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GRENADA 

Edi t or' s Note: On October 25, 1983 the United States invaded the 
Commom:ea lth Cari bbean na tion of Grenada , allegedly responding to a request 
f or outsi de he lp from the Governor-General, r e layed and supported by the 
Organi za t ion of Eas tern Caribbean States (OECS). Leading up to that invasion 
wer e the following events that occurred during the preceeding two weeks: 
Prime Minis t e r Mauri ce Bishop's refusal to accede to the demand tha t 
l eaders hip become more hard-line and "revolutionary"; Bishop's being placed 
under hous e arrest by rr.ilitant elements within the New Jewel Movement/People ' s 
Revolutionary Government ( October 12); Bishop being fre ed by 3-4000 of his 

• supporters and their going to Fort Rupert to free other supporters, where 
Bishop and others were killed (October 19); political power being seized by a 
16-member military council with Hudson Austin as head (October 19). Thus the 
social experiment that was begun when the new Jewel Movement seized power in 
1979 and created the People's Revolutionary Government to institute 
"revolutiona ry democracy" was brutally terminated 

The following is an excerpt of a viewpoint on the Grenada affair by Dr. 
Anthony P. Maingot, Immediate Past President of CSA and Director of the 
Graduate Program in International Studies at Florida International University, 
that appeared in the October 30, 1983 issue of The Miami Herald under the 
title, "Requiem for a West Indian Utopia." 

What triggered the bloody denouement? Bishop's trip to the United States 
and his search for a rapprochement with the Reagan Administration? His hint 
to Wes t Indian leaders that a "constitutional process" would start in Grenada? 
Was the utopian beacon still calling? Reason tells us that were it only 
Bishop who was assassinated, that could be seen as a personal matter between 
competing leaders. But since it was virtually the whole group of original 
1973 utopians who were eliminated, it became what Machiavelli called an "act 
of state." 

We will never read Bishop's memoirs. We. will never fully understand 
these four years of r evolution. Another chance of knowing ourselves better 
has been buried with the utopia. 

And, ye t, there are some lessons that can be drawn from this West Ind i an 
tragedy. 

First, despite its imperfections, parliamentary democracy does what 
au t horitari an sys tems can never do: solve the problem of suocession. It is 
di sheartening l o know tha t what took place in Grenada wa~ more akin to the 
Stalin vs. Trot s ky battle of the 1920s. In both cases the totalitarian state 
was still in its infancy. The one that will inevitably come in Cuba will 
probably be more akin to the Khrushchev vs. Beria strugg le simply becaus e of 
the consolidation of state control in both cases. 

Second, precisely because the problem of succession often presents 
opportunities to influence events in authoritarian states, their diplomatic 
isolation is counterproductive. In thi s rega r d, the Organization of Easte r n 
Caribbean St a t es, by refu s ing to isolate Bishop, behaved more rationa lly tha n 
the United States. They , no t the United States, should be fully in charge of 
helping Grenada return to the democratic fold. 

• As thi s i s written, there is no evidence that the intervention was legal. 
The United St at es claims humanitar i an reas ons that, if true , would justify a 
rescue opera t i on, but not the overthrow of the regime. The Organi zation of 
Eastern Caribbean States claims a preemptive s t rike that has no legal grounds 
in the OECS, U.N. or OAS charters. And yet, in thes e deeply law-abiding 

sta1~es , wh :~c h f or f'o 11 r yea ;' s r et.pected G~en2d;:i. ' s right t ,·, s hape i t s ciwn 
des t:i ny, t.: ,,~ i nt.erv~i1t ion en joys wide supp·Jr t. T' i l! pe ::ple • s reaso:· s ace• 2 

compl':'~ bl end of revul sion a t t he bruta l murders and a sense of corm:::.m ;:,.i. 
s ol i dar i ty with t hosE be lived to be oppressed . At & minimum, all this shoul d 
mean a careful study a nd perhaps r e - eva l uation o f t he cha.r t. e r sect.ions c t1 

non- intervention. 
To a Uni ted States , which has ope r a t ed under t he "sp!12re of influe,1~:::; " 

phi losophy, t he i nt ervention is mere ly No . 30 s i nce 1903. To the Eas t er n 
Cari bbean states , it is thei r firs t . Hope f ul ly i t wi l l be t hei r l as t. 

Anthony P. Maingot 
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