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The deaths of the Marines in Beirut and the brutal invasion
of Grenada dramatize President Reagan’s determination to
establish an imperial presence in giobal politics. His raw rict-
oric and past posturing can now be seen as prelude: no more
“‘peacekeeping mission,’’ no more warship diplomacy, phantom
dogfights, military advisers, covert counterrevolutions, war gaies
behind friendly borders. This is the real thing: the aggressive cam-
paign to assert American authority and secure control around the
world. From Nicaragua to Namibia, the opponents of that author-
ity and the subjects of that control should fear the worst.

The massacre of the Marines destroyed the delusion that Amer-
ican troops could stay in Lebanon .merely to separate warring
factions. America is a warring faction; even more than that, it
appears to be the superpower that plans a militarv colonization of'
the region, that seeks a permanent beachhead to defend what
Reagan has called ‘‘that vital and strategic area of the earth, or for
that matter, any other part of the earth.’”” Whatever its intent, the
dispatch of the Marines became an intervention by other means,
the slow deployment of a force that is designed to outflank—and,
if necessary, destroy—potential enemies of American power.

The Administration names those enemies as the Soviet Union and

(Continued on Page 419)
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EDITORIALS.

Any Part’

(Continued From Front Cover)

its client Syria, as well as Iran, always a useful bogey. It
identifies American interests, at various times, as gulf oil,
open sea lanes and strategic ports and positions. But the ob-
vious foes are not the serious ones, and the stated interests
are secondary. The dangers for America—Reagan’s Amer-
ica—in the Middle East arise from nationalist and revolu-
tionary movements, which are motivated by internal imper-
atives and not directed (at least not consistently) by external
forces. And the interest they threaten is imperial sway,
America’s capacity to control the tides of history, to influ-
ence events and work its will. The allusion that many make
to Vietnam is not facile. Reagan has said we are in Lebanon
to prevent Soviet-Syrian domination. Successive American

Presidents said we were in Vietnam to stop China, the Soviet

"Union or ‘‘international communism.’’ They talked about
‘strategic deposits of tin, of Russian lust for warmwater

ports, of.tottering dominoes. But American military might
was sent to extend American command and control as an
end in itself.

No good can come of such a bad business. The bombing
of the Marine headquarters at the Beirut airport is not the
first such incident, nor will it be the last. Pressures on
Moscow, threats against Teheran or moves against Damas-
cus will not stop them, because the problems America has in
the Middle East do not originate in those places. The source
is difficult to find because it is woven deeply into the texture
of the political life in places where the American soldiers
have intervened. ,

Fouad Ajami, the eminent Middle East specialist whos
prescient analysis of the situation in Leba.on appeared
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recently in The Nation [‘“The Partitioning of Lebanon,”’
October 1], said last week that the United States is ‘“‘on a
fool’s errand’’ in Beirut and should get out at once, before
the foolishness becomes even more tragic. That is the
only sensible strategy. Concern about a possible ‘‘blood-
bath”’ after withdrawal is hardly germane: the bloodbath
has clearly been drawn.

““It is imperial arrogance,’”’ Ajami said, to suppose that
American Marines can resolve ancient disputes and active
animosities in an alien culture. And it is also arrogant to
think that an imperial colony of Marines can hold the fort,
surrounded by a population that wishes them ill.

The invasion of Grenada provided an imrhediate illustra-
tion of Reagan’s promise to intervene at will in any part of
the earth. Only the flimsiest pretexts of international law
and a baseless concern for the safety of American students
on the island were offered in the way of justification. Brit-
ain’s Prime Minister Thatcher, who hardly shrinks from
throwing her own light imperial weight around, was appalled
by the attack on a Commonwealth country where the Queen
and her Governor General still serve as sovereign. (She
might have noted that it was the first American invasion of a
nation under the crown since the march on Montreal in the
War of 1812; that one, however, was repelled.) Senator
Daniel P. Moynihan, who used to enjoy bullying Third
World mini-states when he was ambassador to the United
Nations, was quick to charge that Reagan had violated both
the U.N. Charter and the Articles of the Organization of
American States. Reagan’s solemn invocation of the 1981
Treaty of the Organization of East Caribbean States—little
more than an antismuggling protocol between Club Meds—
was at once cynical and ridiculous. The United States is not
even a party to it, and acted without the unanimous consent
of the signatory nations.

The chancellor of St. George’s University School of Med-
icine in Grenada, Charles Modica, turned up in New York
City and for two days made life difficult for the State De-
partment and the complaisant network news anchors by
contradicting Reagan’s story that the students were in grave
danger. He insisted that the U.S. Ambassador to Barbados,
Milan Bish, had instructed him to lie when asked about the
students’ safety. Then, in midweek, he went to Washington,
and to no one’s surprise, recanted his previous assertions.
St. George’s Dean of Preclinical Studies, Dr. David Brown,
had apparently not been given the line; he arrived in South
Carolina with the report that his charges had not been im-
periled by the Grenadian coup. Sources in Jamaica confirmed
the dean’s report—and Modica’s original story.

As we go to press, the Administration has launched a
propaganda campaign, complete with a triumphant Presi-
dential address, which it hopes will justify the invasion. All
sorts of rumors may be broadcast—of a Cuban military
buildup on Grenada, of a hosiage scenario, of a secret re-
quest for intervention by Grenada’s Governor General, of
Soviet involvement in the week’s events-—which the press
biackcut on the invasion allowed the Administration to
float freely.

Reagan’s twisted rationalizations and outright lies ob-
scure the main point, which is the meaning of his interven-
tionist policy. The Grenada landing has broken through the
political and psychological obstacles that have blessedly
restrained Presidents from pursuing military adventures
since Vietnam.

Nixon’s ‘‘winding down*’ of Vietnam took half a decade,
but the popular reaction to the disasters created by that last
great American imperial war kept the peace for years after-
ward. It kept us out of Angola in 1975, it prompted Jimmy
Carter to accept the independence movement in Zimbabwe
in 1979 and to encourage the liberation of Nicaragua in
1981. We may never know how many other potential in-
vasions, interventions or interdictions the ‘‘Vietnam. syn-
drome’’ restrained. On several occasions Reagan seemed
eager to strike but refrained at the last moment because of
uncertainty about the domestic political consequences.

Then came Grenada. What was surely a ghastly internal
power struggle between Bishop and ambitious rivals within
his New Jewel Movement provided the excuse for Reagan to
militarize the Caribbean and orchestrate an ideological con-
frontation with global implications. One can only speculate

at the secret machinations that preceded the landing, the

provocations and destabilization operations, the pressures
on weak and dependent island governments.

And it has been, at first glance, a famous victory for
Reagan’s America. That is to say, for the superpower that
seeks to export and impose counterrevoluticn wherever in-
dependence is vulnerable. But the triumph may not last. In-
tervention creates its own antagonisms, and it makes
hardened enemies of those who might otherwise shrink from
a fight. The empire, as the Vietnamese proved—and as the
Iranians, the Lebanese Moslems and others have reiter-
ated—is most exposed when it is most extended—to ‘‘any
part of the earth.”

Passion Play

ike everything in the long history/ of the

Rosenberg case, the debate between opposing

authors (and between members of the audience)
: in Town Hall on October 20 was noisy, quar-
relsome, rancorcus, inconclusive—and fascinating. The
minutiae of the Rosenberg record and the monstrosities of
repression in the 1950s still have the/power to agitate the
mind and stir the soul, three decades after the fact. The case
itself has become the defining epic 0f the American left after
World War 11, a political passion play which continues its
intermittent run at random locales, performed by a reper-
tory company of participants’'who repeat old lines, ad-lib in-
spired ripostes and often sirﬁply shout and scuffle, Butitisa
serious show, and it always draws a crowd, riot only because

of the inherent drama of the plot but because the message - -

really matters.

Town Hall exaggerated the theatricality of the latest per-
formance by adding some Broadway glitz to the proceed-
ings. Outside on 43rd Street, some of the sellout crowd of
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fied, the Defense Ministry attempted toCensor it because of
its disturbing implications for Bonn’s military posture. Ac-
cording to the poll, more than 73 percent of the enlisted men
questioned agreed with the statement ‘‘Nothing can justify a
war that uses means of mass destruction.’’ Only 19 percent
agreed without qualification to the proposition that the
‘“Federal Republic 'must be defended even if puclear
weapons have t@“be used on her territory.”” Moreover, less
than half the members of the officer corps who were asked
the same questions unqualifiedly supported" the use of
nuclear weapons.

The Defense Ministry was appalled” by the publicity
the study received. ““If I could, I'd close the place,”’ said
Hans Riihle, head of the planning’ staff, referring to the
Bundeswehr office that produced the report

. %'

It’s common knowledge that Bonn and Washington often
synchronize their foreign aid policies, so we weren’t too sur-
prised to learn that scarcely two weeks after the T.W.A.
hostages were freed and President Reagan decided that
Syria no longer supports *‘international terrorism,’” Bonn
ended a five-year freeze on economic aid to Damascus. On
July 16 the Ministry of Economic Cooperation announced it
would release nearly $26 million in low-interest loans pledged
before 1980 but suspended because of Syrlan antipathy to
U.S. policy in the Middle East.

B PACIFIC ISLANDS: Now It’s Nerve Gas

Future generations of Marshall Islanders will no doubt
bear the brunt of Congress’s recent vote to resume nerve gas
production. Inhabitants of the U.S.-controlled Pacific ter-
ritory, who still haven’t recovered from the ecological ef-
fects of U.S. nuclear testing in the 1950s, may become
neighbors to a new arsenal of chemical weapons.

The Army plans to spend $67 million for the storage and
disposal of chemical weapons already at tiny Johnston
Atoll, which is upwind and upcurrent of the Marshalls.
The proximity of the atoll to Hawaii’s military bases makes
it a superb location.

The Johnston Atoll Chemical Agent Disposal System and
a related construction program will include $21 million for
permanent storage facilities for stockpiling chemicals deemed
too dangerous to store in the continental United States. Ac-
cording to Owen Wilkes, writing in the New Zealand news-
letter “‘Peacelinks,’’ the Army admits that the facilities, to
be built on land that averages less than ten feet above
sea level, will be ‘‘subject to flooding under certain
conditions.”’

Once a bird sanctuary, Johnston Atoll has been a U.S.
military facility for the past fifty years. Administered by the
Defense Nuclear Agency, it is used as a dumping ground for
unwanted residue from America’s nuclear and chemical
programs. For almost a decade after World War II, it was
an atomic test site, and radioactive dust from the blasts fell
throughout the Marshalls. In the late 1960s, leakages of
nerve gas from a U.S. facility in Japan prompted the Pen-

tagon to transfer more than 12,000 tons of the substance to
hastily constructed facilities in Johnston which were soon
damaged by hurricanes.

The island’s humble role as a garbage dump may soon be
eclipsed, however. From 1964 to 1975 Johnston Atoll
hosted a launching site for missiles adapted to destroy So-
viet satellites. It is likely that ground-based facilities for
Reagan’s Star Wars program would be located on the atoll.

B GRENADA: Embassy Blacklist

“Dispatches’’ has learned that the U.S. Embassy has
compiled a blacklist of Grenadians who served in the
government of former Prime Minister Maurice Bishop. It is
standard practice for the State Department and A.I.D. to
run security checks on nationals they wish to hire directly in
other countries. In Grenada, however, Roy Haverkamp, a
career Foreign Service officer and the ranking diplomat in
the embassy, uses the list to bar individuals from
government-related jobs.

One victim of the blacklist is Jane Belfon, who served the
Bishop government as director of tourism from 1979 to
1983. Since then she has been dismissed from three jobs
shortly after being hired. In one instance, her contract
with a U.N. organization was torn up after her name was
checked against the blacklist. This summer she worked for
an A.I.D. contractor as a low-paid office manager, a posi-
tion with no access to classified material. But after a month
on the job, she was fired by her American employer on the
orders of William Erdahl, the chief A.I.D. representative in
Grenada. Erdahl said it wasn’t possible to give the specific
reasons for her dismissal in writing, but her name was on
one of three lists of security risks.

A State Department official, who wished to remain un-
named, said that although he had not heard of the Belfon
case, ‘‘if- she was a high-ranking official in the Bishop
government, which we know to have been Communist, it
would seem to me logical that we’d be under no obligation
to hire her with U.S.A.I.D. funds.”

Belfon’s case was appealed through Grenadian govern-
ment channels, but when it came to the attention of Prime
Minister Herbert Blaize, he reportedly hit the roof. One of
the first controversies his Cabinet dealt with was whether to

_ rehire her as director of tourism. The Cabinet was evenly

divided on the question, with many arguing that Belfon was
effective in her job, was not an ideologue and should not be
penalized. Sources in Grenada say the debate was so
acrimonious that Blaize’s decision to fire Belfon almost
brought down his new government.

The blacklisting has institutionalized the political po-
larization brought on the island by the U.S. invasion of
October 1983. Then, many civil servants, both career and
political, were dismissed from their posts. A few have since
been allowed back, but the majority remain unemployed or
have been forced to emigrate for lack of a job commen-
surate with their training. Grenada’s small educated class
has thus been decimated by Caribbean McCarthyism.
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ship work to legitimize Pretoria’s rule rather than subvert it.
This year’s intern was sent to an overwhelmingly white
school and so far has recommended that the program work
closely with the Soath African government’s fraudulent
“black homelands” system—that interns, in effect, be
assigned to play Sun City. Harvard has shown no interest in
placing students with schools and organizations actively op-
posing the apaftheid system and in fact is considering intern-
ships with schools in Namibia, which South Africa occupies
illegally. Ultimately, the report asserts, the Harvard pro-
gram ‘‘is/ part‘of a national effort . . . to contain protest
and actjvism relating to divestment.”’ i

The report made a splash in Cambridge, ‘and on Feb-
ruary 15 twenty black South Africans joined scores of
students in a vigil protesting the internship program. The
spring season for divestment demonstrations s about to
open. Dartmouth College is polarized over the destruction
of the antiapartheid shantytown by rightist students, and
other campuses are gearing up for the Weeks of Action
starting March 21. Administrators at Harvard and other
elite universities, worried that the era of student passivity
which has held since the roaring sixties is coming to an end,
will seek to divert their protesters. We can expect more
beaux gestes and hope for more exposés.

Grenada Today

n the road from the airport to the hotel my

companion, a former student at the American

Medical School, could hardly contain his en-

thusiasm. “Why, the pavement is brand new,’’ he
kept saying. ‘‘You should have seen the potholes when I was
here last time.”” The next day, when he repeated the obser-
vation about the newly paved road at a tourist agency, a
Grenadian employee nodded. ‘‘That’s right,’’ she said, ‘‘the
road from the airport is one of the few changes.”’

President Reagan may have been as impressed as the
student when he took the same drive last week during his
official visit. Unfortunately no one provided the President
with a more realistic picture of the situation that exists two
and a half years after U.S. marines ousted the Marxist junta
that had overthrown the government of Prime Minister
Maurice Bishop. In 1983 most Grenadians welcomed the
marines as liberators, but any hopes they had for a pros-
perous future as a U.S. ally have now faded.

The Reagan Administration has completed some of the
projects the Cubans left unfinished. The controversial air-
port has been built, the planned roads are paved, and
American physicians from Project Hope have temporarily
replaced the Cuban doctors. But the anticipated wave of
U.S. investment never arrived. The Agency for Interna-
tional Development has poured more than $60 million into
Grenada’s infrastructure to attract potential investors, and
the government of Prime Minister Herbert Blaize has
offered them ten-to-fifteen-year tax holidays and other in-
ducements. But in 1984 only two U.S. firms came to the

island—a toy manufacturer and a nutmeg packager—and
both went out of business in a matter of months. Last year
four American companies opened restaurants and a scuba
diving center, but Grenada'’s feeble economy can hardly sur-
vive on those kinds of enterprises. Indeed, Americans on the
Spice Island are worried about a political backlash. ‘“The in-
frastructure.is not going to benefit the people directly,”’ said
one U.S. official. ‘““More cars and roads could even exacer-
bate tensions. People who were employed under the Bishop
government and now are out of work will be saying things
are bad. The only solution is more jobs.”’

The A.I.D. has essentially exported Reaganomics to
Grenada, turning the island into a Third World model of
laissez-faire capitalism. Thirty state farms that existed
before the 1979 revolution, which deposed flamboyant dic-
tator Eric Gairy, were sold to private interests. An import-
ing firm established by Bishop’s revolutionary government
has been gradually taken over by private investors, as have
two state banks that made cheap loans to small farmers.
Price controls on certain food items have been lifted, and
corporate taxes and tariffs have been lowered. ¢‘Rich people
have regained their social status and the opportunity to live
extremely well,”” former Deputy Finance Minister Lyden
Ramdhanny told me.

Moreover, working people have lost many of the benefits
they enjoyed under Bishop. Among the popular programs
that the Blaize government has abolished are a housing
repair project, the Center for Public Education, subsidized
housing and distribution of free milk, oil, schoolbooks
and school uniforms to low-income families. In addition,
women have lost rights they gained after the revolution.

Grenada’s weak manufacturing and service industries
have been unable to provide work for thousands of
people who lost their jobs in the state sector. The official
unemployment rate has risen from 12 percent in 1983 to
27 percent last year. Unofficially, almost half the labor
force is looking for work.

But the looming crisis does not seem to have given the
governing elite any sense of urgency. Blaize’s New Na-
tional Party, which comprises three political parties, is par-
alyzed by factional strife, and the Prime Minister is ailing.
Directly below Blaize in the party leadership, the ultraright-
ist Francis Alexis is waiting his turn. If Alexis were to out-
maneuver his reform-minded rival, George Brizan, and be-
come Prime Minister, the political situation on the island
would certainly worsen. The Maurice Bishop Patriotic Move-
ment, which garnered few votes in the 1984 elections, has
lately been gaining support and would fight back against any
repressive measures from an Alexis government. The ever-
present threat of a comeback by Eric Gairy makes Grenada’s
political future even more precarious. But Alexis has behind
him the island’s absentee manager, the Reagan Administra-
tion, which seems ready to use dollars and ideology to prop

up a succession of inept caretaker governments.
MARTIN BURCHARTH

Martin Burcharth is the U.S. correspondent of the Danish
daily newspaper Aktuelt.
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in that magazine’s first major effort at historical documen-
tation since its publication of the Hitler diaries in 1983, the
Reagan revolution was betrayed almost as soon as it began.
Yenal politicians, entrenched interests and a vacillating
President prevented the Stockmanistas from gutting the
structure of welfarism that supported the old liberal sys-
tem, and thus from resolving the contradictions of late capi-
talism in favor of industrial expansion. George Bush, after
all, was smarter than we thought. ‘“Voodoo economics”’
made many millionaires, stood inflation on its head and re-
. elected the President, but it did not solve the paramount
problem of growth, without which the Reagan program is
just so much right-wing baloney. When Reagan “‘surren-
dered” on Social Security cuts, when he refused to raise
taxes, pare Pentagon spending and dismantle the myriad en-
titlements of the beneficent state, the revolutionary effort
was doomed.

Is Stockman bitterly right, or just bitter? With the regularity
of alternate-side-of-the-street parking, Reagan presents a vastly
different appearance from one day to the next. On Monday,
Wednesday and Friday he is going great guns, cannonading
at will, decimating liberal ranks, sending economic indexes
through the roof and pushing his popularity to dizzying
heights. On Tuesday, Thursday and Saturday he seems over-
whelmed by events, lashing out violently but aimlessly,
isolated in the world and reduced to dangerous but trans-
parent demagogy in the absence of a coherent strategy to
achieve even the grotesque goals of his historic political project.

The polls do not yet reveal the similarity between this
peculiarly popular President and that discredited leader in
the days before the revolution. The failure of liberalism gave
rise to an opposition that fought and won under the ideolog-
ical banner of Reaganism. By rights, the betrayals, breaches
of faith, hypocrisies and broken promises of the present re-
gime—way beyond what Stockman mentions in his self-
serving screed —should spark a new opposition and another
revolt. It still needs a leader and a vision, but already the will
exists to change a course that has failed not only on its own
twisted terms but as a grand design for the future.

Rainbows
Beginning

wo issues dominated the founding convention of

the National Rainbow Coalition, held from April

17 to 19 in Washington. But more significant than

those issues were the individuals who gathered in
a room to chart the movement’s course. There were white
farmers and black farmers from the South; rank-and-file
unionists and their ‘‘natural’’ enemies, immigrant Haitians
and Filipinos; black church ladies and lesbian activists;
debt-ridden farmers from the Middle West who had foolish-
ly voted for Ronald Reagan; urban leftists, tenants, preach-
ers and college students.

s ———

The issues centered on democracy and Democrats. The
nearly 800 delegates seemed intent on buildirg a structure.
But when the bylaws, which only one hundred delegates had
seen, were placed before them, the preoccupation with
structure gave way to a demand for more democracy. The
majority wanted political endorsements and strategies to be
decided locally, and the grass roots to be well represented in
the national leadership. This debate produced a synthesis:
the National Rainbow Coalition has the structure—bylaws
and machinery for chartering state p'arties, a formal leader-

ship body and a process for ratifying a platform—but it also

has democratic checks up and down the line.

The convention’s second issue was more important to the
press than to the delegates: Will Jesse Jackson run for Presi-
dent as a Democrat or an independent? reporters asked. Is
the Rainbow Coalition part of the Democratic Party or is it
a third party? Jackson, with apparent conviction, and the
activist delegates, with assurance born of experience, ob-
jected to the way the questions were framed. What matters,
they said, is drawing up a progressive platform. There are
candidates in Alabama, Vermont, Texas and elsewhere run-
ning as Rainbow Democrats, and there may well be an in-
dependent running for governor of Vermont on the Rain-
bow platform with Jackson’s blessing. Although several
Democratic officeholders attended the convention at
Jackson’s invitation, there was more Democrat-bashing
than protestations of party loyalty.

The direction of the Rainbow movement will be deter-
mined more by grass-roots issues and organizing than by
any single person’s vision. If Jackson does not repudiate the
progressive independent politics favored by his followers, he
might just find himself carried along by their momentum.

Libya, Grenada
And Reagan

§ 4 s
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onald Reagan believes might makes right. First ;
elected to public office by appealing to the fear |

and hatred that flowed from the Watts riots of
1965, he consistently advocates violence as the

solution to all problems. The death penalty, abolition of gun

control, arbitrary use of police power, acceleration of the
arms race, continuation of nuclear testing, escalation of re-
search and development to achieve military superiority, and
violent strikes against ostracized enemies are the hallmarks
of his faith.
~ If his preference for violence is to prevail, he must gain
public support by subverting truth and evading the law.
When his desire to attack Nicaragua was frustrated in 1981,
he began a propaganda campaign to create hostility toward
Grenada, Cuba, Libya and the Soviet Union.

The April 14 bombing of Tripoli ought to have reminded
us of the U.S. invasion of Grenada on October 25, 1983,
which killed and wounded scores of the tiny island’s people¢




- May 3, 1986

The Nation. 605

and condemned the survivors to another generation of
poverty. That action was Reagan’s first venture into
international violence.

The most notable and ultimately disturbing thing about
the attack on Grenada is the near-total success the Ad-
ministration has had in controlling and distorting informa-
tion about what took place. The U.S. media acquiesced in
the exclusion of reporters from the invasion. Few Ameri-
cans have questioned the Administration’s false claims that
U.S. forces were invited to invade or that the operation was
necessary to save the lives of U.S. medical students.

Little has been written in this country about the case of
the nineteen former Grenadian officials and soldiers who
have been charged with the murder of Prime Minister
Maurice Bishop and six others. Their case has just been
abruptly ordered to trial before the High Court of Grenada.
The defendants include Gen. Hudson Austin and Bernard
~ and Phyllis Coard. They face the death penalty. No member
of the U.S. press has interviewed even one of the accused,
and as of this writing, no stories have appeared in the
United States about the months the prisoners spent in
solitary confinement, the beatings they suffered and the
statements they were compelled to make while in de facto
U.S. custody. Instead, the accused have been vilified by
U.S. officials, including President Reagan, and by the press,
which depends completely on government sources. Their
side of the case has been suppressed.

The Reagan Administration, which staged elections in
Grenada in 1984, has never criticized the Grenadian authori-
ties’ failure, two and a half years after the invasion, to
create a constitutional court system. The defendants chal-
lenged the legitimacy of the court, and in a decision issued
on May 10, 1985, the Grenadian Court of Appeals agreed
that the present system was unconstitutional but said it was
justified nonetheless by the continuing emergency.

Pretrial proceedings have been marked by other irreg-
ularities, all unreported in the U.S. media, including the
government’s arbitrary hiring, under a three-month con-
tract, of a special judge to hear the case; the appointment of
a former member of the prosecution team as registrar, re-
sponsible for choosing 140 prospective jurors; the exclusion
of the public and the defendants’ families from the court-
room; the jeers of prospective jurors at the defense law-
yers when the judge threatened the latter with contempt on
April 11; the refusal on April 15 of all defense counsel to
participate in the proceedings of an unconstitutional court,
on the defendants’ instructions; the forced removal of seven-
teen of the defendants from the courtroom; the selection
of a jury in the absence of defendants and their attorneys
on April 18. The trial is to take place without the defen-
dants, their lawyers or any U.S. reporters present. These ac-
tivities occurred after President Reagan visited Grenada on
February 20 and with a U.S. government observer in court.

In addition, important defense motions questioning the
fairness of the trial have not been considered, and the right
to appeal to a Commonwealth court, the Queen’s Privy
Counsel in London, guaranteed in the 1973 Constitution,
has been denied. The only review of the case will therefore
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be made by judges appointed by the same Grenadian
authority that seeks the death penalty.

We do not know what role U.S. informers and agents
played in the events that led to and followed the death of
Maurice Bishop on October 19. We do know that he was
held in his home for six days, that he was released to a
crowd of supporters and that he then moved with the crowd
to Fort Rupert, where he was murdered. Unless the United
States opens its secret archives, independent investigative
reporters probe the matter, and all the evidence comes out at
a fair trial, we will never know what really happened on
Grenada prior to the invasion and what responsibility, if
any, the accused bear for Bishop’s death.

Now there are questions about the Administration’s plans
to overthrow Col. Muammar el-Qaddafi. Secretary of State
Shultz and other Administration officials have openly sup-
ported an insurrection. President Reagan has used violent
language, terming the Libyan ruler a mad dog. Although doz-
ens of civilians were killed in the bombings, Reagan dared to
smile on April 18 and say, ‘“We weren’t out to kill anybody.”

As President, Ronald Reagan has violated every principle
for which America stands. He denies the jurisdiction of the
World Court; he acts without consulting Congress and in
opposition to the advice of U.S. allies. Serving as judge,
jury and executioner, he orders military strikes ‘that kill
civilians. He attempts to kill foreign leaders. He resorts to
surprise attacks. He provokes a feeble Libyan action against
U.S. ships in the Gulf of Sidra, falsely claiming to uphold
freedom of the seas, so that his planes can kill and destroy
with relative impunity.

Without legal authority he ordered U.S. support for the
Nicaraguan contras knowing that they have murdered and
raped their own people. When his mindless show of force in
Lebanon cost the lives of 240 marines, he ordered the battle-
ship New Jersey to lob 16-inch shells into Lebanon, striking
villages and killing whoever happened to be in the area.

Ronald Reagan has committed these acts in violation of
international law, of the Constitution and of the laws of the
United States. The President has no legal power to order
U.S. forces to murder indiscriminately and terrorize those
he styles his enemies. Such acts constitute high crimes and
misdemeanors.

Reagan’s subversion of truth and the rule of law is the
greatest threat facing the American people and indeed the
world. We are responsible for our President’s actions
because we have the power to prevent them. If we care for
the truth and for who we are, and if we want to restore the
integrity of our constitutional system, we must demand the
impeachment and trial of Ronald Reagan.

As Abraham Lincoln said on the eve of the Civil War,
“‘Let us have faith that right makes might, and in that faith
let us to the end dare to do our duty as we understand it.”’

RAMSEY CLARK

Ramsey Clark, former Attorney General of the United
States, is legal adviser to the Coard family and was in
Grenada at the time of the Tripoli bombing.
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