
junta. Apparently Mr. Kissinger believes ambas- 
sadors should stick to America’s proper business 
of negotiating arms deals with police states. A 
pattern emerges from which the uninformed 
might infer that Mr. Kissinger shares a special 
affinity with murderers. 

Then there was the rather grotesque confron- 
tation with Senator Thomas Eagleton. The law, 
said the Senator, required that the U.S. cut off 
aid ‘to Turkey after Turkey’s aggressive actions 
on Cyprus. Mr. Kissinger opined there were 
strong diplomatic reasons for not offending the 
Turks. When the Senator noted that he was not 
there to discuss the pros and cons of the issue 
but simply to demand that Mr. Kissinger obey the 
law, the Secretary of State suggested that laws 
should not be permitted to get in the way of his 
grand designs for peace. As of this writing a still 
subservient Congressional leadership has agreed 
to see what they can do to make the law less 
inconvenient for Mr. Kissinger. One remembers 
being assured that the one good thing to come 
out of the Watergate trauma would be a new re- 
spect for the rule of law. 

The lust for the secret and shady obviously 
feeds Mr.’ Kissinger’s delight in the pride of 
power. The larger question is whether a democ- 
racy, with its habits of popular accountability, 
can also be an imperial power. Mr. Kissinger’s 
behavior and his choice of heroes in the history 
of diplomacy suggest that he values the exercise 
of empire more than the ethos of democracy. 
While the current head of the CIA recently testi- 
fied that America’s interests hardly depend upon 
our ability to hire assassins and bribe native agi- 
tators, Mr. Kissinger seems to persist in viewing 
covert operations not only as a necessary evil 
but as a positive virtue. 

Mr. Kissinger consistently depicts himself as 
the hard-nosed, unsentimental, realistic operator 
who knows how the game is played in the real 
world. It is precisely the mindset of the Rostows, 
Bundys, and McNamaras who with such exquisite 
expertise dragged America into Vietnam. In 1959 
Kissinger wrote that the intellectual in power had 
to avoid on the one hand becoming “a promoter 
of technical remedies” and on the other “confus- 
ing dogmatism with morality and of courting mar- 
tyrdom.” There is little danger of Mr. Kissinger’s 
succumbing to the second temptation. 

I recall a lengthy conversation early in 1969 
when Mr. Kissinger gave a demeaning little lec- 
ture to the late Rabbi Abraham Heschel on Kis- 
singer’s scant and undigested reading of the 
ethics of Reinhold Niebuhr. Then and since Kis- 
singer equates moral considerations with sim- 
plistic moralism and dismisses questions of law 
as petty legalism. Somewhere along the way he 

misread enough of Niebuhr to conclude that. 
morality has to do with an ideal world that must 
remain hermetically sealed from the realist’s 
field of action. Journalists of slight intellectual 
achievement deduce from his Harvard connec- 
tion and the Middle European accent that Mr. 
Kissinger is something of a philosopher. The con- 
sistent theme in his words and deeds, however, 
is the determined exclusion of the larger ques- 
tions and first principles which give philosophy 
breath. Mr. Kissinger gives every sign of being 
captive to the cramped and fetid world of the 
pragmatism of power. 

No one should begrudge Mr. Kissinger his 
achievements in office, especially the opening to 
China. Some now say even that was “inevitable.” 
If so, the inevitable seemed to require Henry 
Kissinger. But neither should anyone, least of all 
Mr. Kissinger, suppose that a public official in 
America has a right to adulation. Henry Kissinger 
is not indispensable. The democratic process is. 
If anyone finds this condition of public employ- 
ment unacceptable, presumably he or she can 
look for another employer. 

RJN 

EXCURSUS IV 
From the War Zone 

After spending some time in Zimbabwe (Rho- 
desia) I was convinced that the situation has 
changed greatly since my last visit a few years 
ago. The whites are in great fear for their future, 
while the blacks appear more confident than 
ever before about their future. You hezr people 
saying: “It is just a matter of time. We will get our 
country soon.” You also hear people talking 
about freedom fighters much more openly. They 
make it a point to listen to Radio Zambia every 
evening because they are able to hear news that 
is relevant to them. (Listening to Radio Zambia 
is illegal in Rhodesia. I f  you are caught you will 
go to jail.) I was particularly amazed by the de- 
gree of political awareness of the ordinary per- 
son in the street both in the countryside and the 
urban areas, who a few years ago did not even 
know that he was oppressed, The whites’ fear 
was evident in the results of the elections in 
which they overwhelmingly voted for the Rho- 
desia Front, whose election slogan was “To Safe- 
guard Your Future, Vote Rhodesia Front.” 

They all know that a settlement of some kind 
has to be reached with the blacks, but they hope 
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that a settlement under the Rhodesia Front led 
by Ian Smith would probably leave them with 
something to hold on to. The majority of the 
blacks are now saying that there is no need to 
talk to Smith at all at this point unless the talks 
are held on their own terms. The situation in Mo- 
zambique has contributed a great deal to the 
change in attitude on the part of the blacks. They 
have seen FRELIMO wage its war and succeed 
in Mozambique, and they can’t see why the same 
cannot happen in Zimbabwe. 

To show that Smith is really desperate for a 
settlement, during his victory speech on the night 
of the election he emphasized the fact that even 
though he had won with an overwhelming ma- 
jority, the bigger task of finding a settlement with 
the blacks was still ahead of him. (That is a real 
change of mind for someone who had declared 
a few years ago that he would never sit down to 
talk with the blacks in his own lifetime.) Im- 
mediately after the elections he sent out his in- 
vitations for the conference. The African National 
Council quickly denounced the Conference and 
declared that it would not attend. That left Smith 
in a difficult position because the African National 
Council is the only organization which represents 
the blacks in Zimbabwe. All the blacks who were 
pro-settlement lost in the elections despite the 
money they had been given by the government. 
Even the chiefs who are on the government pay- 
roll did not vote for the blacks who were being 
backed by Smith. 

If Smith decides to go ahead with the confer- 
ence without the African National Council he 
knows as well as anyone else that he will just 
be going through a useless exercise. The African 
National Council has told Smith in very clear 
terms that i t  will not talk with him unless he re- 
leases Dr, Edson Sithole, ANC’s publicity secre- 
tary, who was detained about two months ago 
after Smith had been told that Dr. Sithole would 
be on the delegation to hold talks with him. 
Further still, ANC has said it will not go to any 
constitutional conference without the participa- 
tion of ZANU and ZAPU leaders who are present- 
ly  in.detention. This, no doubt, leaves the bal! in 
Smith’s court. 

The government is trying to make the world 
believe that the attacks by freedom fighters from 
the northeast are minor. But when you see the 
movement of soldiers throughout the country, 
you are convinced that something is going wrong 
somewhere. The truth is that there is a real war 
going on in the northeast and quickly spreading 
throughout the country, as evidenced by the 
grenade which was thrown into a European night 
club right in the middle of Salisbury, the capital 
city. Sometime in July news was received through 

some missionaries that the freedom fighters had 
actually set up civil administration and were 
holding political meetings in some parts of the 
country. Immediately the government responded 
by moving an entire population of about sixty 
thousand people into what they call “protected 
villages,” but which are actually concentration 
camps. The government said that the purpose of 
this was to deprive the freedom fighters of their 
contact with the civilian population. 

This was a clear admission of the problems the 
security forces are having in isolating the free- 
dom fighters. The headlines of the local papers 
that morning read “60,000 Moved From Terror 
Danger.” These people were not given any kind 
of compensation for their homes destroyed by 
the security forces. All their food was taken from 
them and subsequently rationed; they received 
just enough for each meal so they could not have 
a surplus to feed the freedom fighters. The prob- 
lem the government is having is that freedom 
fighters are no longei just people invading from 
outside. The majority of them are now the or- 
dinary villagers. 

In one of the police camps near the war zone 
I saw hundreds upon hundreds of tribesmen be- 
hind wire, locked in like animals in a cage. They 
were held there because they had been accused 
of helping freedom fighters with food, supplying 
them with African medicine or giving them a 
place to sleep. I was told that these men would 
be kept in there indefinitely and subjected to 
atrocious torture until they confessed and of- 
fered some information. In most cases they never 
compromise. All over the country there are post- 
ers with a man whose mouth was cut off, the 
caption reading “If You Don’t Talk This Will Hap- 
pen to You.” The government tries to convince 
the public that these tortures are carried out by 
freedom fighters, but the people always main- 
tain that freedom fighters don’t harm anyone un- 
less you are working against them. Several times 
a week there are what they call “Anti-Terrorist 
Programs” on TV, where the government tries to 
show the people how bad the freedom fighters 
are, but people just dismiss the whole thing as 
propaganda. In essence, all the propaganda by 
the government designed to make people hate 
the freedom fighters is backfiring. I also visited 
a hospital near the war zone where a whole 
ward is full of casualties from the war, most of 
them tribesmen who are victimized by frustrated 
soldiers after they fail to get hold of the freedom 
fighters. 

Most of the young men and women who are 
out of school and cannot find jobs are saying 
openly that they are prepared to join the strug- 
gle. They are frustrated, and they can only find 
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hope in the liberation of their country. 
I had a chance to talk with some of the‘ Africans 

who are in the army. They said they were getting 
very disgusted because when they are in the 
valley fighting they are treated as equals, but 
when they get back to Salisbury they become 
natives again-their children have no school and 
no jobs. They also said that when they are in the 
field they are always put in front so that they can 
have the first contact with the freedom fighters 
. . . and also get hit by the land mines. They said 
the freedom fighters now know this and delay 
their attacks until their brothers are out of the 
way. The freedom fighters are able to get useful 
information from their brothers in Smith’s army. 

My observation of the situation is that time has 
run out for any kind of peaceful settlement that 
is middle of the road. If the African National 
Council were to attempt to accept anything short 
of majority rule, I am convinced the people as a 
whole would reject such a deal. The solution 
now definitely lies in the hands of the liberation 
movements as to when Zimbabwe will be free. 
The degree of violence before freedom comes 
will depend entirely on how long it  will take the 
white electorate through Smith to see the hand- 
writing on the wall. 

There is very little the African National Council 
can accomplish on its own; its function depends 
entirely on the pressure put on Smith by the free- 
dom fighters, and, fortunately, its leaders seem 
to be aware of this at the moment. The role of 
ANC is merely to help politicize the masses and 
also keep their morale high. If at any time ANC 
decides to part ways with the freedom fighters, 
I am convinced that the people would reject it. 
Everyone in Zimbabwe now knows that our free- 
dom will have to be obtained through an armed 
struggle. 

Tsitsi Shaba 
Tsitsi Shaba is the pseudonym of an African re- 
cently returned from Zimbabwe. 

EXCURSUS V 
Destabilizing lsla Azul 

From the Chicago Trumpet, September 23, 1978: 
George McGoo, Deputy Director of the Central 
Intelligence Agency, admitted yesterday that un- 
dercover operations have been going on for one 
year against the government of the Republic of 
lsla Azul. According to informed sources, the 
admission was made in secret testimony to the 

House Committee on Latin American Affairs. 
Mr. McGoo testified that in the last twelve 

months the CIA has spent upward of $75 million 
on activities designed to “destabilize” the re- 
gime of General Manuel Ramirez Odoroso. Some 
of these funds were channeled to the Armed 
Forces for the Liberation of lsla Azul (FALIA), 
the underground organization of leftist students 
that has claimed responsibility for the recent at- 
tack on the prison during which twenty political 
detainees (including the American professor, Dr. 
Ralph Goodnik) were freed. Funds also went to 
support two newspapers that had been sus- 
pended by the Ramirez government, a clandes- 
tine radio station broadcasting from offshore, 
and the illegal union of banana plantation work- 
ers which has been organizing strikes in the 
eastern section of the island republic. Mr. McGoo 
asserted that ,none of these funds were allocated 
for the purchase of arms by any underground 
group. Asked how he could be sure of the even- 
tual use made of CIA funds once they had 
reached the underground, he replied that he had 
personally received assurances to this effect 
from responsible contacts in the underground 
organizations. 

In the course of the hearing there occurred a 
heated exchange between Mr. McGoo and Con- 
gressman Horace Schmutzer, Republican of In- 
diana. Congressman Schmutzer expressed out- 
rage at this blatant interference in the internal 
affairs of a sister republic in the Americas. Ac- 
cording to the Congressman, the CIA operation 
violated both the Charter of the United Nations 
and the obligations incurred by the United States 
through membership in the Organization of 
American States. Mr. McGoo conceded that such 
covert operations were always rcgrettable, but 
that there were occasions when they coul& not 
be avoided if this country was to live up to its 
mission of upholding democracy and human 
rights in the Hemisphere. He stressed that this 
mission was not just a matter of idealism but was 
a treaty obligation of the United States resulting 
from its adherence to the Compact of Havana, 
ratified -by the Senate last year. Congressman 
Schmutzer remarked that he had been consis- 
tently in favor of detente with Cuba, as it had 
been initiated by the last Republican Administra- 
tion, but that detente did not mean the United 
States should turn against its best friends in 
Latin America. He added that he recognized the 
necessity of covert intelligence-gathering opera- 
tions by the CIA, but that he was vigorously op- 
posed i f  such operations became direct efforts 
to subvert the governments of other countries. 

Mr. McGoo’s testimony is certain to lead to re- 
newed questions in the Congress about United 
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