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Kissinger succ:eeded in shaping its anti-communist editorial policy. 
Kissinger's relatimship to the RockefeUer family started in the 

JDicl..II5Os wmting as the director of a series of studies for the 
Rockefeller Brotbers Fud.. KissiDger greatly beDefited from this 
experience, e,.;peeially siace the Ilockefeller family has tremen
dous power in the "Couacil_ Fanian ReIatioIIs," a body which is 
sometimes cIescribecl as the '"OIlIer State Department." Kissinger 
succeecIed in establishiDg Iinb widl the Council wIIich bad funded 
the publishing of his secaad boak. "Nuclear Weapoas aud Foreign 
Policy." AU this time he aIIo IMmshed a YerJ close personal 
relaw-bip with .... RocIrIefeIIer .... was his coasuItaDt OIl 
foreign reIaIiaas. It was NeIral wIlD CIIftend Kiuin&er as a can
didate fur Sectetary of State (to President N"1XOIl). As he was also 
recommeaded by the CIA, the elite of Harvard intellectuals and the 
financial eIiIIe in the "c-iI_ F ..... Affairs," N"1XOIl could do 
nothing bataceept. 

",,,11 NnhU ......... . eId_ 
Kissinger's ............ of the wurId is similar to a great ex

tent to that of (lhe late, fGnMr Secretary of State) John Foster 
Dulles, cmIy KissinIer's thinking is even more ccmservative and 
more aggressive. While J_ Faster Dulles divided the world into 
Communists and .. who are apposed to Communism, Kissinger 
considers that ..,. ....... 1IIIIt upsets the status quo which benefits 
the adtllllCtid CIIPiWiIt CIDUIItries, is an aaresaive and revolu
tiODal'J fOl"Cle. Tberefare ., power, whether SIb8II or big, com
munist or .. camP.piat, tJ.u.81 a danger when it refuses to 
accept the intematiotud order or other countries' internal struc
ture. Therefore all the aocialist aad national movements and coun
tries that are oppoaed 10 imperialism are all put in the same bag as 
hostile elements. The United States in its position of the power 
representing the es&abIi8::td II'der ..... reapoad to these threats 
everywhere. 

Kissinger had adwcated in 1dI1tS7 writings, the use of a double 
edged sword (in U.S. dipIamaey). Fint, the United States must 
obtain a sweeping military vietGry over the Soviet Union, its main 
rival and establish an intel'lllltiollal military order in its (the U.S.) 
favor; second the U.S. must create many little wars against the 
small powers who defy the JdRIIt international order. Kissinger 
considers the peaceful soIutioDs as being "dangerous" and has 
declared his personal rearet tbat the United States did not take 
advantage of its exdasive owraet ship of nuclear weapons to unleash 
a direct attack on the SoYiet Union. 

By 1957, Kissinger bad allo adopted a concept of wars that he des
cribes as being 'limited' instead of an overall confrontation with the 
Soviet Union. But even those "limited wars" included the use of 
nuclear weapons with a destructive power up to 500 kilotons. The 
events in Jordan in September 1m and the current war in Lebanon 
are applications of this principle. This instinctive tendency in 
Kissinger led him to find militsry solutions to problems that were 
political in their essence, SlId to evolve three regional concepts of 
modern warfare: 1) the necessity of liquidating militsry accounts 
with the Soviet Union 2) the necessity of preparing for the effective 
use of nuclear weapons 3) the nec�ssity of creating a new in· 
ternational order in which the small countries will start regional 
wars instead of the United States. 

Despite the separation between these issues, they all represent 
the interlinked features of a unique world strategy aiming at en
suring a perpetual milital'Y supremacy for the United States. 

In 1957, Kissinger had realized that the chances for carrying out a 
direct and an overall war were diminishing. His thinking was 
scientific. The nuclear capability of the Soviet Union had made it 
impossible for the United States to unleash a complete attack. The 
Soviet Union is also not aggressive enough and is not crazy enough 
to invade the NATO countries. A.s long as the Western European 

countries had protected themselves from the outbreak of a World 
War OIl their territories, there must be therefore smal1 skirmishes 
in several places of the world that do not COIlStitute a direct attack 
••• Therefore in these "PD8I'Iina1" countries, i.e. in the Third World . 
countries, the United States has to respond with increasingly 
superior farces. There the U.S. bad to win a series of "limited" 
wars in a decisive way even it that would require taking the risk of 
a direct canfrontaticm. 1berefore. the direct military stnJggIe is 
still possible - especial1y to stop this wave of WQrS in margiDaI 
areas where the United States finds no other alter
native .. .Acc:onIing 10 the plus, these "wars" will lead to 'much 
better political resul1s than the overall war..:' 1be central region 
targetted to implement this strategy is the Mediterranean and the 
area SUI'l"CI8Pldin iL If the dangers for reaching a soIntion are 
greater than what it sould be, then there is no alternative but to go 
to the next stage of the operations (in the Middle East). Even if I 
am reporting something that has already become obvious, I predict 
that Henry Kissinger, the famous dove of peace, now that his 
"shuttle" diplomacy has stopped working for an unlimited period 
will be the messenger of the Fifth Arab-Israeli war. 

Egypt 

"Painful Solutions" 
As reported last week, the Egyptian political and economic situa

tion is rapidly deteriorating. Egypt's main problems, according to 
the July 14 issue of the prestigious Business International, are, 
rising imports, stagnating exports, domestic subsidies and deficit 
financing. "Any hope of a painless solution vanished earlier this 
year," comments the business weekly. 

. 

Plans for Egypt drawn up in March by the International 
Monetary Fund were designed to use up idle capacity in public 
sector industries, i.e., putting to work its highly educated and 
skilled workforce in labor intensive jobs, increasing exports (the 
key export, cotton, has been falling by 39 per cent, costing Egypt 
some $500 million). this in turn would increase Suez Canal trade. 
The IMF also proposed that Egypt get long term foreign exchange 
from the petrodollar rich Arab states while attracting foreign 
private investment. To date, not one of these schemes - all aimed 
at guaranteeing that Egypt could meet its $175 million monthly 
debt service payments - has been implemented. 

A combination of the world economic depression and the fall of 
world trade plus the strong Nasserite opposition within Egypt, 
politically opposed to President Anwar Sadat carrying out the 
IMF's austerity programs, has made the Egyptian economy a bad 
risk for the international investment community. 

Sadat, fully aware of this, was forced to lower his sights and is 
now concentrating on three main direct looting areas, Business 
International reports: "Austerity in public expenditures combined 
with higher income tax and customs receipts .... substantial cuts in 
price subsidies and most importantly a reformed currency ex
change system." The Egyptian debt (in excess of $16 billion) is 
such a headache, an IMF official confirmed that West German, 
British and France and the World Bank have formed a committee 
to monitor the debt on a monthly basis. If Sadat wants to remain in 
power he has to be able to implement the austerity and repay his 
debts to the New York banks, sources report. 

Business International reports that the 30·40 per cent inflation 
rate is unpopular with Egyptians, yet it points. out that if the 
country doesn't comply with the "stabilization program that the 
IMF has been urging for some time," then the Arab countries will 
not give Egypt any more credits. Fearing a collapse of Sadat, the 
IMF has been forced to adopt a policy of "wait and see." In a 

Mideast Report 17 

http://www.larouchepub.com/eiw/public/1976/eirv03n29-19760720/index.html


telephone interview this week. a spokesmu for u influential New 
York investment bank bad the foIIowiDg c:omments OIl the Egyptian 
situation: 

Babr: Sadat's positioD is DOt rosy. Politically aDd ecouomican, 
the situation is deterioratiag. 'Ibe arm, is very dissatisfied with 
him. 'Ibe overall natioaal-debt has DOW reached the SI& billion. All 
the New York banks have agreed DOt to give 8IlJ more fonds to 
Sadat ezcept smaD amCJU1ds aDd OIIIJ OIl liD daJ period. The major 
banking activities have ceatered offshore. an operation which has 
drained EgJpt's resoun:es. 'Ibe Arab IDternatiCJIlal BaDk. which is 
coatroIIed bJ Kuwait. is the major but for such activities. AIIotber 
but is the Arab-African but. Both of these buts are c:aotrolliDg 
the offshore SJStem aDd are ehaDMling funds in and out of the 
count:rJ .... There is a real possibUitJ of a coup against Sadat.... _ _,. 
NSJPS: If the Arabs are doing something like � 
Eupt's reserves). how do JOU expect Sadat to come out of his • • ? CI'ISIS . 
Buker: The Saudis and Kuwaitis wut to"use EuPt for military 
purposes. Look at the Lib,a.ElJPtian dispute. (LJOJ8ll leader) 

Qadam alwafS was figbtiDg for the Islamic leadersbip and he is 
more successful 1ban the Saudis. The Saudis can DOt allow 
something like that to bappea. so tbeJ are funding the "Muslim 
.BrotherlIoodtt inEgpt. tumiDgitagainst LJ"bJa. The�4a" 
EUPtian-LJoJ8ll war is ahraJS there. 0alJ one kiIIiDg an 
EgJptian in Lib,. and JOB can have war . The Saudis are hoping 
that Sadat can take over the LJOJ8ll oil wells. But .. far as rm 
COIlCeI'IH!d. there is a bigger possibUitJ of a coup in EUPt 1ban 
SJria. The buts will have to review their policies towards EgJpt 

.YerJIOOIL 
An IMF official cancemed with EDPt. told NSIPS this week 

"EveJ'JthiDg has gotten out· of band. especiallJ with the 
(Egyptian govemment) Ministnes .... Tiie Miuiitries' opposition is 
not a unified auempt against Sadat. The, are serving different 
interests for the different families. As far as I'm concerned. the 
West is DOt going to allow the downfall of Sadat's regime. The loss 
of Sadat would have a lot of implications not onl, for the West. but 
for the (Persian) Gulf states. At present. the IMP must adoPt a 
polic, of 'wait and see' ." 

----------------------------------------------------. 

• 

• 
• 

•• 
• • 

New Solidarity International 'Press Servicel. 
NSIPS Weekly Report 

Special Introductory Subscription · Offer 

3 mos. (12.issues) ••• �' ••••• ,� ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ; •••••••• � .'$40.00 

1 year •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• $225 . 00 

1 Year (including Weekly Packet of Daily wire 

Report) •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• $350.00 

Order from 

NSIPS Circulation Manager, Campaigner Inc., P.O. Box 1972 
New York, N.Y. 10001 Tel. 563·8628 

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

18 Mideast Report 


