Chapter 7

EXTERNAL OPERATIONS

7.1 Strategic Base Areas and Insurgent Sanctuaries

The father of modern rural insurgency theory,
Maozedong {(Mao tse Tung) identified the following

six fundamental principles of insurgency:

1. The relation between offensive and defensive
actions within the total revolutionary conflict.

2. Strategic defence and strategic offensive.

3. The establishment of strategic base areas.

4. The co-ordination of guerrilla warfare with
conventional warfare.

5. The development of guerrill

mobile warfare.
6. The link between the various levels of com-—

a warfare into

mand .

It is with the third of these principles namely the
estabhlishment of strategic base areas that we are

concerned.
Mao defined strategic bases as those areas

on which a guerrilla war relies for carry-
ing out its strategic tasks as well as for
achieving the goals of preserving and expanding
oneself and annihilating or expelling the

enemy ...(1)
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political aspirations of the indigenous popula-
tion. (2}

In accordance with the above, strategic base areas
may be established either within the borders of the
endangered state, or adjacent to them. The latter
are generally termed sanctuaries. In both cases the
area should provide the insurgent forces with a
degree of physzical security. This can be obtained by
terrain features such as inaccessability, or by
political and diplomatic measures. Should the base
area for an insurgency bhe established with an adja-
cent country, i.e. across an international boundary,
the insurgent forces might obtain security by diplo=-
matic means.

The necessity for the establishment of such
areas is contained in the following definition by

Bernard Fall:

... an active sanctuary is a territory conti-
guous to a rebellious area which, though osten-
sibly not involved in the conflict provides the
rebel side with shelter, training facilities,
equipment, and - if he can get away with it -
troops. {3)

For the purposes of this chapter contiguous terri-
tory may be regarded as another sovereign state.
Some writers on insurgency such as Walter Lipp-
man, Peter Paret and John Shy claim that insurgency
forces with a privileged sanctuary cannot be defea-
ted. These views are undoubtedly influenced hy the
important role that sanctuaries, or lack of them,
have played in Vietnam, Algeria, Malaya, Greece,
etc. Although the view expressed is possibly extreme,
there is little doubt that

... history shows that if guerrillas are provi-
ded with the freedom to move across national
borders, enabling them to receive material aid and
a sanctuary privileged from attack, then their
chances for overthrowing target governments
seem greatly enhanced. (4)

‘It should ke clear at this stage that the status of

a sanctuary and the degree of 'privilege from
attack' it affords directly influences the impor-
tance of thig factor in counter-insurgency strategy.
However, political constraints are the primary

‘determinants of both.

To John D. Deiner the results of case studies
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target country into that country serving as host to
the insurgent forces; in other words, fighting fire
with fire.

Physical border control on the frontier is pro-
bably exemplified by the construction of a cordon
sanitaire as discussed in Chapter 4. The second
strategy, that of armed incursions to destroy or
dislocate insurgent sanctuaries, is the subject of
this chapter.
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... while border sanctuaries may be significant
factors affecting the military aspects of guer—
rilla wars, they are not determinant factors of
the ultimate outcomes of such struggles. (5)

Clearly such operations constitute an important ele-
ment of military strategy, but only in the case of
total military preponderance can external operations
eliminate the external insurgent threat. Even should
this be possible, the political costs involved in
such actions will bhe the final sanction for their

execution,
After UDI in 1965, zamhia was Rhodesia's only

neighbour providing active assistance and succour to
insurgent forces. Infiltrators from that country
either had to cross the zambezi river (or Kariba
lake} to the south, or attempt to enter Rhodesia
through the territories of Botswana and Mozambigue.
Once the Front for the Liperation of Mozambigque,
FRELIMO, had come to power in Mozambigue during 1974,
+he Rhodesian strategic situation changed drastical-
1y for the worse. The whole north-eastern, eastern
and south-eastern border was thrown open to penetra-
tion and infiltration. When ZFRA infiltration via
Botswana increased from 1976 onwards, a similar
situation developed along the western and south-
western borders. The number of recruits and refugees
ieaving the war-torn country during those years fur-
ther provided both ZANLA and ZPRA with more than an
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ample supply of trainees. Therefore, by the end of
thg war Rhodesia had an active hostile border stret-
ching for nearly 3 000km. Only 200km of southern
bordgr adjacent to the Republic of South Africa
remalned.in hands not hostile to the country.

As indicated in Chapiter 4 (Border Minefield
Obstacles) Rhodesia had neither the manpower nor the
resources to even attempt an effective system of
bordgr control. The obvious military alternative
entaxlgd a forward defence in depth. Such a strategy
would imply that insurgent forces could be elimina-
ted en masse within their strategic base areas.

. A‘further extension of this strategy entailed
punlsh}ng countries giving sanctuary for passive and/
or.actlve aid rendered to the insurgent forces. In
this regard Zambia and Mozambique provided evidence
Df an almost unrestricted commitment to the 'decolo-
nialisation' of Rhodesia.

Lgstly, Rhodesian creation and support of the
Mozambique Resistance Movement had great potential
as a destabilising factor. It is, however, not
directly relevant to this chapter. '

The Rhodesian strategy of cross—border assaults
deyeloped rapidly in the period 1976 to 1979. The
major characteristics of this strategy can only be
gscertained from an account of external operaticns
into neighhouring countries.

7.2 Mozambique

In spite of Prime Minister Ian Smith's publi i
on 4 December 19372, Rhodesian military Engt;chgznlal
been operating continually in Mozambique since 1989.
After ?he initiation of Operation Hurrieane, co-
opergtlgn with Portuguese armed forces was increased.
Permission was granted for Special Air Service {SAS)
and Rhodesian Light Infantry (RLI) operations in
large areas north and south of the Zambezi river, to
a line running North-South through the village of
Carnde 100km into Mozambigque.

Co-operation lasted until 1974, and even for
some‘months after the coup in Lisbhon. Operations by
s?ctlon and platcon size units into Mozambigue con-
tinued after Portugal had handed over power to
FRELIMO, for it was some months before President
Samora Machel was able to consolidate power.

Co-operation hetween ZANLA and FRELIMO dated
from 1969, when ZANLA was offered the use of the
Teta province to infiltrate insurgents into north-
eastern Rhodesia. This co-operation had strengthened
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during the intervening years to such an extent that
| the two movements had a largely integrated logistics
system. Once FRELIMO was in power, command, control
and training were alsc to be integrated. President
Machel's commitment to the 'liberation' of Rhodesia
was total.

By 1979 the Directorate of Military Intelli-
gence estimated that a total of 1 000 FAM (Army of
Mozambique, formerly known as FPLM} troops were trai-
ned for use in support of ZANLA forces inside Rhode-
sia. The total number actually deployed within Rho-
desia was estimated at between 150 and 300 troops.

Initially political constraints and the inte-
gration of ZANLA and FAM discouraged large Rhodesian
operations into Mozambigue. Strict constraints were
placed on raids into that country. Only during the
latter half of 1975, for example, were the Selous
; Scouts given permission to penetrate into Mozambigue.
; Penetration was, however, limited to a maximum of
: five kilometres and attacks on FAM or camps jointly
occupied by FAM and ZANLA were strictly prohibited.
The first Selous Scouts operation into Mozambigque
was executed on 7 January 1976 when fifteen Scouts
attacked a ZANLA transit camp situated near Chicom-
bidzi. Although a number of insurgents were wounded,
no fatal casualties could be confirmed.

During 1976, as the trickle of ZANLA insurgents
into Rhodesia turned into a flood, Combined Head-
gquarters, [(COMOPS), was able to convince the Secu-
rity Council that attacks against ZANLA training and
holding camps in Mozambigue was vitally important to
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/,f/ 1imit the number of insurgents inside Rhodesia to
e 1 manageable levels. In spite of the continuous small-
\ i unit operations that had taken place, Rhodesian
GAZR i intelligence concerning these bases had previously

not been detailed enough to ensure success.
First use of the Selous Scouts' so-called 'Fly-
ing Column' occurred during June 1976. Code-named
Operation Long John it entailed an attack on the
ZANLA transit camp at Mapai and staging-post known
as Chicualacuala. The operation was greatly assisted
by the capture of a ZANLA liaison officer from
Malvernia opposite Vila Salazar. Under cover of an
: ‘ artillery barrage the column of six vehicles cros-
( sed into Mozambigue and in succession attacked Mapai

SOUTH
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; and Chicualacwala. Although only a small number of
! insurgents were killed a large gquantity of arms and
ammunition was destroyed.
The first major success resulted from pseudo

233559—141 Mozambique | operations in Holdenby Tribal Trust Land during
. which a ZANLA captive gave detailed information
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regarding a major bhase in Mozambigque. Acecording to
all reports this base was the major staging area for
7ANLA infiltration into Operation Thrasher. The
exact location of the camp followed from a visual
sighting by & canberra pilot. Detailed preparation
led to the executien of Operation Eland on 8 August
1976. Eighty-four members of the Selous Scouts,
dressed as FaM soldiers, swept into the Nyadzonia
camp about 40km from the Rhodesian border in Manica
province with ten Unimogs and four Ferret armoured
scout cars. Entering the camp via a circular route
during muster parade, the Scouts killed about 300
2ANLA and 30 FAM troops according ta the official
security Force communigue released after the raid.
2+ the time of the attack Nyadzonia was reported to
sontain about 5 000 pANLA insurgents and 50 FAM sol-
diers. According toO the results of an FAM board of
ingquiry subsequently found at Chimoio, total ZANLA
deaths at Nyadzonia were estimated at aver 1 0od.
During the raid the rungwe river pridge linking Tete
to Chimoioc was also blown up o prevent any inter—
vention by the FaM prigade ctationed at Chimoio.
although this has not been confirmed, it would
seem that the Selous Scouts launched a simultaneocus

attack on a camp in the region of vila Machado
neariy 200km from the Rhodesian border On the Umtali-

Beira yailway line. FAM and ZANLA casualties were
reported to be between 800 and 1 000. (6)

code-named Operation Mardon, the Selous Scouts
launched a second flying column attack into the Gaza
province on 31 October 1876. The columns main objec—
tive was to disrupt the ZANLA logistical system.
after the attack on the Mapai base in June 1976,
ZANLA had shifted their base to Jorge do Limpopoc.
fourteen kilometers away, but still referred to it
as Mapai. As part of the operation the railway
hetween Jorge do Limpopo, Malvernia and Massangera
was also disrupted.

at the time there was considerable doubt as to
FAM reaction to such raids. s it turned out, this
was less of a danyer than originally feared and even
after Rhodesian Security Forces launched overt
attacks on FAM targets, the armed forces of Mozambi-
gue remained hesitant to close with them.

During this early stage deployment of insurgent
base camps was found to assist rather than hinder
Rhodesian operations. Camps were permanent establish-
ments in which hundreds of trainees were concentra-
ted in a very small area. active air defence measu=
ree such as missile sites and anti-aircraft guns
were very few while passive measures such as
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camouflage, bunkers and track discipli
- l :
o it scipline were in
1978 These practices changed drastically, and from
onwgrds ZANLA camps were spread over several
square kilometres. Permanent sites gave way to nume-
Eﬁgzetsﬁsg;ar{ gamps.lLocations were rotated between
at irregular intervals, while camoufl
: age
ggdtﬁgnSZElm:nt were highly sophisticated. By the éid
Doy , according to Lieutenant—-Colonel Reid-

To avold detection, ZANLA transit camps had
bgcome little more than mere resting places
with stocks of ammunition, food and supplieé
concealed, often by burying, in wide areas of
the surrounding bush. There were no huts or
grass sbelters and the camping areas were gene-
rally sited amongst thick bush or under large
trees, to comouflage the terrorist presence
from our reconnaissance aircraft. They were
qormally manned by a small garrison who lived
if Fhey were fortunate, in nearby villages. ’
The1; job was to ration and resupply the groups
gigzlng‘;hrough on route to the war and to pro-
post.%gi es to take them to the next staging

Wwhere the Joint Services Photographic In d
$ta£ff JSPIS, originally had lgttge di%fiii?istzﬁlon
identifying camps and their lay-out from aerial
pbotographs, this was no longer possible. The deter-
glnatlon of‘whether a camp was occupied or not

ecige a major proplem. Since final confirmation
cou only ?e obtained by physical ground reconnais-
sance, Special Alr Service or Selous Scout teams of
one to four men in strength had to be sent in., With-
in camps spread over large areas they were aléo
peeded to determine the precise location of ke
installations such as anti-aircraft sites They
Esigrgfoihthe task in hand led to the diséovery of

ese reco i i
S Operations?nalssance teams and comprised
The Mapai raid of May/June 19877, was one such

attgck. Official Security Force figures released
claimed only 32 insurgent casualties. The camp dis-—
persal glso played a role during this raid. Co-ordi-
nqted with an external area operation by 2nd Batta-
lion of the Rhodesia Regiment in the vila Salazar
area, ele@ents of the Rhodesian Light Infantry were
emplaced'lnto the Rio base on the Nuanetsi river as
well as into Madule Pan. Similarly a Selous Scouts
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column attacked Jorge do Limpopo, only to discover
that the main ZANLA camp had shifted back to Mapai.
puring the ensuing attack on the lattex a Rhodesian
Air Force Dakota was shot down. This aperation also
finally destroyed what remained of the Mozambigue
railway system in the Gaza province. The previous
large external raid into Mpzambigque, Operation
Miracle, had encountered similar problems during
October/November 1976, when the targets in Tete pro-
vince recelved early warning as a result of the
detection of the approaching vehicle column.

In spite of these problems the destruction and
capture of arms, ampunition and other material
inereasingly played a role in Security Force strate-
gy. Where the initial objective had always been pri-
marily to obtain maximum insurgent casualties, it
was moderated to give logistical damage an almost

equal status.

The first operation aimed at destroying logis-—
tieal targets, albeit for mainly military reasons,
was code-named Operaticn virile. It entailed the
destruction of five road bridges on the road bhetween

Dombe and Espungabera during November 1977. Espunga-=
pera is located on the Mozambigue side of the border
+to Mount Siltinda. AS & result, Espungabera was cut
off from the main FAM and ZANLA base at Chimoio and
the garrison stationed there denied all substantial
means of support. As a transit base for infiltration
into Rhodesia it subsequently lost much of its

value.

The pattern of security Force gxternal opera-
tions was closely linked to seasonal fluctuations.
The annual summar rainy season brought about the
growth of thick, green vegetation whiech provided the

pest natural cover for insurgent infiltration and
activity. Such was the case on 23 November 1977,

when ZANLA suffered heavy losses of 1 200 casualties
during Security Force attacks on the ZRNLA headguar-
ters north of Chimoio, and against the holding camp
at Tembue. The attacks were executaed hy the same
force of Bpecial Air Service and Rhodesian Light
Infantry troops who were air-lifted from Chimoio to
Tembue. In preparing for the massed infiltration of
insurgents, ZANLA had taken to concentrating them in
forward holding camps at the start of the annual
summer rains. Needless to say, this strategy was not
repeated indefinitely.
ZANLA base camp deployment, as it had developed
by 1978, presented the Rhodesian Security Forces
with a number of interrelated problems. The method
employed to attack an insurgent base was known as
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verFical envelopment. This consisted of an air
strike by ?ombers followed by the delivery of troops
on the perimeters of the camp and across the most

likely enemy escape routes b i
y helicopters or para-
chute. The latter forces adopted amhgsh stitEons

while the perimeter forces fought inwards, cleaning
the camp progressively from one side as the bhattle
progressed. This had originally been made possible
by the development adopted by ZANLA in its base
camps, as well as the absence of organised resis-
tence to Security Forces during the operations.

.While the lack of offensive action remained
spec1fically a hallmark of ZANLA forces when faced
with a conventional attack, passive counter measures
such as the dispersal and extensive use of bhunkers
presented a serious challenge to the cost-effective-
ness of such attacks. These problems were further
accgntuated when the insurgents resorted to building
the%r punkers on higher ground. As a result their
antl-a%rcraft cover was both better placed and more
e?fgcﬁlve, improving the somewhat restrictive capa-
bilities of SA-7 missiles and the fields of fire
both of missiles and other anti-alrcraft weaponry.
The FAM in particular were becoming more adept in
the use gf 8A-7's. During the later Chimoio raids
they pgsltioned these missilaes along the Vandusi-
Catand}ca road, firing on all aircraft in transit.

Air strikes and close air support gradually
hgcame more costly and dangerous. Since the Rhode-
sian Army relied on antiquated Second World War 25
pgunder field guns, artillery fire support would not
dlslodqe.insurgents from bunkers built to withstand
a near miss by a 350kg bomb. (8) Artillery fire sup-
pgrt was only used during Operatien Miracle pre-
viously mentioned. During this opgration FAM attemp-
ted‘ong of its few interventions, while a ZANLA
ant}—alrcraft machine gun company put up fierce
resictance in the face of concerted Rhodesian air
and ground attacks. (9)

Throughout the period in question, although the
FAM never bacame involved against the Rhodesian for-
ces in any meaningful way, FAM intervention was more
active than that of the Zambian National Defence
Forcg (ZNDF}. The most serious Rhodesian fear was a
possible attack on their Forward Administrative
Areas (FAA). These were established as logistical
resupply points within Mozambigue {(or Zambia) when
deep strikes were made into enemy territory. Any
attack_against the FAA would endanger the entire
operation. As a result many of the Rhodesian attacks
an FAM forces should be viewed in the light of the
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danger these forces posed vis—a-vis the FAA.

Occasionally the Rhodesian Air Force also acci-
dentzlly bombed either FAM or members of the Tanzanian
Peoples Defence Force {(TPDF}. A maximum of 2 000
TPDF troops were deplayed at Massingwe in Tete pro-
vince but did not actively involve themselves in the
war against Rhodesia. Such accidental hombings were
normally the result of faulty intelligence reports
and related to the problem of distinguishing bhetween
ZANLA, FAM and TPDF forces within the wvarious camps.
Restrictions on action against FAM forces were Lif-
ted during 1978. Prior to this these forces had been
engaged only in self-defence. One example of the
accidental bombing of TPDF forces oceurred late in
1978/early 1979. The Directorate of Military Intel-
ligence had identified two possible area locations
of a ZANLA base with the knowledge that there was
also a TEDF camp in the area. When Selous Scouts
teams discovered a base in the Songo area near Lake
Cahora Bassa, and air strike was carried out on the
location. The base subseguently proved to have been
occupied by TPOF forces. As an insurgent training
area Tanzania had played an active role in providing
7ANLA training facilities since August 1968. These
were initially situated at Itumbi in south-western
Tanzania and as from 1971 at Mgagoo.

Although not as widely publisized, air strikes
without grouad support proved an important factor in
insurgent casualties. One such raid that was never
officially disclosed occurred in mid to late 19789
when a ZANLA holding camp at Nhangau, north of Beira
was bombed, resulting in about 600 casualties.

As ZANLA started its build-up of conventional
forces and armaments in 1978-19%79, it was also
becoming clear that Rhodesian weaponry could not
deal with the base camp deployment that was evolving,
especially as regards dispersal and the extensive
use of bunkers. In terms of casualties and effort
the cost of traditional vertiecal envelopment methods
rising, but no ready alternative seemed appa-

was
rent.

During 1978 it was also becoming increasingly
evident that purely as a method of inflicting insur-

gent casualties, external operations were not as
effective as they seemed to be initially. In the
period 1977 to 1978 ZANLA casualties resulting from
such raids totalled 3 500, while the number of
active insurgents in eastern Rhodesia had risen from
1 200 to more than 8 000. This led to a shift in
emphagis from causing casualties to disrupting the
ZANLA logistical system. One example of such a change
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in emphasis is the air attack on combined ZANLA and
#AM armouries at Chingodzi and Dendo. Henceforth,
ZANLA arms were mainly stored in Maputo itself,
where political considerations prevented their mass
destruction by air. Alternatively they were disper-
sed in forward areas. ZANLA was, however, forced to
stay in the vicinity of Chimoio since the latter was
the main FAM administrative centre for Manica Pro-
vince, and, subseguently, for ZANLA. ZANLA was thus
forced to alternate their camps within an approxi-
mate radius of sixty kilometers of Chimoio. To the
Security Forces this area became known as the
Chimoio Circle.

As the war entered its final stages, logistics
were increasingly seen as a primary factor in easing
the onslaught from outside Rhodesia. A target study
of the Mozambigquan communication and transport sys-
tem as part of the ZANLA logistical chain was com-
pleted by the Directorate of Military Intelligence
early in 1979. The result presented to NATJOC sug-
gested the destruction of eighteen major bridges,
extensive mining of certain stretches of road and
sinking of dredgers in the Makuti channel off
Sofala.

The War Council refused to agree to the execu-
tion of this plan in a single operation. NATJOC pro-
ceeded, however, to authorise piece-mezl attacks on
some of these objectives during 1979. When the Lan-
caster Hounse constitutional talks began, a number of
them had been attacked, but the desired result,
total collapse of all traffic, and thus of ZANLA
logistics, was not achieved. The operations launched
were too extended in time to be effective and the
only result achieved was the disruption of local
movement.

During the ensuing ceasefire, ZANLA was capable
of concentrating its remaining external forces and
then infiltrating them into 7zimbabwe-Rhodesia with
1ittle difficulty directly counter to the ceasefire
agreement.

The attempts at what amounted to a limited
interdiction campaign was the nearest that the Rho-
desian Security Forces came to being allawed to
attack strategic targets in Mozambique. At no stage
did NATJOC sanction operations against economic tar-
gets that could not be justified on purely military
grounds. Operation Uric (September 1979} into Gaza
pravince bears witness to this.

although this operation was the first to be
officially admitted as purposely aimed at FAM tar-
gets {(in the subseguent Security Forces communigue!}
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the real aim of Operation Uric was to destroy five
bridges and thus halt all rail and road movement
north of Baragem. Military justification for the
raid was provided by the arrival of large numbers of
Ethiopian-trained ZANLA insurgents in Maputo in
transit to holding camps near Zimbabwe-Rhodesia prior
to infiltration. In view of the political negotia-
tions underway that would eventually lead to Lancas-
ter House, NATJOC feared that the FAM might be temp-
ted to assist ZANLA either in seizing territory and
declaring it a 'liberated' area, or in shortening
ZANLA's logistical line. In an effort to halt all
movement in the area as well as to counter the FAM
build-up there, an FAM brigade administrative area
at Mabalane near Mapai was also attacked. Only three
of the five bridgyes were effectively destroyed. It
ie reascnable to assume that this operation had an
effect on the pressure exerted by President Machel
on Mugabe at Lancaster House, for it represented a
further serious blow to the Mozambique sconomy.

In conclusion, Rhodesian Security Force raids
into Mozambigque had some distinct advantages in com-
parison with those into Zambia. Vehicle columns
could be employed with little difficulty as a result
of the absence of a barrier comparable to the Zam-
bezi river. This made the use of artillery possible
to provide close fire support, although only used
during Operation Miracle. As a legacy of co-opera-
tion with the Portuguese their detailed knowledge of
the terrain was a further advantage. A strange fac-
tor was the reliability of radio interceptions. Vast
numbers of these were made, but the loose, unco-
ordinated command and control structure of ZANLA in
contrast to that of ZPRA led to the interceptions
being of greater use in Zambia than in the case of
Mozambique.

While the general strategic posture regarding
vambia was forward and aggressive, the eastern ope-
rational area commanders attempted to institute a
defence in depth, with protection of vital economic
areas as a vital component. Within the three eastern
operational areas such a strategy entailed establi-
shing border minefield obstacles as impediments to
eross-horder movement, with little manpower back-up.
The majority of forces were involved in the protec-—
tion of farming areas and railway lines.

In the final year of the war an attempt was
made towards a more forward strategic posture; with
Rhodesian Light Infantry and Special Air Service
units operating inside Mozambigue on a continual
basis. The Special Air Service and Corps of Engineers
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laid extensive minefields in Manica, Gaza and Tete
provinces in a further attempt to hamper freedom of
movement. The effectiveness pf these measures is

extremely difficult to determine.

7.3 Zambia

zambia had been the traditional base for Rhodesian_
nationalist movements since UDI in 1965. Although in
both ZANU

direct political and ethnic competition,
and ZAPU had no choice but to avail themselves of the
hospitality of President Kaunda. This situation con-
tipued until FRELIMO gained power in Mozambigue. The
third member of the Frontline states, Botswana, was
ecanomically too dependent on the Republic of South
Africa and Rhodesia and militarily too weak to play
any major role in the war. .
President Kaunda had played an active role in
numerous attempts to obtain international action
against Rhodesia. These had cost Zambia dearly and
culminated im the elosure of the border with Rhode-
sia on 9 January 1973. Zambian commitment to the
"liberation' of Rhodesia is probably best illustra-
ted in the well-known Lusaka Manifesto of April 1969
which included the following statement:
on the objective of iiberation ... we can
neither surrender nor compromise. We have
always preferred and we still prefer, to
achieve it without physical violence ... But
while peaceful progress is bhlocked by actions
of those at present in power in the states of
Southern Afriea, we have no choice but to give
to the people of those territories all the sup-
port of which we are capable in their struggle

against their oppressors. {10)

Despite having signed this, President Kaunda was not
prepared to use Zambian forces ta 'liberate’ Rhoqe—
sia. It was to be a struggle by a people for their
country. A legacy similar to that of the common
struggle by ZANLA and FRELIMO in Mozambigue did not
exist in Zambia between the Zambian National Defence
Foree, ZNDF, and ZPRA. This led to a major distinct-
tion regarding the support these two countries
accorded 2APU and ZANU.
While FAM and ZANLA forces were integrated at
various levels those of the 2ZNDF and ZPRA remained
strictly separate.{11) Each had its own command and
control functions as well as logistical chain. At no
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stage of the war did the ZNDF become actively invol=~
ved with insurgent operations inside Rhodesia.

As regards Rhodesian Security Force operations
in that country, separate bases and facilities for
9NDF and ZPRA were advantageous. Therefore attacks
on insurgent bases could take place with little or
no chance of ZNDF casualties. AS in Mozambigque, the
gambian army did not involve itself further in Rho-
desian external operations. It became evident that
the ZNDF was intent on preventing any confrontation
with the Rhodesian armed forces. Three factors, how-
ever, hampered large scale Security Force gperations
into Zambla at least until 1978.

The first of these was Zambian membership of
the Commonwealth and its standing as a moderate
government in the eyes of the West. While Mozambigue
had gained independence merely as a result of the

coup in Portugal, Zambia had gained its freedom

peacefully from Britain during the era of de-coloni-
sation. Large scale Rhodesian reprisals would at
least have prompted gritain to adopt a harsher Rho-~
desian policy. The distinct prospect of direct
involvement in the dispute could not be ruled out.

South Africa exercised a similar and possibly
more direct restraint on Rhodesian actions against
zambia since President Kaunda was the one major
black leader prepared to take part in détente in
Southern Africa. The Republic of south Africa could
not allow any Rhodesian actions that might endanger
this relationship.

In the years preceeding 1978, Security Force
external operations into yambia consisted of small-
scale clandestine activities such as sabotage and
the laying of mines. The operations were conducted
in close secrecy ampd at a relatively low level of
intensity. As the war intensified, operations
against ZPRA also intensified but were stil) limited
in comparison with raids into Mozambigue. Thus, for
example, a combined force of Special Alr Service,
Rhodesian Light Infantry and Rhodesia African Rifles
attacked the ZPRA staging-post in Kavalananija on 6
March 1978. The operation was code-~named Operation
Turmoil and the camp attacked was a mere four kilometers
inside Zambia. Forty twa ZPRA insurgents were killed
and a quantity of equipment destroyed.

until 1978, ZAPU leader Joshua Nkomo, had
repeatedly proved ready to take part in negotiations
with the Rhodesian Front government. To & large
extent this willingness reflected the imbalance of
strength between ZPRA and ZANLA, yet during this
period Nkomo was still widely regarded &s the major
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nationalist leader. (During 1376 Nkome was still
inside Rhodesia as leader of the Internal ANC.) His
agreement to a constitutional settlement could have
been a decisive blow to the insurgent onslaught. The
first Viscount disaster and the ensuing massacre of
the survivors on 3 September 1978, however, halted
211 contact between Ian Smith and Nkomo. Following
this, and in the face of reports concerning a major
build-up of ZPRA forces in Zambia, the War Council
sanctioned attacks on major ZPRA bases in and

around Lusaka.
A final factor that tended to restrict Security

Force raids was that of physical bharriexs such as
the Zambezi river and Kariba Lake. The initial
strike, emplacement of troops, fire support, logis-
tical replenishment and evacuation of troops thus
all had to be undertaken by air. As the Rhodesian
Air Force had a strictly limited number of aircraft,
this was a severe limitation. Only on a single occa-
sion did Rhodesia ferry vehicles across the Zambezi
to attack ZPRA targets inside Lusaka itself.

The first major external raid into Zambia took
place during October 1978. During May of the pre-
vious year, Prime Minister Smith had warned Presi-
dent Kaunda that Harare might order pre-emptive
strikes against insurgent bases in Zambia in view of
the increased ZPRA forces in that country. This
first raid consisted of bombing raids on several
targets, inter alia on the ZPRA headguarters at
Freedom Camp (F.C.) near Lusaka on 20 October 1978.
From here half-trained insurgents were forwarded to
Luso in Angola for a final four month training
period. As had been the case with the first large-
scale raid into Mozambique, targets that had neither
active nor passive defence systems were taken
entirely by surprise. This was the well-known Green
Leader attack.

ZPRA quickly learned from the casualties they
had suffered. As with ZANLA, they resorted to camou-
flage and concealment, the use of bunkers and dis-
persal of bases over large areas., Whers ZPRA bases
had initially been limited to major camps close to
urban areas, they were now divided into numerous
smaller bases and spread over remote areas, away from
Lusaka. Within a matter of months air attacks zgainst
ZPRA bases were proving much less cost effective
than was the case initially. Their training was more
conventionally orientated and in general more tho-
rough. ZPRA forces also put up more resistance when
attacked than ZANLA did.

The effectiveness of ZPRA passive counter-
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measures ig illustrated by the air strikes against
Mulungushi camp north-east of Lusaka during 13%79.
Subjected to twelve Canberra and eighteen Hunter
sarties over a period of two days, ZPRA forces
remained dug-in throughout the attack, sustaining
only 7 deaths and 30-40 wounded despite the expen-
diture of thousands of kilograms of explosives. This
was the second bombing attack on Mulungushi. It had
first been bombed on 22 December 1978. At the time
it contained two hundred and seventy conventionally
trained %PRA insurgents. Thirty-three died during
thiz first attack.

As in Mozambigque, it soon became clear that
Rhodesian Air Force armaments c¢ould not disledge the
enemy from hardened shelters. Various experiments
were conducted in an attempt to design some means of
dislodging or killing personnel in their bunkers
over a wide area. These experiments met with little
success, In the case of Zambia specifically this was
a serious limitation.

At a later stage Mulungushi base also provided
proof of the effectiveness of insurgent camp routine
and general security. Security Forces had planned a
normal vertical envelopment coperation on the camp in
the belief that total ZPRA strength amounted to a
single battalion. Owing to logistical problems and
possible ZNDF involvement the operation was cancel-
led. After the war the Directorate of Military Intel-
gence learned that ZPRA had encamped a further three
battalions in the surrounding area as counter attack
force against just such an eventuality.

The preparation and strength of ZPRA forces and
camps soon made it evident that attacks on main
camps were becoming too costly. The alternative
entailed the elimination of ZPRA communications,
logistics and hierarchy. This decision was further
prompted following a highly successful Selous Scouts
operation into Francistown, during which a number of
high~ranking ZPRA officials were captured. During
interrogation they revealed the extent of the 2PRA
conventional build-up in Zambia. It was plannsd to
seize bridgeheads across the Zambezi after which
either Wankie or Victoria Falls airfields would be
used as air resupply peoints. Ground forces would
establish an anti-aircraft umbrella over the two
airfields.

The whole operation was intended as a severe
psychelogical blow to white morale, as well as inter-
national proof of the extent of insurgent activities.
During May 1979 Intelligence Digest had reported:
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orted from Zambia that there
is a large-scale build-up of Russian military
forces and equipment in the country. Up to 50
Russian transport planes daily have been seen on
the Lusaka runways ... The military eguipment
is largely offensive mostly tanks, artil-
lery and heavy machine guns. The troops are
mainly East German 'instructors' and a few
Yugoslav pilots ... There is much talk of an
offensive against Rhodesia, spearheaded by
Nkomo's terrorist forces and some elements of
the Zambian Army. (12)

It is reliably rep

ted that the planned ZPRA operation
certed bid by Nkomo and his Soviet
backing to forestall 2ANU {ie. Chinese} political or
military victory. Planning included Angola which was
to provide the aircraft for a typical Warsaw Pact
type operation. {Egyptian attacks across the Bgez
canal in the Yom Kippur war during 1973 exemplify
such an operation.)
In reaction, the Security Forces launched pre-
emptive raids by Special Air Service troops intg the
heart of Lusaka during April and June 1979 to dis-—
rupt ZPRA command and control structures. ZPRA cen-
tral command and communication facilities were
severely damaged by these operations. The first of
these raids on 14 and 15 April 1879 was the only
occasion during which a mobile column of seven Land
Rovers was used in Zambia. During the raid an abor-
tive attempt on the life af Joshua Nkomo was carried
out.
although large—scale external operations into
pambia had started only in 1978, two years after
similar operations against Mozambigue, their scope
and intensity were soon to be of an equal mggnl?ude.
The same basic arguments that were used to justify
attacks on strategic targets in Mozambique were used
regarding Zambia. ) o
Being a land-locked country, Zambia had limited
export routes. In angola the Union for the ToFal '
Independence of Angola, UNITA, had cut the Fall link
to the port of Benguela. To the south lay Zimbabwe-
Rhodesia. The only viable routes remaining
were along the Chinese built raiiway line between
Tanzania and Zambia (TANZAM now called the TAZARR)
and through Mozambique to the port of Egira. Hampe-
red by inefficient management and handling problgms
at the ports of Dar es Salaam and Beira, these links
were hard pressed to move even the minimum of

exports and imports.

It can be acecep
was to be a con
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As part of the limited interdiction campaign
waged against Mozambigue, the first raids on strate-
gic targets in Zambia took place on 11 and 12 Octo-
ber 1979. Three bridges on the Beira-Moatize railway
line in Mozambique were bombed. Zambian links with
the port of Beira were effectively cut. At the same
time Special Air Service forces destroyed the Cham-
beshi railway bridge in northern Zambia. The route
carrying 40% of all Zambian imports and exports was
thus cut. Since the initial appreciation of objec-
tives to be attacked was incomplete, subsequant
raids had to be complemented by further attacks some
weeks later. A number of other bridges were also
destroyed making Zambia almost entirely dependent on
its southern rail link through Zimbabwe-Rhodesia.
President Kaunda was forced to re-open this route in
full to avoid total economic chaos.

The military justification for these raids was
towards halting the flow of military egquipment to
ZPRA from Dar es Salaam. The rate and extent of sup-
ply had reached@ alarming proportions.

As in the case of President Machel's pressure
on Robert Mugabe at Lancaster House, it is difficult
to gauge the resulting pressure that President
Xaunda brought to bear on Joshua Nkomo.

In contrast to ZANLA, the majority of whose
forces were inside Zimbabwe-Rhodesia at the time of
the Lancaster House talks, the larger part of ZPRA
was still in Zambia. As mentioned in the previous
section, Nkomo had been planning a conventional
onslaught to regain the military initiative he had
lost to ZANLA in 1969-1976. When it became evident
that a Lancaster House ceasefire would prevent the
execution of any such plan in time, it should then
have been clear to Nkomo that little doubl could
exist regarding the results of an election in view
of the imbalance (more ZANLA than ZPRA) of politically
motivated insurgents inside Zimbabwe-Rhodesia,

Barly in 1979 a high-powered Soviet military
delegation arrived in Lusaka to reorganize the ZPRA
strategy. They emphasised the need to go onto a con-
ventional war footing, but in the meantime making
the maximum use of the existing ZPRA insurgents to
pave the way for entry into Zimbabwe-Rhodesia of the
conventional forces. From then on ZPRA was divided
into a conventional and an insurgent force.

The conventional plan involved having twe
bridgeheads across the Zambezi, one in the Chirundu/
Kariba area and the other near Victoria Falls. Large
numbers of conventicnally trained troops would then
advance in armoured vehicles to seize the airfields
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at Hvange and Karxiba into which they would airlift
the remainder of their troops.

However, as a settlement at Lancaster House
became a real possibility, it also became apparent
that the number of insurgents inside Zimbabwe—
Rhodesia would play a major role in the elections
that were to follow. Furthermore, ZANLA encroachment
into traditional 2ZPRA areas was causing great alarm.
To holster their insurgent forces inside Zimbabwe-
Rhodesia, ZPRA began deploying regular troops into
zimbabwe-Rhodesia. These forces operated in strengths
up to company level. Friction between ZPRA regulars
and insurgents had a distinctly negative effect on
these operations. ZPRA regulars also suffered severe
reverses at the hands of the Security Forces at oxr
near infiltration points, such as Mlibizi, Lumbimbi
and Lupane.

By mid-1979 ZPRA had concentrated close to
twenty thousand regular soldiers at its Central
Guerrilla Training Camp No 2 (CGT-2). Further troops
wera stationed in Angola. Unable to tackle this
force head-on, COMOPS decided on a defensive stra-
tegy. This strategy was aimed at preventing any ZPRA
armoured columns from arriving at the launch points
along the Kariba Lake and +he Zambezi River, and to
prevent a build-up of ZPRA troops and supplies for
an attack into Zimbabwe-Rhodesia.

Accordingly the Special Aix Service destroyed
the road and rail bridges along the Great North road
linking Zambhia with Tanzania over which the bulk of
gambian exports and imports had flowed. Nine road
bridges were also destroyed a few weeks later. This
gffectively cut the Great East, the Chirundu and the
Livingstone roads. The latter two constituted the
major two road approach routes to Zimbabwe-Rhodesia.
As further counter COMOPS deployed Special Air Ser-
vice Selous Scouts and Rhodesia Light Infantry for-
ces in southern and south-western Zambia on a con-—
tinual basis in operatlons designead to hinder dis-—
rupt and where possible, stop all ZPRA movement into
Zimbabwe—Rhodesia. Pressure brought to bear on
Bishop Muzorewa in London forced the withdrawal of
these forces late in 1979. ZPRA was thus enabled to
concentrate its forces from Luso in Angola at CGT-2
and Mulungushi. From here they were transported by
road to infiltrate through pridgeheads held by five
conventionally trained ZPRA battalions along Lake
EKariba and eastwards to the point where the border
between Zambia, Mozambigue and 7imbabwe-Rhodesia

meet.
In general, Security Force operations into
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rambla were influenced by a number of geographical
features, the most obvious being the barrier of the
Zambezi river and Lake Kariba. A second was the vul-
neribility of Zambia as a land=-locked country whose
major viable export routes ran through a country with
which it was at war. It was mainly these factors
that led to the use of Botswana as a ZPRA iransit
route.

Strategically, ZAPU had a major problem in its
ethnic representation; one fifth of the Rhodesian
population against the three quarters represented hy
ZANU. In contrast, however, Nkomo could be -assured
of the total support of the Matabesle. Muzurewa,
Sithole and Mugabe were all vying for Shona support,
which led to the distinct possibility of ZAPU emerging
as power-broker in any elected government.

Possibly as a result of the influence of its
Soviet-block backers, ZPRA's military strategy was
not as c¢losely aligned to the politization of the
rural masses as was ZANLA. %PRA commanders believed
+hat the better military force would eventually
triumph, if only by force of arms.

7.4 Botswana

During December 1372, the Rhodesian Minister of
Defence had stated that

We have always had to watch the Botswana bon-
der, but now we have undoubted evidence of the
existence of terrorists in Botswana. (13}

As the war spread across the rural areas of Rhodesia,
three operational areas were' formed and actively
engaged in combating the threat from Mozambique and
zamhia (Hurricane, Thrasher, Repulse). Political
consideration forestalled the official declaration
of 'war' against Botswana so that military comman-
ders were hesitant to provoke an intensified strug-
gle in the area that was eventually designated Ope-
ration Tangent. A final factor was a mutual interest
to limit the level of violence:

in view of the fact that many guerrilla
raids against Rhodesia have been mounted from
Botswana the Rhodesians have responded with
notabhle restraint. This may be related to the
fact that one of Rhodesia's two remaining rail
links with South Africa runs through
Botswana. (14)
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Possibly the first external operation of real
significance mountad into Botswana was executed by a
team of eight Selous Scouts on the night of 30 March
1974. As a result four high level ZPRA officials
were captured. Numerous arrests were made and arms
caches seized, resulting in a complete setback for

both ZPRA and ZAPU in Matabeleland.
During September a fifth ZPRA official who had

been attempting to reorganize +he broken network in
Matabeleland was also abducted by three members of
the Selous Scouts. Both operations were substantial
intelligence coups for the Security Forces.

Botswana had always been an unwilling partner
with the other three black African countries
bordering on Rhodesia and actively involved in
the war against that country. Flanked on all sides
by white—controlled countries her economic survival
was in the hands of Rhodesia and the Republic of
south Africa. Botswana's only link with any other
black state was at a single point in the north where
South West Afriea/Namibia and Fambian territory met.
The Kasangula ferry across the Zambezi river was the
only external link which did not run through Rhode-
sian or South African territory.

Largely as a result of the natural obstacles
hindering direct infiltration into Rhodesia from
Zambiz, ZPRA had begun to enter Matabeleland via
Botswana. ZPRA forces cut across the western tip of
Rhodesia, were transported down the Grove road in
sastern Botswana f£rom where they entered Rhodesia.
Tnitially this did not occur with the active aid of
the Botswana Defence Force (BDF)- but Sir
Seretse Khama became more sympathetic to ZPRA's use
of Botswana terrain as the war in Rhodesia intensi-
fied.
Until April 1977, Botswana had a very small
paramilitary Police Mobile Unit which proved totally
inadequate to police the lonyg Rhodesian and Zambian
horders. The BDF was then formed, at total strength
of two companies. ZPRA use of Botswana continued
unabated however, and although not officially condo-
ned, the BOF provided limited aid to ZPRA forces.

An important factor inm the Rhodesian attitude
towards RBotswana was the absence of any armed insur-
gent camps, in contrast to their approach to Mozam-—
bigue and Zambia. In both these countries 'refugee’
camps listed as such by the resident United Nations
High Commissioner for Refugees were actively being
used as training bases. Listed refugee camps in
Botswana were a major source of ZPRA recruits, who
wera flown out to Nyamapanda near Lusaka. From there
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recruits were transported in batches of 2 000 to
Luso in Angola as well as to other training camps
within Zambia such as Mwembeshi, CGT and Mulungushi.
insurgents were not trained within Botswana iself.
Botswana's role as a passive transit area, however,
became wvital in the years 1977-1978 when ZAPU laun-
ched its massive recruitment drive in western Rho-
desia in an attempt to build up an army comparable

to that of ZANLIA.
Teams Oof Selous Scouts and Special Air Service

troops were now operating in Botswana virtually on a
permanent, if small-scale, basis. These were espe-
cially aimed at ambushes on the Grove road and met
with varying degrees of success resulting in both
7PRA and BDF casualties. During 1977 Africa Confi-
dential stated

There is now also no doubt that members of the

Selous Scouts counter-insurgency unit have been
operating inside Botswana, primarily to kidnap

men wanted by the Smith regime and abduct them

across the border. Sometimes they have posed as
refugees in order to gain access to the refugee
camps at Francistown and Selebi-Pikwe. (15}

Possibly one of the largest single operations into
Botswanz was the sinking of the Kasangula ferry
during April 1978, which effectively cut Botswana's
major link with Zambia, and the concurrent attack on
the ZPRA headquarters in Francistown. Highly success-—
ful pseudo operations in Francistown by the Selous
Scouts further provided invaluable intelligence, as
documented in the previous section on zambia. During
an ambush on the Grove road by members of Threa
Group, Selous Seouts, Elliot Sibanda, the senior
ZPRA Intalligence Officer for the South Front, was
wounded and taken prisoner. The ambush team had
actually been waiting for pumiso Dabengwa on 22
March 1979 when Sibanda was captured. According to
Lieutenant-Colonel Reid-Daly, 'he was the most
important prisoner of the whole war', (16) Informa-
tion received from him resulted in a brilliant opera-
tion by a team of Selous Scauts leading to the capture
of the entire ZPRA command for the Southern Front.
under the guise of BDF seldiers, t+he Scouts gained
entry to the ZPRA command headguarters on 13 April
1979 and 'arrested' all ZPRA insurgents present. A
vast amount of deocumentation was also captured.
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7.5 Angeola

For the greater part of the war, Rhodesian Security
Forces were largely unaware of the active role
played by Angola in training ZPRA forces and supply-
ing them logistically.

The same ZPRA high-level capture whose informa-
tion led to the raids on Lusaka during the first
half of 1979, alsoc provided details of training
undertaken at Luso in Angola. This was later conflrmed
by aerial photographs taken by the Rhodesian Air
Force. On 26 February 1979, after delaying the raid
for two days as a result of bad weather, an extremly
suceessful air strike was carried out against the
series of twelve camps in the area. No ground forces
were involved while total surprise was achieved.
72PRA losses were considerable, not least as a result
of the fact that the attack took place early in the
morning. Rain had further confined the majority of
the recruits to their huts. According to captured
7PRA documents total casualties amounted to 160
insurgents killed and 530 injured.

As with Tanzania, Angola played a much more
active role in the war for Rhodesia than is generally
recognised. Ample proof of this is provided by the
plans to launch a canventional onslaught against
western Rhodesia. Angola was to provide the
aircraft for this operation.

7.6 Conclusion

Although only a selectsd number of the larger and
more spectacular operations conducted in Mozambigue,
zambia, Botswana and Angcla have been mentioned, the
sum total of these raids should not be underestima-
ted. Interviewed in Cape Town during September 1978,
Lieutenant-General Walls stated: 'There is no

single day of the year when we are not operating
beyond our borders ...'(17)

It should, of course, be emphasised that the
size of external operations varied from one man
reconnaissance missions to almost brigade-size
operations.

External operations, however, need to be placed
within a sound strategic framework, as has partially
been discussed in the introduction to this chapter.
Before returning to this central theme, there are a
number of relevant factors that need to be mentioned
to provide proper perspective.

In both planning and execution of external
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operations, senior military commanders were faced
with a number of severe planning restrictions. The
first of these was sensitivity concerning the aumber
of white casualties. With the singular exception of
the Selous Scouts, the Rhodesian Light Infantry and
the Special Air Service were exclusively white
units. Repeated combat experience had indicated to
the Rhodesians that in aggressive operations, white
soldiers were better, while black soldiers had the
edge regarding bush- and fieldcraft. Inevitably
external operations involved the extensive use of
the white unite as attacking force. With a total
community of 250 000, white casualties had a dis-
propaortionately large effect. In the words of T.E.

Lawrence:

An individual death, like a pebble dropped in
water, might make a brief hole; yet rings of
sorrow widened out therefrom. We could not
afford casualties. (18}

in practical terms this influences the type of ope-
ration that could be carried out as well as the
security of the operation itself.

Initially external operations were primarily
aimed at inflicting the maximum number of insurgent
casualties before these forces entered Rhodesia. As
pointed out, in the early stages insurgent base camp
strategy assisted this role. However, evolving
insurgent strategy soon had a marked effect on Rho-
desian military operations. On the one hand, the
targets presented were no longer as concentrated and
limited in size. On the other hand the facilities
constructed inside these camps proved very difficult
to destroy. The emphasis thus slowly shifted to what
had been termed in Vietnam ‘'working the gystem’

(the motto of General Abrams). Insurgent leogistics
probably became the primary rationale behind Rhode-
sian military planning for these raids. This was,
however, also the result of a realization that aimost
unlimited manpower resQOurces available to both ZANLA
and ZPRA prevented the long term effectiveness of a
strateqgy simply aimed at eliminating these insurgents
prior to their entry into Rhodesia.

A further related factor was the threat of sig-
nificant involvement by the Zambian and Mozambique
armies during such raids. This was specifically of
importance regarding the physical security of the
Rhodesian forces' return route to their country. Any
possible invelvement by national defence forces that
could jeopardise this had to be eliminated at an
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early stage. Eqgually important, rhodesian forces
could not become involved in either long drawn out
or running hattles with any insurgent or foreign
army.. Although the armed forces of Mozambique and
zambia only actively intervened on a small scale on
four occasions, adeguate provision had to be made
for dealing with any such an eventuality.

From 1976, with the geographical spread of sub-
vertaed areas and the increasing numbers of insur-
gents inside Rhodesia, the availability of select
weaponry and weapon systems alsc became a severely
restricting factor. Although the majority of insur-
gent casualties ingide Rhodesia resulted from intel-
ligence provided by the Selous Scouts, the actual
killing force was the airborne Fire Force.

This consisted of Rhodesian Light Infantry
troops transported in helicopters and fixed-wing
aircraft, supported by helicopter gunships. Owing to
the limited availability of helicopters in particu-
lar, any large-scale external operation virtually
implied denuding internal operational areas of Fire
Force. With the most effective weapon temporarily
forfeited, the internal security sitvuation deterio-
rated dramatically to the extent that during the
last two years of the war, a single week proved
almost the maximum period for any external opera-
+ion. According to the officer commanding the Selous
Scouts, Lieutenant-Colonel Reid-Daly:

Due to the small numbers of aireraft we posses-
sed, any major attack on an external base meant
that the internal scene was denuded of helicop-
ters and consegquently their Fireforce passen-
gers for periods of up to ten days at a time
and, without Fireforce around, the kill rates
dropped back to almost zero and the influence
of the terrorist increased. (1%)

3 procurement prohlem related to that of aircraft
was also encountered as regards sophisticated air
delivery weaponry. At the start of external opera-
tions the only available counter to extensive bun-
kers was the old 350kg {1 000 lb} bomb which anly
succeeded in collapsing shelters in the immediate
vicinity. Various experiments and projects were
initiated ko develop a counter to the use of bunkers.
Possible solutions included the use of heavy gasses
as well as the creation of a ring of fire by means
of the vortex effect. The war ended before any of
these attempts could be realized. Attempts at night
bombing to counter insurgent movement during the
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hours of darkness had little more than a psychologi-
cal effect.

The general implication was that the Security For-
ces were not able to counter the avolving insurgent
base camp deployment strategies. The alternative to
the measures discussed above was to land ground
troops to clear such bases. Once on the ground, how-
ever, and fighting through bases spread over several
square kilometres, Rhodesian forces ran into increa-
singly strong resistance.

: Within a base of 30km?, such as found in the
Tete Province, insurgent forces had space to regroup
and break out of any possible encirclement. ZPRA in
particular became increasingly aggressive as the war
progressed. This was clearly illustrated during Ope-
ration Tepid in Zambla, where ZPRA forces made a
conventional night withdrawal from their well-
prepared battalion defengive positions: whereas,
lacking supportive weaponry. the Rhodesian forces
almost suffered serious casualties. Availability and
procurement of both rotary and fixed-wing aircraft
was limited so that ground forces airlifted into an
operation could not be provided with close fire sup-
port. For reasons that have already been discussed
in sections 2 and 3 this problem was more serious in
the case of Zambia. If necessary, artiliery could
provide this support for operations into Mozambigue.
This support would undoubtedly have become necessary
had the war continued for even a few menths longer.

Two final factors worth mention are the repea-
ted attempts to assassinate key ZANU and ZAPU leaders,
as well as Rhodesian support of dissident movements
such as the Mozambigue National Re=zistance Movement,
MRN, in Mozambique. The Resistencia Nacional Mocam-—
bicana (RNM)} is also known as the Mozambigue Natio-—
nal Resistance Movement (MNRM), the Mozambigque Resis-
tance Movement (MRM), and the Mozambigque National
Resistance Front (FUMO). Following the coup in Por-—
tugal, the Rhodesian government decided to aid
resistance against the Machel-raegime in Mozambigue.
4 400 000 watt transmitter stationed at Gwero was
used to transmit the 'Voice of Free Africa'. This
was the same transmitter originally used from Flum-—
tree to block BBC broadcasts from Francistown in
Botswana shortly after UDTI. Transmissions in support
of the MNRM hegan early in 1976. For the first years
of its existence, the MNRM had nc distinct ideologi-
cal stance other than the rejection of the FRELIMO
regime. By the end of the war this movement had
become a major factor in undermining the stability

of Mozambique.
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The elimination of key expatriate nationalist
leaders was codenamed Operation Bouncer. In spite of
repeated attempts it failed to remove leaders such
as Mugabe, Nkomo, Nhongo and Dubengwa. Rex Nhongo
was wounded during one attempt, while bumisa
Dubengwa escaped death by a few minutes on the Grove
road. (20)

In sum, external operations had to be part of
Rhodesian military strategy. Alone, they could
gither buy time for a politiecal settlement or be
zimed at the overthrow of the existing government to
destroy that country's support for insurgent forces.
If, as in the case of Rhodesia, a political strategy
was lacking, only the latter option remained.

Eventually Zimbabwe-Rhodesian Security Forces
engaged in limited interdiction campaigns that ten-
ded to be more punitive than preventative. The les-
sons to be learnt from the American strategic bomb-
ing of North Vietnam should have been heeded; Zambia
and Mozambique provided evidence of an almost limit~
lass commitment to the de-colonialisation of Rhode-
sia. Neither country could lay elaim to demacratic
status and as a result could sustain their commit-
ment far beyond that which would have been the case
had the respective government been responsible to an
electorate. Furthermore, with largely subsistence
economies, neither country could be brought to
total political chaos by economic disruption.
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