodesian
situation is fast moving from any
negotiated settlement as the U.S.
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foreign policy collapse has
permitted Great Britain to proceed
with trying to split Rhodesian
nationalist forces, the Patriotic
Front, and impose a phony British-
dominated settlement on Rhodesia.

Britain is now following the
guidelines put forward by CSIS
Africa analyst Chester Crocker in
the Washington Post Sept. 25: If
Smith submits to British authority,
says Crocker: ‘‘London would
move ahead with establishing all
parties commissions and councils
to take decisions on such matters
as security, elections, the constitu-
tion and the civil service. All
groups would be urged to partici-
pate but none would be offered a
decision-making vote.”

But like London’s Camp David,
Crocker’s ‘‘all party commissions’’
are a hoax. They are predicated on
maneuvering the labile Front
leader Nkomo into a settlement
with Smith, breaking his partner-
ship with Front leader Robert
Mugabe. Such a fake settlement
would be absolutely unacceptable
to the front-line states bordering
Rhodesia and South Africa. The
Rhodesian armed forces are now
running daily murderous raids into
Mozambique, where Mugabe’s
forces are based.

The end result, as Kissinger and
his masters in London know, can
only be an escalation of guerrilla
warfare in both Namibia and
Rhodesia. The hardline turn in
South Africa now promises to bring
that country to Smith’s aid, with
U.S. de facto approval, forcing the
frontline states to seek Soviet help.

Delivering Kissinger’s promises,

Admiral Thomas H. Moorer,
former Supreme Allied
Commander of NATO and

presently an advisor to CSIS stated
during a recent trip to South Africa
and Namibia: ‘“The U.S. would
probably get more involved in the
case of another Angola-type
conflict in Africa.”
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