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In 1976, Smith's troops massacred over 600 people at 
the Nyazonia refugee camp in Mozambique. 

Will the West Rescue 
Smith's Regime? 

Press reports over the last few weeks make it clear 
that white minority rule in Rhodesia is now very near col
lapse. Today many districts in the eastern part of the 
country near Mozambique have been abandoned to the 
guerrillas of the Patriotic Front. Tight censorship hal'; 
been Imposed, Black guerrillas have clashed with the 
"security forces" In Salisbury Itself. There has been no 
progress in implementing the anti-apartheid legislation 
demanded by Africans. Instead, Smith's military, driven 
by desperation, has lashed out at the refugee camps in 
Mozambique. 

The failure of Ian Smith's "internal settlement" Is 
causing growing anxiety in the West. George Ball, 
formerly a high State Department official and now a 
partner of the powerful Lehman Bros. investment bank, 
wrote not long ago that the U.S. Government is haunted 
by the "nightmare" of a Patriotic Front military victory. It 
is not surprising that, despite the commitment to end the 
embarrassment of Smith 's rule, Western governments 
are making noises about a possible airlift of troops to 
Rhodesia "in an emergency. " In London on June 15, the 
British Foreign Secretary openly referred to contingency 
plans for evacuating people from the country. An airlift 
would take place, he re-assured a concerned press, 
"only If there is a total breakdown of law and order" -a 
breakdown of Smith's regime. 

At the end of July the London Observer also revealed 
that Britain and the U.S. are preparing "an international 
rescue force to safeguard the lives of 200,000 white 
settlers in Rhodesia- should the deteriorating security 
situation lead to a collapse of the Rhodesian interim 
government. " Two options are evidently being consider
ed The first is for troops to secure the main road from 
Salisbury to the South African border, so that settters can 
be evacuated by car and bus. The second is for the drop
ing of paratroops to secure major towns In order to per
mit an airlift similar to that of the Kolwezl, Shaba inter
vention last spring by Carter , France and Belgium. 

The British , however, do not have the troops for either 
kind of operation. American - and probably other 

troops would have to be used . But would Western 
troops th n be used to prevent the guerillas from occupy
Ing major cities? Would they be used to impose Smith's 
"interim government" and ensure the installation of a 
" friendly and moderate" government that many Africans 
fear would be too " friendly" to foreign corporations and 
too "moderate" about meeting the desperate needs of 
an African population already bearing the scars of white 
rule? The Patriotic Front in its September critique of 
the Anglo-American plan charged that that was indeed 
the intention of the U.S. and West European powers. Will 
the U.S, the UK and other "Shaba alumni" seek to 
impose their solutions under cover of a " rescue opera
tion" as they did In Zaire? What will that mean for Africa , 
for the Western countries and for the peace of the world? 

Namibia Plan Invites U.S. Intervention 
Is Namibia on its way to independence? 
On July 27 the United Nations Security Council voted a 

qualified endorsement of the Western plan for a settle
ment there, a step which could lead to the withdrawal of 
South African occupying forces and bring an end to 
South Africa 's war against the popular-based guerrilla 
forces of SWAPO, a war which has wracked the country 
for nearly a decade. A few days later, on August 5, a 
special United Nations team left for Namibia to begin 
drawing up plans for free elections and independence by 
early 1979. 

The acceptance of the Western plan has been widely 
hailed in the press as a major success for the Carter 
policy of seeking majority rule through "peaceful 
means," and hopes have been raised that decolonization 
in Namibia will create an atmosphere conducive to 
peaceful change throughout southern Africa. 

In fact, however, a great deal remains to be resolved, 
so much so that there is a real danger the situation in 
Namibia will deteriorate rapidly, with an escalation of 
violence on all sides and unpredictable consequences in 
other parts of southern Africa. 

First, there are fears that the United Nations will find 
itself in the middle of another Congo situation and that an 
inability to act decisively will lead to the frustration of its 
mandate to secure true independence for the people of 
the territory. 

Although the United Nations is now trying to organize 
an orderly South African withdrawal, the real issues in 
Namibia are far from resolved. The South West Africa 
People's Organization (SWAPO), which South Africa 
acknowledges to have at least 70 per cent of the popula
tion behind it, fought for 12 years to end South African 
control. Recognized by the UN as the only legitimate 
representative of the Namibian people, SWAPO is 
committed to ending apartheid. Their constituency, the 
million African inhabitants of the country, are insisting 
upon far-reaching changes and an end to the oppressive 
rule of less than 100,000 white settlers. 

The Western proposals, however, undercut the origi
nal Security Council resolutions which were designed to 
end white rule. They allow South Africa to retain exten
sive powers dUring the transition to independence. South 

Africa still has some 50,000 troops and police In Namibia. 
It controls the administrative system, the judiciary, trans
port, communications and supply for the whole territory. 
Pretoria has already indicated that it intends to use its 
power to retain political control during the transition 
process. Its aim is to arrange for the "election" of a 
black puppet regime to ensure the protection of its 
strategic and economic interests. 

How is the United Nations to confront this situation? 
The U.N. Transition Assistance Group, supported by 
5,000 U.N . troops, is meant to take control now and to 
hold elections under its own supervision and control. 
South Africa is evidently determined to prevent that, 
knowing that a free election would mean a SWAPO vic
tory. Furthermore, it is clear that the Western powers, 
who at the moment have control over the Security 
Council, would like the U.N. Special Representative to 
turn a blind eye toward Pretoria's maneuvers. The West, 
too, would like to see a "moderate" government in the 
future Namibia. 

That there is going to be a struggle between South 
Africa and the U.N. is accepted by most reliable sources 
at the U.N. Non-aligned countries will support U.N. 
efforts to end South African control and to ensure free 
elections, while the Western powers and others will 
increase pressures-already evident-to yield to South 
Afr ica in order to preserve "amicable relations" and 
"stability." It is quite likely, therefore, that implementation 
of the proposals will be halting, with SWAPO and South 
Afr ican forces asserting their power, and with possible 
seen and unseen clashes between the U.N. and South 
I\frica in both the Namibian field and the halls and 
c rridors of diplomats. 

It is clear that the Western powers are aware even 
now \hat "their settlement" may turn out to be 
prec~rious. U.S. military planners are already inquiring 
into tre possibilities of "instability" after a settlement, 
asking about the possible outbreak of a new war and 
aboul the possible involvement of "external actors." The 
signs are that the counterinsurgency establishment led 
by the CIA is readying itself for action in Namibia in the 
not too distant future. 

Below: Young South Afflcan recruits receive patrol briefmg before night operation in Namblan desert. Note blackened 
hands and faces 



The U.S. is steadily drifting 
CAPE 

toward intervention V~r·E 
nlE 

in Africa. In Vietnam each 
intervention took Americans ~ERR~r~~::nrovl 

deeper into war. The same danger 
exists in southern Africa today. 

Join us to mobilize against another 
intervention .. 

What does the record show so far about 
U . S. policy? 

ANGOLA: John Stockwell, former chief 
of the CIA Angola Task Force, has 
recently revealed that the U.S., together 
with South Africa, started a secret war in 
Angola in 1975. The aim was to install a 
regime which would protect South African 
and Western corporate interests there. 
To justify American involvement, the 
Congress was told the covert war was 
necessary to prevent a foreign takeover. 
The CIA falsely accused the Soviet Union 
and Cuba of expansionism and of 
initiating intervention. 

NAMIBIA: The Western powers 
have forced the South West Africa Peo
ples' Organization, African states and 
the United Nations to accept their pro
posals for a Namibia settlement. These 
are inconsistent with previous U.N. re
solutions calling for South Africa's 
complete withdrawal from the territory . 
They allow a continued South African 
military, police and administrative 
presence and may enable Pretoria to 
eliminate the Namibia liberation 
movement, SWAPO, and to install a 
client black regime by force and fraud. 
This will not bring a solution to the 
Namibia question but an explosion, just 
as the policy of installing Diem did in 
Vietnam. 

RHODESIA: Our government has 
long allowed U.S. corporations to vio
late U.N. economic sanctions against 
the white settler regime . It is moving to
wards recognition of the illegal "inter
nal settlement " of Smith, Chirau , Sithole 
and Muzorewa at the very moment of 
its collapse . This regime has not ended 
apartheid nor brought support from the 
Zimbabweans. Hundreds of thousands 
of Zimbabweans stili remain 
imprisoned in "protected villages" 
similar to the "strategic hamlets" in 
the Indochina war. The war is intensify
ing and Smith is losing control of large 
areas of the countryside to the Patriotic 
Front. Great Britain is now planning to 
rescue the Smith regime . It mayor may 
not succeed, but any intervention will 
require U.S. military assistance. 

SOUTH AFRICA: The United Na
tions is committed to working for the 
elimination of apartheid. The Carter 
Administration, despite its proclaimed 
support for human rights and majority 
rule, continues to support that system. 
It is stalling the implementation of the 
mandatory U.N. arms embargo, which 
it voted for, and refuses even to con
sider economic sanctions against 
Pretoria. U.S. bank loans provide the fi
nance for South Africa arms imports . 
U.S. corporate investment strengthens 
the system of apartheid, in which the 
vast majority of South Africans suffers 
extreme poverty, hardship and forced 
labor. 

ZAIRE: President Carter and 
the President of France have used the 
Shaba rebellion as an excuse to 
establish a NATO military presence in 
southern Africa. From Zaire it is one 
hour's flight to the battlefields of 
Rhodesia and only slightly further to the 
war zones of Namibia. Military bases in 
Zaire can be used to launch further 
attacks on Angola. Brzezinski. NATO 
and the CIA consider Angola a threat to 
Western interests because it supports 
the liberation of the rest of southern 
Africa. Senator Dick Clark of Iowa 
recently warned: " It is increasingly 
clear that President Carter has made a 
decision to reinvolve the U.S. in the 
Angolan civil war." 

IN AFRICA AS A WHOLE Cuba's 
role has been distorted through false 
stories planted by the CIA. According to 
Seymour Hersh of The New York Times, 
the CIA has been conducting a covert 
anti-Cuban propaganda campaign since 
last fall. That campaign has helped 
create a climate of opinion which made 
it possible in May and June for the 
Carter Administration to: 

1) alert the 82nd Airborne Division 
for possible intervention in Zaire; 

2) transport French legionnaires, 
Belgian paratroops and Moroc
can forces to and from that 
country; 

3) send arms, equipment and sup
plies to support their military 
intervention; 

4) prop up the tottering Mobutu 
regime once again with military 
aid; 

5) send 325 U.S. military advisers 
to Africa in support of NATO's 
intervention in Zaire. 
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Brzezinski, the NATO military and the 
CIA are pressing for a U.S. commitment 
to "stabilize" Africa. An intervention 
by NATO troops in South African· 
occupied Namibia or Ian Smith's 
Rhodesia could easily lead to the 
commitment of U.S. troops in support 
of apartheid. 

In Vietnam actions similar to those 
already taken in Africa led to the 
deaths of 55,000 Americans and more 
than a million Indochinese. How many 
deaths would result from a U.S. inter· 
vention in Africa? 

A U.S. military intervention in Africa 
would divide this country once again. 
Race relations would deteriorate. Our 
own economic and social problems 
would be neglected if our energies 
and attention were turned to war. 

Many of the generals, bankers and 
corporate executives who supported 
the war In Vietnam are now urging us 
to intervene In Africa. We do not want 
war again. 

As we could not support colonialism In 
Vietnam, we cannot support white 
supremacy, apartheid or any form of 
colonialism on the African continent. 

We believe that an adventure in Africa 
will only compound the problems 
which face us in our own country: 
unemployment, a disintegrating 
school system, racism, inequitable 
taxes, lack of care for the aged, 
inflation, inadequate health care, a 
poisoned environment and decaying 
cities. 

The lesson of Vietnam /s that to stop 
wars and more deaths-American or 
African-we must mobilize . .. 

r-----------------i 
I want to join in the mobilization against U.S. mill· I 
tary intervention In Africa. Here Is my contribution I 
to help pay for this ad: $50o __ $25o__ I 
$100__ $5o__ $25__ $10 __ I 
other __ (please check) I 
In addition, please send CCCA's Africa Bulletin. I 
---(please check) I 
Please make checks payable to Concerned Clti· I 
zen's Committee on Africa , 521 Fifth Avenue, 17th I 
Floor, New York, N.Y. 10017. I 

name 

address 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

City state zip I 
~ ------- - ----------
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CONCERNED CITIZENS' COMMITTEE 
ON AFRICA 

• • . who we are, what we want to accomplish, 
what we can do together . . . 

At the time of the Zaire crisis in Maya number of 
journalists, businessmen, researchers, churchmen, 
unionists, etc. - many of whom were formerly active in 
the antiwar movement - became concerned that the 
conflict now spreading across the continent of Africa 
could produce a major war within a few years. They 
feared that the drift to war might lead to the sending of 
U.S. troops to Africa . There was an obvious danger at 
the time of the crisis In Zaire. The "internal settlement" 
in Rhodesia was also falling apart; Angola was threat
ened by forces supported by the CIA and South Africa ; 
and South Afr ica had shown that, settlement or no 
settlement, it was determined to retain control of 
Namibia. 

Time seemed to be running out for U.S. policy in 
Africa . Yet each of us felt that the American people, 
acting on the lessons learned from the war in Vietnam, 
could prevent the U.S. from being carried into another 
tragedy. Millions of people protested U.S. involvement 
in Indochina, and their protes ts played an important role 
in bringing that conflict to an end. 

We met several times to discuss the problem and 
what we could do about it. We formed a Concerned 

Citizens' Committee on Africa and decided to take a full
page ad in The New York Timbs to try to explain what is 
really happening in Africa to a public which has been 
badly misled by the press. Hopefully this ad, reproduced 
here, will stimulate those who opposed the Indochina 
war to take a stand against our government's flirtation 
with military adventure in Africa . 

This is the first issue of the Africa Bulletin. We intend 
it to be a monthly publication. The Africa Bulletin wi ll 
provide current information and analysis on the situa
tion in Africa . Africa Bulletin will also inform you about 
what Americans are doing in protest and action. The 
information will be drawn from the work of Africa 
scholars, journalists and activists. Africa Bulletin will 
attempt to show what is really happening in Africa and 
to clear up the confusion which has been created by the 
reporting in most national media. 

We in New York City will prepare the first three pages 
of the Africa Bulletin . The back page is your page. Use it 
to announce activities in your community, the activities 
of your organ izat ion, spec ial events, demonstrations, 
teach-Ins, boycotts , divestiture activities, etc. 

Form a Concerned Citizens' Committee in your area. 

We will print and distribute the New York City version of 
[he Africa Bulletin in this area. We will send you the 
layout of the first three pages of the Africa Bulletin. Use 
them for your local edition. You provide the text of page 
four for that edition . If you could assume responsibility 
for printing and distributing the entire edition in your 
area, together we can begin to build a nationwide 
network. 

Circulate the Africa Bulletin at meetings, rallys, 
demonstrations in your community, in your union halls, 
at your workplace and in your church organization, 
wherever people need information. 

Our committee in New York is working on other 
programs, along with many other organizations whose 
activities we will tell you about. Some of us will be 
working with the Association of Concerned African 
Scholars to hold teach-ins during the fall on the situation 
in southern Africa . Others are considering a mass rally 
in New York in solidarity with the African liberation 
movements. With your help we hope to gather tens of 
thousands of signatures demanding an economic 
boycott of apartheid South Africa. What other activities 
would you suggest that we may work together? 

What Else Can Be Done? 

1. Write to the Committee if you would like us to send a speaker. 3. Use the ad inside as a poster in schoolrooms, unions, 
churches, civic organizations, etc . 

2. Start a letter writing campaign - write your congressman, 
newspaper, etc . 4. Circu late copies of Africa Bulletin as we ll as the ad. 

In the future this will be your page in Africa Bulletin. Let us know how you plan to use it. 

CONCERNED CITIZENS' 
COMMITTEE ON AFRICA 

(in formation) 

Gerard Colby 
Charlotte Dennett 

Sean Gervasi 
Jay M. Gould 
Bi ll Johnston 
Flo Kennedy 

William Myers 

Prexy Nesbitt 
Winslow Peck 

Marty Rosenblatt 
Mike Shuster 

Stanley SwerdlOW 
Sybil Wong 
Sol Yurick 

(Partial List) 

Concerned Citizens' Committee on Africa 
521 Fifth Avenue - 17th Floor 

New York, N.Y. 10017 

i 

-------------------------------------
I wish to partiCipate in the efforts of the Concerned Citizens' 
Committee on Africa. 

o You have my permission to use my name in the ad which will 
appear in The New York Times as it appears on pages two and 
three of this issue. Enclosed is my contribution to help pay 
for this ad: 0 $500 0 $250 0 $100 0 $50 

o $25 0 $10 0 other (please check) 

, 

sign here 

Please make checks payable to Concerned Citizens' Committee 
on Africa, 521 Fifth Avenue, 17th Floor, New York, N.Y. 10017. 

Name I 

!i print 

Address I! 

Telephone Number I 
i 

-------------------------------------
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