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U.S. Hoping to Steer Clear
Of 0.A.S. Condemnation

By HEDRICK SMITH
Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Nov. 12 — The Rea-
gan Administration faces criticism in
the week ahead from the Organization
of American States over the invasion of
Grenada, but it has apparently headed
off a resolution that would formally
condemn the action, Latin American
diplomats said today.

Val T. McComie, Assistant Secretary
General of the organization, said he ex-
pected that the O.A.S. General Assem-
bly would not adopt a resolution specifi-
cally denouncing the invasion, but
would instead approve one ‘‘that would
reaffirm the principle of noninterven-
tion — which would be the least irritat-
ing tactic to the United States.”

The diplomats said that in advance of
the 0.A.S. meeting, which starts Mon-
day and is to run all week, the Adminis-
tration has been lobbying hard in Latin
American capitals to dissuade key gov-
ernments from pushing for outright
condemnation of the invasion. A resolu-
tion ““deeply deploring” it was over-
whelmingly approved Nov. 2 by the
United Nations General Assembly.

‘A Red Flag to the Bull’

For the last week, ambassadors of
Mexico, Colombia, Venezuela, Bolivia,
Ecuador, Panama and Peru have been
meeting privately to mount some initi-
ative and to coordinate their criticism:
of the American action on Grenada,
Privately, some have expressed irrita-
tion that Administration officials
boasted that the 0.A.S. could not agree
on a resolution on Grenada in its first
debate on Oct. 26.

“Those comments were like a red
flag to the bull,” confided one well-
placed Latin diplomat. Other partici-
pants in the meetings here have in-
sisted that “something has to be done,
something has to come out” of the
0.A.S. session to show that the organi-
zation iS not impotent in the wake of
American intervention.

If the issue is pressed to a vote, Ad-

ministration officials say, the United
States will argue that it requires a two-
thirds vote for adoption because it
deals with a matter of collective securi-
ty. . :
State Department officials are pre-
pared to weather some strong criticism
over Grenada but are fairly confident
that a resolution of condemnation
would not get a two-thirds majority of
the 30-member organization and might
not even get a simple majority.

““I don’t think there are 15 votes for
condemnation,’’ said an American dip-
lomat. .

Strong Backing Expected

Washington expects strong backing
for its position from Caribbean nations
like Barbados, Jamaica, St. Lucia, St.
Vincent and Dominica, which: joined
American forces in the invasion, as
well as from some Central American
countries like Guatemala and possibly
El Salvador and Honduras.

The United States will have a sympa-
thetic ally in the chair if, as expected,
Foreign Minister Fidel Chavez Mena of
El Salvador is elected President of the
0.A.S. annual General Assembly.

The first test on Grenada will come
on the issue of whether to recognize Sir
Paul Scoon, the Governor General
whose authority was restored by the
American invasion, as the functional
head of state.

Mr. McComie said at a news briefing
Friday that he expected the O.A.S. to

' recognize the Governor General’s au-

thority and to respect his request that
the credentials of Dessima Williams,
the ambassador named by former
Prime Minister Maurice Bishop, be
lifted.

On a separate issue, the American
delegation has been working behind the
scenes to avoid a clash over an ex-
pected Argentine move to seek 0.A.S.
endorsement for its claims of sover-
eignty over the Falkland Islands.

Last year the 0.A.S. adopted a reso-
lution urging Argentina and Britain to
hold talks on the sovereignty issue, but

-| none were held.

This year Argentina has circulated a
resolution that dismisses British
claims to sovereignty and makes Ar-
gentina clearly sovereign. “If their
resolution is not balanced, we can’t
vote for it,”’ an American official said.
‘“We’re still negotiating with them over
that.”
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Americans on Grenada:
Military but Not Martial

By DAVID SHRIBMAN
Special to The New York Times

ST. GEORGE’S, Grenada, Nov. 12
— From the sky it looks like a score of
other Caribbean isiands: a slender
lily pad in the azure sea, surrounded
by a ribbon of beach, with orange
rooftops, a church, a soccer field and
the all but inevitable landing strip
carved out of the lush green hills.

But among the palm fronds and ba-
nana trees, along the winnowy
streets, in the dusty corner stores and
in the remote clearings of this former
British colony, there are new settlers,
thriving and taking root. They are
American soldiers, and along with
them are an armada of helicopters, a
fleet of military transport vehicles
and the makings of a bureaucracy.

They are hidden in the bushes, they
are in the tucked-away corners, they
are in the bars and bistros. At night,
when the paths and mews of this tiny
Windward Island nation are lit only
by the stars and a brilliant November
half-moon, they are in the streets,
M-16’s in hand.

Now that the residents of Grenada
are breathing easier, they are finding
anew atmosphere here. It is military,
but not martial, imposed by an army
of occupation that seems to be occu-
pied, much of the time, with nothmg
atall.

Not the Most Exciting Work

‘“We came in and did our job,” said
- Pfc. Steve Pagano of Saginaw, Mich.
“I wouldn’t call what we’re doing now
the most exciting thing I've ever
done.”

Though many of the G.1.’s, recipi-
ents of perhaps the warmest welcome
given to American servicemen since
the last days of World War II, are
growing weary of their duty, the
American military ?
becoming part of the andscape of
Grenada.

Lieut. Col. Earl C Horan, deputy
head of civilian-military operations
on Grenada, calls it ‘“‘military sup-
port for nation-building.” In less than
two weeks, American military per-
sonnel have pervaded Grenadian
society, from the hospitals to the im-
migration service.

They are doing med‘cal assistance
work, directing automobile traffic,
distributing food, building roads, hir-
ing local people for labor and chores
— in short, they are doing the things
that governments ordinarily do.

Looking for Cubans, Too

In the terminal of the Pearls air-
port, a building no bigger than a
Westchester train station, they stand
beside the two immigration officers,
checking passports against a master
list. What are they looking for? A sol-
dier, a member of the 82d Airborne
Division, broke into a broad smile.
“Cubans,’’ he said.

“We're looking for the good, the
bad and the ugly,” added Capt. Pat-
rick Becker of Norfolk, Va. ‘“We want
this place to have a happy ending.”’

- Much of the military role is aimed

at doing what Maj. Douglas Frey, an

. Army spokesman here, described as -

‘‘the responsible thing.”

In the first days after the Oct. 25 in-
vasion, it included providing lodging
and clothing for civilians displaced by

heavy fighting. In the days to come it’
will involve repairs to the nation’s
crippled telephone service and sup-
plies for a newspaper.

On the medical front, American
medics in recent days have per-
formed two routine deliveries, flown
to Carriacou, the northernmost of
Grenada’s two islands, to bring a
woman here for a Caesarean section
and tended to a “fairly vicious ma-
chete injury”’ that grew out of a ‘“‘do-
mestic altercation.”

“We’re running a medical center
on this island,”” said Col. James R.
Wheeling, the chief United States
military surgeon here. “We’re oper-
ating, doing dental work, taking
X-rays. We’re not trying to make
great changes. We’re doing things
that they will be able to sustain.”

Green, Black, Red and Yellow

One enduring sight is that of certain
colors. Many of Grenada’s bridges
and telephones remain painted in the
green, black, red and yellow of Prime
Minister Maurice Bishop’s revolu-
tion. Mr. Bishop was ousted and
killed in a coup that led to the request
that American forces help restore
order on the island. A sign, from the
old days, still beams ‘“‘Free Grenada
Welcomes You.”” -

But now the ptctures of Fidel Cas-
tro, the Cuban leader who had a hand
in the revolution, are gone, and so,
too, are many of the graffiti. Now
American soldiers stand in front of
the street signs proclaiming the vir-
tues of productivity, education, coop-
eration and, oddly, port expansion.

They are now as much of the back-
drop here as the laundry left to dry on
the bushes and the coconuts on sale
from car trunks. Military personnel
are in the offices and institutions of
the island, too, and even United
States officials say they do not know
how long they will remain.
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Grenada In OasiOn Creates Rifts in the Caribbeaﬁ

By RICHARD J. MEISLIN
Special to The New York Times

GEORGETOWN Guyana, Nov. 10 —
Caribbean officials say the invasion of
Grenada has caused new rifts among
the countries of the Caribbean and ap-
pears to have set back efforts for politi-
cal and economic cooperation in the
area.

There are also signs that the United
States-led invasion has increased the
level of nervousness here in Guyana,
which, among the nations in the Carib-
bean, had the friendliest ties to the for-
mer Government of Maurice Blshop in
Grenada. Guyana is itself pursuing
what it calls ‘“‘cooperative socialism”
and has good relations with Cuba. ;

Guyana’s President, Linden Forbes
Burnham, said of the United States in
an interview Wednesday night: ‘“Basi-
cally, the prevailing attitude and ethic

-is that if they don’t like your form of

Government they are free to use any
means, including intervention, to re-
moveit. ”’

Divisions appear to have arisen prm-
cipally between Barbados, Jamaica
and the smaller countries that took
part in the invasion, and the four Carib-
bean countries that opposed it — the
Bahamas, Belize, Guyana and Trini-
dad and Tobago.

Trade talks that were under way be-
tween Barbados and Trinidad have
been stalled by the invasion, according

to officials in the region. Talk has been
circulating as well of disbanding the re-
gional organization known as Caricom,

‘which tries to gain cooperation on eco-

nomic and political matters, and re-
placing it with one that does not include
the countries that resisted the military
action but might include the Domini-
can Republic and Haiti.

‘“Whether Caricom survives,’”’ said
Rashleigh Jackson, Guyana’s Foreign
Minister, ‘““will be a measure of the ma-
turity of its leaders.”’

Mr. Burnham, whose country on the
northern coast of South America is
going through one of the worst financial
crises in the Caribbean, has expressed
concern since the invasion that his
country might be in for greater eco-
nomic pressure from the United States
because of its position.

Even before the invasion, he said; the
United States blocked a loan to Guyana
from the Inter-American Development

-Bank, apparently because of its objec-

tion to the country’s growing faldency
to socialism.

Doubts Security Was Thrmenea’

Mr. Burnham dismissed theiidea that
the United States and Grenada’s Carib-
bean neighbors acted because they felt
their security was threatened by
Cuba’s involvement on the island.

‘“Everyone knows Cuba is no match
and everyone knows that the Soviet
Union could not deploy serious and

| deadly weapons in Cuba with the

United States knowing it,”’ he said.
‘“The threat,” he added, ‘‘was that if

the Grenadians succeeded in trans-

forming their economy, other coun

in the position might say that this i eolu :

ogy or that economic tactic on the part

of Grenada must be good. There’s n
ing in international law thatfiays‘fhat’
a good reason for inv:

Citing his country’s I.

Burnham expressed doubt:

vasion would succeed in permanently

eliminating the pollﬁ@gl elements it op-
3 15

“In 1953 the British suspended the

Constltutlont.o get rid of Burnham and

J igan,”” he said, referring to himself

‘the leader of the opposition,
hedt!y Ja?n a Marxist. “In 1957,
when the first elections were held,
Jagan won; later, Burnham won; and
it’s been Burnham and Jagan ever
since.”’

Guyana Takes Hardest Line

Guyana, which has taken the hardest
line of the Caribbean countries against
the invasion, has not yet decided what
its relations with the new Grenada
Government will be.

While Mr. Burnham originally said
that he would not set up diplomatic
relations with any new Government
formed by the invading forces, his view
appeared to have softened after the ap-
pointment of Meredith Alister McIn-

_!
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Guyana has taken the hardest line
of the Caribbean nations against
the U.S.-led invasion of Grenada.

=

¥ |
tyre, a former Caricom official who is
well-known and well-regarded among
regional leaders, to head the interim
Government.

Mr. Burnham said Wednesday night
that ‘“depending on what his powers
are’’ and what the interim Govern-
ment’s level of independence would be,
relations were possible.

While he said that efforts at eco-
nomic pressure were possible from his |
Caribbean neighbors as well, ‘they
cannot hurt us with trade — every
grain of rice that is exportable we have
markets for.”
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ADVERTISEMENT

Farewell address by Commander In Chief Fidel Castro,
First Secretary of the Central Committee of the Cuban Communist

Party and President of the Councils of State and Ministers,
in funeral homage to the heroes fallen in unequal

combat against Yankee Imperialism in Grenada.

Delivered at Revolution

Square, Havana, on
November 14th, 1983.




Fellow Countrymen: "

On October 15, 1976, a little over seven years ago, we
gathered here, in this same place, to deliver a funeral ad-
dress for the 57 Cubans who were vilely murdered in the
Barbados plane sabotage, carried out by men who had

'been trained by the U.S. Central Intelligence Agency.

Today we have come once again to bid farewell — this
time to 24 Cubans who died in Grenada, another island

not very far from Barbados, as a result of U.S. military ac-
tions. :

Grenada was one of the smallest independent states in
the world, both in territory and population. Even though
Cuba is a small, undeveloped country, it was able to help
Grenada considerably, because our efforts — which were
modest in quantity though high in quality — meant a lot
for a country less than 400 square kilometers in size, with
a population of just over 100,000.

For instance, the value of our contribution to Grenada
in the form of materials, designs and labor in building the
new airport came to $60 million at international prices —
over $500 per inhabitant. It is as if Cuba — with a popula-
tion of almost 10 million — received a project worth $5
billion as a donation. In addition, there was the coopera-
tion of our doctors, teachers and technicians in diverse
specialties, plus an annual contribution of Cuban prod-
ucts worth about $3 million. This meant an additional an-
nual contribution of $40 per inhabitant. It is impossible
for Cuba to render considerable material assistance to
countries with significantly large populations and territo-
ries, but we were able to offer great assistance to a coun-
try like tiny Grenada.

Many other small Caribbean nations, used to the gross
economic and strategic interests of Colonialism and Im-

ialism, were amazed by Cuba’s generous assistance to
that fraternal people. They may have thought that
Cuba’s selfless action was extraordinary, in the midst of
the U.S. Government’s dirty propaganda, some may even
have found it difficult to understand. ;

Our people felt such deep friendship for Bishop and
Grenada, and our respect for that country and its sover-
eignty was so irreproachable, that we never dared to ex-
press any opinions about what was being done there or
how it was being done. In Grenada, we followed the same
principle we apply to all revolutionary nations and move-
ments, full respect for their policies, criteria and deci-

.

Sluiis; vaprescimg owuw wviawe an anyr

asked to do so. mperialism is incapable of Shderssanaias
that the secret of our excellent relations with revolution.
ary countries and movements in the world lies precisely in
this respect.

The U.S. Government looked down on Grenada and
hated Bishop. It wanted to destroy Grenada’s process and
obliterate its example. It had even prepared military
plans for invading the island — as Bishop had charged
nearly two years ago — but it lacked a pretext.

Socioeconomically, Grenada was actually advancing
satisfactorily.

The people had received many benefits, in spite of the
hostile policy of the United States, and Grenada’s gross
national product was growing at a good rate in the midst
of the world crisis. Bishop was not an extremist, rather,
he was a true revolutionary — conscientious and honest.
Far from disagreeing with his intelligent and realistic
policy, we fully sympathized with it, since it was rigor-
ously adapted to his country’s specific conditions and
possibilities. Grenada had become a true symbol of inde-
pendence and progress in the Caribbean.

No one could have foreseen the tragedy that was
drawing near. Attention was focused on other parts of the
world. Unfortunately, the Grenadian revolutionaries
themselves unleashed the events that opened the door to
imperialist aggression. i

Hyenas emerged from the revolutionary ranks. Today
no one can yet say whether those who used the dagger of

divisionism and internal confrontation did so motu pro- -

prio or were inspired and egged on by imperialism.

It is something that could have been done by the CIA
— and, if somebody else was responsible, the CIA could
not have done it any better. The fact is that allegedly
revolutionary arguments were used, invoking the purest
_ principles of Marxism-Leninism and charging Bishop

with practicing a cult of personality and drawing away
from the Leninist norms and methods of leadership. In
our view, nothing could be more absurd than to attribute .
such tendencies to Bishop. It was impossible to image
anyone more noble, modest and unselfish. He could never
have been guilty of being authoritarian, if he had any de-
fect, it was his excessive tolerance and trust.

Were those who conspired against him within the
Grenadian party, army and security, by any chance, a
group of extremists drunk on political theory? Were they
simply a group of ambitious, opportunistic individuals, or
were they enemy agents who wanted to destroy the
Grenadian revolution? History alone will have the last
word, but it would not be the first time that such things
occurred in a revolutionary process.

In our view, Coard’s group objectively destroyed the
revolution and opened the door to imperialist aggression.
Whatever their intentions, the brutal assassination of
Bishop and his most loyal, closest comrades is a fact that
can never be justified in that or any other revolution. As
the October 20 statement by Cuban party and govern-
ment put it, “no crime can be committed in the name of
revolution and liberty.”

In spite of his very close and affectionate links with
our party’s leadership, Bishop never said anything about
the internal dissensions that were developing. To the con-
trary, in his last conversation with us he was self-critical
about his work regarding attention to the armed forces
and the mass organizations.

Nearly all of our party and state leaders spent many
friendly, fraternal hours with him on the evening of Octo-
ber 7, before his return trip to Grenada.

Coard’s group never had such relations nor such inti-
macy and trust with us. Actually, we did not even know
that group existed. It is to our revolution’s credit that, in
spite of our profound indignation over Bishop’s removal
from office and arrest, we fully refrained from interfering
in Grenada’s internal affairs, even though our construc-
tion workers and all our other cooperation personnel in
Grenada — who did not hesitate to confront the Yankee
soldiers with the weapons Bishop himself had given them
for their defense in case of an attack from abroad — could
have been a decisive factor in those internal events, those
weapons were never meant to be used in an internal con-
flict in Grenada and we would never have allowed them to
be 80 used, we would never have been willing to use them
to shed a single drop of Grenadian blood.

On October 12, Bishop was removed from office by the
Central Committee, on which the conspirators had at-
‘tained a majority on the 13th, he was placed under house
arrest. On the 19th, the people took to the streets and °
freed Bishop. On the same day, Coard’s group ordered the
army to fire on the people and Bishop, Whiteman,
Jacqueline Creft and other excellent revolutionary lead-
ers were murdered.

As soon as the internal dissensions which came to
light on October 12 were manifest the Yankee Imperialist
decided to invade. .

The message sent by the leadership of the Cuban
party to Coard’s group on October 15 has been made pub-
lic. In it, we expressed our deep concern over both the in-
ternal and the external consequences of the split and ap-
pealed to the common sense, serenity, wisdom and gener-
osity of revolutionaries. This reference to generosity was

an appeal not to use violence against Bishop and his fol-

lowers.

This group of Coard’s that seized power in Grenada
expressed serious reservations toward Cuba from the very
beginning because of our well-known and unquestionable
friendship with Bishop.

The national and international press have published
our strong denunciation of the events of October 19, the
day Bishop was murdered. Our relations with Austin’s
short-lived government, in which Coard was really in
charge, were actually cold and tense, so that, at the time
of the criminal Yankee aggression there was no coordina-
tion whatsoever between the Grenadian army and the
Cuban construction workers and other cooperation per- .
sonnel. The basic points of the messages sent to our em-
bassy in Grenada on Qctober 12 through 25, the day on
which the invasion took place, have been made public.

Those documents stand in history as irrefutable proof
of our clean principled position regarding Grenada.

Imperialism, however, presented the events as the

' coming to power of a group of hard-line Communists,

loyal allies of Cuba. Were they really Communist? Were
they really hard-liners? Could they really be loyal allies of
Cuba? Or were they rather conscious or unconscious tools
of Yankee imperialism? Look at the history of the revolu-
tionary movement, and you will find more than one con-
nection between imperialism and those who take posi-
tions that appear to be on the extreme left.

Aren’t Pol Pot and Ieng Sary — the ones responsible
for the genocide in Kampuchea — the most loyal allies
Yankee Imperialism has in Southeast Asia at present? In
Cuba, ever since the Grenadian crisis began, we have
called Coard’s group — to give it a name — the “Pol Pot
Group.”



Our relations with the new leaders of Grenada were to
be subjected to profound analysis, as was set forth in the
October 20 statement by the party and government of
Cuba. In it, we also stated that, due to our basic regard for
the Grenadian people, we would not rush to “take any
steps regarding technical and economical cooperation
which may jeopardize the basic services and vital eco-
nomic interest of the people of Grenada.”

We could not accept the idea of leaving the Grena-
dians without doctors or leaving the airport, which was
vital to the nation’s economy, unfinished. Most certainly,
our construction workers were to leave Grenada when
that project was completed, and the weapons that Bishop
had given them were to be returned to the government. It
was even possible that our very bad relations with the
new government would make it necessary for us to leave
much earlier.

The thing that placed Cuba in a morally complezx, dif-
ficult situation was the announcement that Yankee naval
forces were en route to Grenada.

Under those circumstances, we couldn’t possibly leave

the country. If the imperialists really intended to attack
Grenada, it was our duty to stay there. To withdraw at
_that time would have been dishonorable and could even |
have triggered aggression in that country then and in |

Cuba later on. ¥

In addition, events unfolded with such incredible
speed that if the evacuation had been planned for, there
would not have been time to carry it out.

In Grenada, however, the government was morally in-
defensible, and, since the party, the government and the

army had divorced themselves from the people, it was
also impossible to defend the nation militarily, because a
revolutionary war is only feasible and justifiable when
united with the people. We could only fight, therefore, if
we were directly attacked. There was no alternative. It
should nevertheless be noted that, despite these adverse
circumstances, a number of Grenadian soldiers died in
heroic combat against the invaders.

The internal events, however, in no way justified Yan-
kee intervention.

Since when has the government of the United States
bécome the arbiter of internal conflicts between revolu-
tionaries in any given country? What right did Reagan
have to rend his mantle over the death of Bishop, whom
he so hated and opposed? What reasons could there be for
its brutal violation of the sovereignty of Grenada — a
small independent nation that was a respected and ac-
knowledged member of the international community? It
would be the same as if another country believed it had
the right to intervene in the United States because of the
repulsive assassination of Martin Luther King or so many
other outrages, such as those that have been committed
against the Black and Hispanic minorities in the United
States, or to intervene because John Kennedy was mur-
dered. € ¢

The same may be said of the a‘gument that the lives
of 1,000 Americans were in danger. There are many times
more U.S. citizens in dozens of other ‘countries in the
world. Does this, perchance, imply the right to intervene
when internal conflicts arise in those countries? There
are tens of thousands of Grenadians in the United States,
England and Trinidad. Could tiny Grenada intervene if
domestic policy problems arose that pose some threat to
its compatriots in any of those countries? Putting aside
the fallacy and falseness of such pretexts for invading
Grenada, is this really an international norm that can be
sustained? :

A thousand Marxism lessons could not teach us any
better about the dirty, perfidious and aggressive nature of
imperialism than the attack unleashed against Grenada
at dawn on October®5 and its later development.

In order to justify its invasion of Grenada and its
subsequent actions, the U.S. Government and its spokes-
men told 19 lies. Reagan personally told the first 13.

; fl;xba had to do with the coup d’etat and the death of
0p. g

2. The American students were in danger of being taken

hostage. ST }

3. The main purpose of the invasion was to protect the

lives of American citizens.

4. The invasion was a multinatipnal operation under- -

taken at the request of Mr. Scoon and the Eastern Carib-

bean nations. ;

5. Cuba was planning to invade and occupy Grenada.

6. Grenada was being turned into an important Soviet-

Cuban military base.

7. The airport under construction was.not civilian but

8. The weapons in Grenada would be used to export sub-

version and terrorism. )

9. The Cubans fired first.

10. There were over 1,000 Cubans in Grenada.

11. Most of the Cubans were not construction workers but

professional soldiers. ¥

12. The invading forces took care not to destroy civilian

property or inflict civilian casualties.

13. The U.S. troops would remain in Grenada for a week.

14. Missile silos were being built in Grenada.

15. The vessel Viet Nam Heroico was transporting special

weapons.

16. Cuba was warned of the invasion.

17. Five hundred Cubans are fighting in the mountains of

Grenada. ]

18. Cuba has issued instructions for reprisals to be taken

against U.S. citizens.

19. The journalists were excluded for their own protec-

tion.

None of these assertions were proved, none are true
and all have been refuted by the facts. This cynical way of
lying in order to justify invading a tiny country reminds
us of the methods Adolf Hitler used during the years lead-
ing up to World War II. 5

The U.S. students and officials of the medical school
located there acknowledge that they were given full guar-
antees for U.S. citizens and the necessary facilities for
those who wanted to leave the country. Moreover, Cuba
had informed the U.S. Government on October 22 that no
foreign citizens, including Cubans, had been disturbed,
and it offered to cooperate in solving any difficulty that
might arise, so that problems could be settled without
violence or intervention in that country.

No U.S. citizen had been disturbed at all prior to the
invasion, and if anything endangered them, it was the war
unleashed by the United States.

Cuba’s instructions to its personnel not to interfere
with any actions to evacuate U.S. citizens in the area of
the runway under construction near the university con-
tributed to projecting the U.S. citizens residing in that
country. Reagan’s reference to the possibility that Gre-
nada might turn into another Iran — a reference calcu-
lated to appeal to the U.S. feelings wounded in that epi-
sode — is a demagogic, politicking, dishonest argument.

The assertion that the new airport was a military one
— an old lie that the Reagan Administration had dwelt
on a lot — was categorically refuted by the English capi-
talist firm that supplied and installed the electrical and
technical equipment for that airport. The British techni-
cians of the Plessey Coinpany, which has made a name
for itself internationally as a specialist in this field worked
alongside the Cuban construction workers, to whose civil-
ian worker status they attest.

Several countries of the European community that
are members of the Atlantic Alliance cooperated in one
way or another with the airport. How can anyone imagine
them helping Cuba to build a military airport in Grenada?
However, the idea that Grenada was being turned into a
Soviet-Cuban base is refuted by the proven fact that
there wasn’t even one Soviet military adviser on the is-
land. g p

The supposedly secret documents that fell into the
hands of the United States and were published by the
Yankee administration a few days after the invasion refer
to the agreement between the governments of Cuba and
Grenada by virtue of which our country was to send Gre-
nada 27 military advisers, which could later be increased
to 40 — that coincide with the ones Cube pub-

lished on the number of advisers, which was 22 on the day



of the attack, to which were added a.similar number of
translators and service personnel from the mission. No-
where in those documents that they F ave been crowing
over is there something that has anything to do with the
idea of military bases in Grenada. What they do show is
that the weapons that the Soviet Union supplied to the
government of Grenada for the army and the militia were
subject to an article that prohibited their export to third
countries, which refutes the idea that Grenada had been
turned into an arsenal for supplying weapons to subver-
sive terrorist organizations, as the present U.S. adminis-
tration likes to call the revolutionary and national libera-
tion movements. No weapons ever left Grenada for any
other country, and, therefore, Reagan can never prove
that any did. ‘

The assertion that Cuba was about to invade and oc-
cupy Grenada is so unrealistic, aburd, crazy and alien to
our principles and international policy that it cannot even
be taken seriously.

What has been proven is the absolutely scrupulous
way in which we refrained from meddling in the internal
affairs of that country, in spite of our deep affection for
Bishop and our total rejection of Coard and his group’s
conspiracy and coup, which could serve only the interests
of imperialism and its plans for destroying the Grenadian
revolution. The messages containing precise, categorical
instructions to our embassy in Grenada, which have been
widely publicized by the government of Cuba, constitute
irrefutable proof of the clear position of principle main-
tained by the leadership of our party and state with re-

‘gards to the internal events in Grenada.

The civilian status of the vast majority of the Cuban
cooperation personnel in Grenada has been shown to the
whole world by the hundreds of foreign journalists who
saw them arriving in our country and who were able to in-
terview each and every one of them. Nearly 50 percent of
them were over 40 years old. Who could question their
status as civilian cooperation personnel and workers with
long years of experience on their jobs?

When the J.S. Government spokesmen asserted that
there were from 1,000 to 1,500 Cubans in Grenada at the
time of the invasion and that hundreds of them were still
fighting in the mountains, Cuba published the exact num-
ber of Cuban citizens who were in Grenada on the day of
the invasion: 784, including diplomatic personnel with
their children and other relatives. }

The agencies that sent them and the kind of work
they did were also reported, as well as the instructions
given them to fight in their work areas and camps if at-
tacked, and the fact it was impossible — accordingto the
information we had — for hyndreds to remain in the
mountains. Later, the names and jobs of all cooperation
workers were published, as well as the known or probable
situation of each one. The facts have shown that the in-
formation provided by Cuba was absolutely true. There
isn't a single fact in all that information that could be
proven false,

The assertion that the Cubans initiated the acts of
hostility is equally false and cynical, the irrefutable truth
is that the Cubans were sleeping at the time of the air
drop on the runway and around the camps. Theirweap-
ons were stored, they had not been distributed. There
weren’t enough to go around, and they weren’t distrib-
uted until the landing was already underway. And that is
when the Cuban personnel went to the places assigned to

, them for that emergency. Even so, our personnel, now or-
ganized and armed, had time to see the U.S. paratroopers
regrouping on the runway and the first planes landing.
That was the invader’s weakest moment. If the Cubans
had fired first, they would have killed or wounded dozens
— perhaps hundreds — of U.S. soldiers in those early
hours. What is strictly historical and strictly true is that
the fighting began when the U.S. troops advanced toward
the Cubans in a belligerent way. It is also true that when a
group of unarmed cooperation personnel was captured,
they were used as hostages and forced to lead the way in
front of the U.S. soldiers.

The invasion of Grenada was a treacherous surprise
attack, with no previous warnifig at all — just like Pearl
Harbor, just like the Nazis. the note from the government
of the United States to ¢hegovernment of Cuba on Tues-

W'l& in an attempted response to our note of
i y, October 22, was delivered at 8:30 in the mom-
ing, three hours after the landing had taken place and an
hour and a half after the U.S. troops began attacking our
compatriots in Grenada. Actually, on the afternoon of the
25th, the U.S. Government sent the government of Cuba
a deceitful note that led us to believe that the fighting
would cease in a reasonable and honorable manner, thus
avoiding greater bloodshed. Although we immediately re-
sponded to that note, accepting that possibility, what the
U.S. Government did was to land the 82nd Airborne Divi-
sion at dawn on the 26th and attack with all its forces the
Cuban position that was still resisting. Is this the way a
serious government behaves? Is this the way to warn of
an attack? Was this the way to avoid greater bloodshed?

[

Mr. Scoon blatantly declared that he approved of the

invasion but that he had not previously asked anyone to

ihvade Grenada. A few days after the landing, Mr. Scoon
— lodged in the helicopter-carrier Guam — signed a let-
ter officially requesting the intervention. Reagan could
not prove any of his false assertions. When, as a p.retext
for keeping the Viet Nam Heroico — which was in t_.he
port of St. George’s on the day of the invasion from being
used as a means of transportation for evacuating the
Cuban hostages from Grenada — it was alleged that it
carried special weapons, its captain was immediately
asked if by any chance he carried weapons on board, 'and
the only thing that was determined was that it had just
one fearful weapon its name: Viet Nam. -

The slanderous charge that Cuba had given instruc-
tions to carry out actions against U.S. citizens in other
countries was given a worthy, official and public reply
based on the reality, proven by the history of the revolu-
tion, that Cuba has always been opposed to acts of re-
prisal against innocent people.

The Government of the United States has not conde-
scended to offer the number of people arrested nor the
figure of Grenadian losses, including civjli_an losses. A
hospital for the mentally ill was bombed, killing dozens of

atients. ; ;
g And where is Mr. Reagan’s promise that U.S. troops
would withdraw in a week? President Reagan himself in
his first address to the U.S. people, at 8:30 .@.M. on the
day of the invasion, in a speech prepared before the land-
~. stated that the situation was under control. That
s=» day, his own spokesmen described the resistance

i ing forces were facing. The military parade the
;Peillt:zz:lflid planned to hold in four hours did not %e
into account the tenacious and heroic resistance of e
Cuban cooperation personnel and of the Grengdxap sol-
diers. Who, then, has told the truth, and who has cyni-
cally lied about the events in Grenadg? No foreign jour-
nalists — not even those from the UW;Statgs - we;e
allowed to see and report on the events on the spot. 'I:f e
pretext that this prohibition was a security measurv;hzz
the journalists is both superficial und ridiculous. e
they obviously wanted was wmo_nopolue and manip o
information so they could lie without any lm'xdm‘ljxcgm.(l
world public opinion, including the people of thed elx::)

States. This was the only way they coult_l spread o ;i;‘.
ate lies and falsehoods of all kinds — .wl.ng}-n w?uld d
ficult to clear up and refute after their initial impact attlll

effect on the people of the Unitefl Stai_:es. Evenin t.hlﬂ, e
method used by the U.S. Administration was Fascist. :

What is left now, objectively, o_f t}mse 19 assertions?

Where are the silos for strategic missiles that were being
built in Grenada? But all those lies that the world did not
believe, told by the U.S. President am:l hlS. spokesmen,
made a tremendous impact on U.S. public opinion. il
Moreover, the invasion of Grenada was pre,sente L to
the U.S. people as a great victory for Reagan’s f9rexgn
policy ‘against the Socialist camp aqd the revolut:;)%arsy
movement. It was linked to the tragic death of 240 U.S.
soldiers in Beirut, to the the memory of the hostages In
Iran, to the humiliating defeat in.Vletnaxp and the restuﬁ'
gence of the United States as an influential power onU Se
world scene. A dirty, dishonest appeal was made to U. f
patriotism, to national pride, to the grandeur and glory of
n' §
the’?‘;gowas how they got a majority of the U.S. people —
it is said that it was 65 percent at ﬁrst_and t}ten 71 percent
— to support the monstrous.crime of invading a sovergxgln
country without any justification, the reprehensible
method of launching a surprise attack, the press G(’:ensor-
ship and all the other similar prqcet.:lur?s tpe US ofvam-
ment used for invading and justifying its invasion of Lire-
nada. Hitler acted the same way wher{ he occupied Aqs-
tria in 1938 and annexed Sudebenla.nd in Czechoslovakia,
in 1938 in the name of German prid ,'German gnnde\;x
and glory and the happiness aqd set_:unty of German s:a t
jects. If a poll had been taken in .Hl_tler Germany at t .
time, in the midst of the chauvinistic wave unleashedulﬂ
the Nazis, around 80 or 90 percent of the people wo
roved of those aggressions.
hav'(;‘ag‘:ieplorable, truly dangerous fact — not only .for
the peoples of the Caribbean, Central a.md Latin Amerxc;:i
but for all the peoples of the world —is that, when wor
opinion unanimously denounced t.}.xe warmongering, ag-
gressive, unjustifiable action that violated .pe(.;ples _sove;—
eignty and all international norms a.nfi principles in ti e
United States as manipulated, misinformed and de-
ceived, majority opinion supported the monstrous crime

committed by their government. = .



There is something even more disturbing: wnen this
about-face was effected in U.S. public opinion, many U.S.
politicians who initially had opposed these events ended
up by condoning Reagan’s actions, and the press — cen-
sured, humiliated and kept at a distance from the events
— ended up moderating its complaints and criticism.

Are these, perchance, the virtues of a society where
the opinion and the political and informational institu-
tions can be grossly manipulated by its rulers, as they
were in German society in the time of Fascism? Where is
the glory, the grandeur and the victory in invading and
defeating one of the tiniest countries in the world, of no
economic or strategic significance? Whete is the heroism
in fighting a handful of workers and other civilian cooper-
ation personnel whose heroic resistance — in spite of the
surprise elements, the shortage of ammunition, and their
, disadvantage in terms of terrain, arms and numbers —

against the air, sea and land forces of the most powerful
imperialist country in the world forced it to bring in the
82nd Airborne Division when the last stronghold was
being defended at dawn on October 26 by barely 50 fight-
ers? The United States did not achieve any victory at all
— not political or military or moral. If anything, it was a
pyrrhic military victory and a profound moral defeat, as
we pointed out on another occasion.

The imperialist Government of the United States
wanted to kill the symbol of the Grenadian revolution,
but the symbol was already dead. The Grenadian revolu-
tionaries themselves destroyed it with their spirit and
their colossal errors. We believe that, after the death of
Bishop and his closest comrades, after the army fired on
the people and after the party and the government di-
vorced themselves from the masses and isolated them-
selves from the world, the Grenadian revolutionary pro-
cess could not survive in its efforts to destroy a symbol,
the United States killed a corpse and brought the symbol
back to life at the same time. Was it for this that it chal-
lenged international law and won the repudiation and
condemnation of the world?

Does it feel such contempt for the rest of mankind? Is
that contempt really so great that Mr. Reagan’s appetite
for breakfast on November 3 was not at all affected, as he
declared before the press?

If, unfortunately, all this were true — and it seems to

be — the invasion of Grenada should lead us to an aware-
ness of the realities and dangers that threaten the world.

Mr. O’Neill, Speaker of the House of Representatives,
said that it was sinful that a man who was totally unin-
formed and ignorant about international problems and
who doesn’t even read the documents, was President of
the United States. If we consider that the United States
has powerful sophisticated means of conventional and
nuclear warfare and that the President of that country
can declare war without consulting anyone, it is not only
sinful but truly dramatic and tragic for all mankind.

An air of triumph reigns in the Reagan Administra-
tion. The echoes of the last shots in Grenada have barely
died away and already there is talk of intervening in El
Salvador, Nicaragua and even Cuba.

In the Middle East and Southern Africa, imperialism’s
acts of interference and military aggression against pro-
gressive countries and national liberation movements
continue unabated.

In Europe, the first of the 572 Pershing and Cruise
missiles are already being deployed, surrounding the
U.S.S.R. and other socialist countries with a deadly ring
of nuclear weapons that can reach their territories in a
matter of minutes. Not just the small countries, but all
mankind is threatened. The bells tolling today for Gre-
nada may toll tomorrow for the whole world.

The most prestigious and experienced scientists and
doctors assure us that man could not survive a global nu-
clear conflict. The destructive power of these stockpiled
weapons is a million times greater than that of the unso-
phisticated bombs that wiped out the cities of Hiroshima
and Nagasaki in just a few seconds. This is what the Rea-

gan Administration’s aggressive, warmongering policy .

can lead to.

Meanwhile, the arms race is already a reality in the
midst of the worst economic crisis the world has wit-
nessed since the '30’s. And, with the problems of develop-
ment of the vast majority of the peoples in the world still
to be solved, who can feel confidence in a government
that acts as precipitously, rashly and cynically as the U.S.
Government did in Grenada?

Reagan did not even bother to listen to the advice of a
government as closely linked to him politically, ideologi-
cally and militarily as the British Government. It is not
strange that in a poll taken just a few days ago more than
90 percent of the British citizens were categorically op-
posed to the United States’ having the unilateral preroga-
tive of using the Cruise missiles that are being deployed
there.

In our hemisphere, just a year and a half ago, a NATO
power used sophisticated war means to shed Argentine
blood in the Malvinas. The Reagan Administration sup-
ported that action. It did not even consider the Organiza-
tion of American States or the so-called security pacts
and agreements, but scornfully pushed them aside. Now,
basing itself on the alleged request of a phantasmagoric
organization of micro-states in the Eastern Caribbean, it
has invaded Grenada and shed Caribbean blood and
Cuban blood. Nicaragua paid a price of over 40,000 lives
for freedom, and nearly a thousand more sons of that
noble people have been killed in the attacks made by
mercenary bands organized, trained and equipped by the
U.S. Government. In El Salvador, over 50,000 people
have been murdered by a genocidal regime whose army is
equipped, trained and directed by the United States. In
Guatemala, more than 100,000 have died at the hands of
the repressive system installed by the C.L.A. in 1954,
when it overthrew the progressive Arbenz Government.
How many have died in Chile since imperialism staged
the overthrow and assassination of Salvador Allende?
How many have died in Argentina, Uruguay, Paraguay,
Brazil and Bolivia in the last 15 years? b

What a high price our peoples have paid in blood, sac-
rifice, poverty and mourning for imperialist domination
and the unjust social systems it has imposed on our na-
tions.

Imperialism is bent on destroying symbols, because it
knows the value of symbols, of examples and of ideas. It
wanted to destroy them in Grenada and it wants to de-
stroy them in El Salvador, Nicaragua and Cuba. But sym-
bols, examples and ideas cannot be destroyed. When their
enemies think they have destroyed them, what they have
actually done is made them multiply. In trying to wipe
out the first Christians, the Roman Emperors spread
Christianity throughout the world. Likewise, all attempts
to destroy our ideas will only multiply them.

Grenada has already multiplied the Salvadoran, Nica-
ragua and Cuban revolutionaries’s patriotic convictions
and fighting spirit. It has been proven that the best U.S.
troops can be fought and that they are not feared. The
imperialists must not ignore the fact that they will en-
counter fierce resistance wherever they attack a revolu-
tionary people. Let us hope that their pyrrhic victory in
Grenada and their air of triumph don’t go to their heads,
leading them to commit serious, irreversible errors. They
will not find in El Salvador, Nicaragua and Cuba the
particular circumstance of revolutionaries divided among
themselves and divorced from the people that they found
in tiny Grenada. )

In'more than three years of heroic struggle, the Salva-
doran revolutionaries have become experienced, fear-
some and invincible fighters. There are thousands of
them who know the land inch by inch, veterans of dozens
of victorious combats who are accustomed to fighting and
winning when their odds are one to ten against elite
troops, trained, armed and advised by the United States.
Their unity is more solid and indestructible than ever.

In Nicaragua the imperialists would have to confront
a deeply patriotic and revolutionary people that is united,
organized, armed and ready to fight and that can never be
'subjugated. ;

‘Cuba, if in Grenada the imperialists
had to bring in an elite division to fight against a handful
of isolated men struggling in a small stronghold, lacking
fortification, a thousand miles from their homeland, how:
many divisions would they need against millions of com-
batants fighting on their own soil alongside their own
people? .

Our country — as we have already said on other occa-
sions — might be wiped off the face of the earth, but it
will never be conquered and subjugated. In the present
conditions of our continent, a U.S. war against a Latin
American people would raise the morale of all the peoples
of Latin America and turn their feelings against the ag-
gressors. A bottomless abyss would be opened between
peoples that, because they are in the same hemisphere,
are called upon to live in peace, friendship and mutual re<
spect and cooperate with one another.

The experiences of Grenada will be examined in detail
to extract the utmost benefit from them for use in case of
another attack against a country where there are Cuban
cooperation personnel or on our own Motherland.

The Cubans that were captured and made virtually
hostages had an unforgettable experience of what a coun-
try occupied by invading troops is like. The physical and
psychological treatment given the cooperation personnel
who were taken prisoners was insulting and vexatious,
and promises of all kinds were made to each of them to
try to get them to go to the United States. But they were
not able to break their steel-like firmness. Not a single
one deserted his homeland. In our country there was no
manipulation of the news, nothing was hidden from the -
people. All reports concerning the invasion that were re-

‘ceived directly from Grenada were transmitted to our

population just as they arrived, even though the ones on
October 26 turned out to be exaggerated.

As a matter if principle, at no time were efforts made
to play down the seriousness of the situation or to mini-
mize the magnitude of the dangers facing our compatri-
ots.




We are deeply grateful to the international committee
of the Red Cross for its interest, dedication and efficient
efforts to identify and evacuate the wounded, sick and
other prisoners and the dead as quickly as possible. We
are also grateful to the governments of Spain and Colom-
bia for the efforts that initially they made in this regard.

In bidding farewell to our beloved brothers who died
heroically in combat fulfilling with honor their patriotic
and internationalist duties, and in expressing our deepest
solidarity to their loved ones, we do not forget that there
are Grenadian mothers and U.S. mothers who are crying
for their sons who died in Grenada.

We send our condolences to the mothers and other
relatives of the Grenadians who were killed and also to
the mothers and other relatives of the U.S. soldiers who
died, because they, who also suffer from the loss of close
relatives, are not responsible for. but victims as well of
their Government’s warmongering, aggressive, irresponsi-
ble actions.

Every day, every hour, every minute — at work, at our
study and combat positions — we will remember our
comrades who died in Grenada.

The men whom we will bury this afternoon fought for
us and for the world. They may seem to be corpses. Rea-
gan wants to make corpses of all our people, men, women,
elderly and children. He wants to make corpses out of all
mankind. But the peoples shall struggle to preserve their
independence and their lives; they will struggle to prevent
the world from becommg a huge cemetery; they will
stmggle and pay the price necessary for mankind to sur-
vive, However, they are not corpses, but symbols. They
did not even'di€ in the land where they were born. There,

&H

far away from Cuba, where they were contributing with <

the noble sweat of their internationalist work in a count
poorer and smaller than ours, they were also capab) "w
shed their blood and offer their lives. But in that ch

theyalso knew they were defending their own pgﬁﬂe u\
H

their own homeland as well.
It is impossible to express the genero; ity of
beings and their willingness to make sacrifices in g %ore

pure way. Their example will be multiplied " ideas
will be multiplied and they themselves be |

multiplied
in us. No power, no weapons, no forces ever prevail
over the patriotism, internationalism, feelings of human
brotherhood and Con&umst co ness which they
embody.

We shall be hke tfgn kqwork and combat

Patriao Mﬂéﬁe
Venceremos. *;-.




A Debé;te: Costs and Benefits of a Military Operation

A 13 YEESa

After Grenada, Could There Be a Next Time and Place?

week, The Week in Review asked two members of

R the political debate on Grenada contiﬁued last
Congress with opposing views to discuss the impli-

cations. Paul E. Tsongas, Democrat of Massachusetts, a

member of the Senate Foreign Relations subcommittee
on Western Hemisphere affairs, and Henry J. Hyde of II-
linois, a Republican member of the corresponding sub-
committee of the House Foreign Affairs Committee,
talked with Steven V. Roberts of The New York Times
Washington bureau and Milt Freudenheim, a Review edi-
tor. Excerpts follow.

QUESTION. After Grenada will it be easier for a’

President to use force? ;
Representative Hyde. More difficult. The world

-reaction was largely negative. Every exercise like this
always has to be circumscribed by time and goal limita-
tions, although the message certainly is that the United
States is capable and has the will to use force in an appro-
priate situation.

] Senator Tsongas. There’s no question this is a plus
for the President in domestic politics. And most of the
people who made this decision feel they made the right
decision — (that) they sent a message to the Soviets and
Cubans. The arguments against would be — the evacua-
tion rationale is less likely to be as convenient in the next
case; as the details and misinformation are brought out,
the invasion will look less attractive, and most impor-
tant, you’re not likely to find another tiny island willing
to give you such an easy opponent.

- Mr. Hyde. We were confronted with a situation in-
volving real human beings, many of whom I met at the
Rose Garden the other day, and a Governor General who
got a message out that they were in serious trouble. Our
response was decisive and effective, but I don’t seeitasa
pattern repeating itself. As for erroneous information,
every operation has its share. But the interviews with
citizens of Grenada and the people who were evacuated
make the President’s operation look very good.

Mr.Tsongas. Why was the press kept out? It was all
right for the press to land in Normandy (in World War
II), where there was enormous danger.

American troops
in Grenada.

Representative Henry J. Hyde

Senator Paul E. Tsongas

~ Sygma/Randy Taylor; The New York Times/George Tames _




Mr. Hyde. For the same reason the press was kept
out of the Iranian operation to rescue the hostages. If
you’re an assault commander, your first responsibility is
the safety of your troops and the success of the operation.
To have to divert your attention to the press would ce*
tainly interfere.

Mr. Tsongas. You can take the national security a.-

gument to the point where you have no free press.

Q. Do you agree with House Speaker Thomas P.

0’Neill’s latest statements, notably that the threat to the
- students justified the invasion after all?

Mr. Tsongas. Any President faced with the threat to
his citizenry has an obligation to react. As to the larger
issue of whether the United States is going to be in the
business of changing governments through military in-
tervention, I agree with the Speaker that it would be
‘‘hell on earth” and certainly would not have bipartisan
support.

Grenada Versus Afghanistan?

Q. What price have we paid with our allies?

Mr. Hyde. There is a price. The failure of our allies to
support us is a bitter lesson, particularly Margaret
Thatcher in view of our support for her adventure in the
Falklands.

Mr. Tsongas. Chapter 18 of the Organization of
American States Charter, which calls for noninterven-
tion, has been violated. And from the European perspec-
tive, Grenada is nickel-dime stuff compared to Euromis-
siles. We glve the anti-Euromissile constituency (in Eu-
rope) a major issue. Also, when you are on the losing side
of a 108-to-9 vote in the United Nations, you’ve got serious
problems. As the author of the resolutlon to support the
Afghan rebels, I can tell you this kind of venture makes
that effort all the more difficult to sell.

©  Mr. Hyde. Are you comparing Grenada with Af-
ghanistan? These six countries in the eastern Caribbean

(Grenada’s neighbors) have no army; the United States -

is the only country that has the ability to withstand a sub-
versive takeover of the island. The only legal authority
smuggles a- message out for help. To even compare that

+ to the obscene invasion of Afghanistan with Soviet troops

who are there to impose tyrannf' is really reaching

Mr. Tsongas. There are clearly dxstmchons ‘But to
take the position that the world commurity will see no
similarities is wishful thinking. I spent a year in the West
Indies; I kriow some of these islands reasonably well.
The argument that somehow it was going to be a major
threat to the United States really just stretches believ-
ability.

Mr. Hyde. The entire Government was put up
against the wall and assassinated; there was lawlessness
and fear and a shoot-on-sight curfew. We had 1,000
Americans present and we got a plea from the Governor

. General.

Mr. Tsongas. The purpose was only evacuation?

Mr. Hyde. No, it was evacuation plus responding, as
the only legitimate, effective authority, to the call of the
Governor General. If you think the cause of human rights
and freedom is advanced by another Cuban-Soviet base
in the south Caribbean, then we don’t look at these things
alike.

Mr. Tsongas Wherever there is going to be a signifi-
cant increase in Cuban influence, the United States has a
military option?

Mr. Hyde. No, or we’d go right into Cuba. .

Mr. Tsongas. Let’s take Nicaragua. Nicaragua ‘has
an airport, too. Cuban construction workers, the military
presence, Marxism, military capability — you can say

the same about Nicaragua. Are we going to take on Nica-

ragua? I tell you, as someone who was there in August, if
you go into Nicaragua, you’re going to get all these 12 -,
13-, 14-year-old students taking up arms to fight the
Umted States.

‘Mr. Hyde. Except the Contras, on the other side.

Mr. Tsongas. The Contras are an insignificant pro-
portion of the population. ’

Q. Is there a real threat to Nicaragua?

Mr. Hyde. The differences are profound. Nicaragua

- is surrounded by countries that have a military establish-
ment — Honduras, El Salavador. In the eastern Carib-

bean, nobody has military capability. The likelihood of
mvadmg Nicaragua to protect Honduras and El Salvador
is minimal.

Mr. Tsongas. That is in sharp contrast to the argu-
ments I’ve been hearing from the Administration in the
Foreign Relations Committee — (that) Nicaragua has a
force disproportionate to its population and its neighbors.

Q. In terms of the War Powers Act, Grenada, Leba-
non, what lessons can we draw about Congress’s role?

Mr. Hyde. I don’t think the President can initiate,
nor follow through on, any substantial foreign policy un-
dertaking without the support of Congress. That includes
both parties.

Mr. Tsongas. On Grenada, Congress has been pas-
sive and low-profile — a direct result of the fact that the
invasion was popular.

Q. Should Congress be more aggressive?

Mr. Tsongas. If you are going to have a Foreign

~ Relations Committee worthy of the name, and it’s going

to live up to the stature of its predecessors — which is not

‘the case — Congress is going to have to be an active par-

ticipant. There should be hearings, issues brought out.
When one looks back on the three years of the Adminis-
tration, the invasion of Grenada would be the single most
significant foreign policy success — at least to date —
which speaks volumes about the difficulty we’re in. .

Mr. Hyde. That’s a little unfair. President Reagan
found the world in the condition it was in; foreign policy
successes are not within the control of the White House.
You have events, you try to control events.

Q. The Harris Poll last week showed people worried,
56 percent to 39 percent, that President Reagan might get
us into a war. Are there political risks in Grenada?

Mr. Hyde. It will be portrayed by the Democratic
National Committee as a further example of macho. But
most Americans understand what was at stake (and) ad-
mire somebody who isn’t paralyzed by inaction. On bal-

ance, it will be a plus Decnsweness the will to act on be-
half of freedom, should not hurt.

Mr. Tsongas. I would agree that people instinctively
are drawn toward someone who exhibits strength and
decisiveness. The question is whether that is balanced
with an equal perception of someone who is willing to
take a risk for peace and believes in the diplomatic pro-
cess. If you look at the Euromissile issue, you had a com-

.mitment to the dual track: Put the missiles in and negoti-

ate. There’s no question this President is as tough as any-
body you’re going to get elected. The question in people’s
minds is the other half of the equation. To go through
one’s entire first term and never meet a Soviet leader is
not the kind of thing the average American can quite un-
derstand.

Congress and Public Opinion

Mr. Hyde. These meetings don’t necessarily solve
anything. (Mr. Reagan) will meet if there’s something to
talk about. This has to be settled on a lower level so the
chiefs of state can talk about something other than just
balance a teacup. Risks for peace have been taken by this -
President. We have made four different proposals on
arms control, all rejected by the Soviet Union.

- Q. Can Congress stand up when a President is doing
something the country is excited about and likes?

Mr. Tsongas. The ideal is that Congress is a counter-
balance, that we introduce a process of deliberation. The
fact is, we are a Presidential system. Goback and look at
Vietnam, Watergate. Congress is unfortunately a reflec-
tor of public opinion.

Mr. Hyde. Why unfortunately?

Mr. Tsongas. Because principle and public oplmon
may be in conflict. What you get from the Congress is
basically what you get out of (pollsters) Lou Harris and
George Gallup.

Mr. Hyde. I agree largely with Paul on that. You
have a diffusion of authority. You’ve got a hundred Sena-
tors, 435 House members; they can share the blame and
the responsiblity. You’ve got one President.
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Intervention in Grenada: Right or Wrong?

To the Editor: :

We should not be too hasty in

concluding that U.S. intervention in
* Grenada violates international law.

In April 1914, President Wilson sent
marines into Mexico to overthrow
Gen. Victoriano Huerta, who  the
previous year had murdered the
elected president of Mexico and seized
control of the government. Huerta ac-
cepted an offer of mediation, and two
months later stepped aside as part of
anoverall settlement that led to the es-
tablishment of a provisional constitu-
tional government.

Wilson’s forceful commitment to
democratic process has been criti-
cized ever since as having been
overly moralistic. Yet the idea of
human rights that he appears to have
championed — that people are not to
be subjected to the rule of a govern-
ment that has achieved power by
murder and violence — is arguably
part of an emerging norm of interna-
tional law that justifies certain mili-
tary interventions (e.g., Entebbe,
Tanzania’s overthrow of Idi Amin,
the U.S. rescue attempt in Iran).

Humanitarian intervention ties in
with a longstanding international
legal exception to the prohibition of
transboundary force.

There has always been an exception
for foreign military forces being in-
vited in to a country to help the gov-
ernment in power. If Prime Minister
Maurice Bishop had survived the at-
tack on his life, he might well have in-
vited the United States into Grenada
to protect him against the coup by
Gen. Hudson Austin. Consider also
that the British-appointed Governor
General of Grenada, Sir Paul Scoon,
did in fact request assistance when
Bishop was assassinated.

Should the fact that Austin suc-

ceeded in murdering Bishop erase an

invitation that otherwise surely
would have been extended? Is there
not a constructive invitation to the
U.S. to preserve the legitimate gov-
ernment (even if most of its person-
nel have been killed) against what
President Reagan has called “a
brutal group of leftist thugs”?

The idea of a constructive invita-
tion gains added force from neighbor-
ing countries’ support of the interven-
tion. The Organization of Eastern
Caribbean States is itself something
of a larger organic unity: its charter

rovides for a regional coordination
n the basic governmental areas of
economic integration, cooperation in
non-economic areas and coordination
of foreign policies. In a sense, this
“regional nation” invited the U.S. to
protect one of its constituent parts.

Once there is an invitation by a gov-

ernmert for military assistance, none
of the prohibitions that have been
quoted widely, such as those in the
U.N. Charter or in the Charter of the
Organization of American States, are
relevant. An invitation is an absolute
exception to these prohibitions on the
use of transboundary force.

Still, I have not advanced these ar-
guments to contend that the inter-
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vention is legal but rather to counter
overly hasty conclusions to the oppo-
site effect. There is much more here
than meets the eye.
i ANTHONY D’AMATO
Professor of Law

Northwestern University

Chicago, Oct. 26, 1983

)
To the Editor:

America has apparently gone on
the offensive against what the Ad-
ministration sees as the monolithic
Communist threat. Our continued
support for the corrupt and deadly
government of El Salvador, the
C.ILA’s attempts to sabotage the
Nicaraguan revolution (a la Al-
lende’s Chile), our too costly adven-
ture in Lebanon and, in the great
tradition of the Bay of Pigs, our inva-
sion of Grenada have put the United
States in the harshest light among all

progressive-minded people.
Questions arise that require
answers:

How can the Government justify
the invasion of Grenada on the
grounds of restoring democratic in-
stitutions while it sends millions in
aid to a government that kills its peo-
ple with horrible regularity and is
kept in power only by force of arms?

. What sort of Grenadian government
will be acceptable to the U.S. and the
Organization of Eastern Caribbean
States as sufficiently democratic? At

what cost will the U.S. continue to fill

the void in the Lebanese Government?

How long will we sacrifice American
lives to protect a peace that has yet to

come about in a country whose strate-

gic interests lie in the Israeli sphere

and in the minds of a cold-warrior Ad-

ministration?

Will U.S. intelligence forces con-
tinue to undermine the economic in-
frastructure of the popular, albeit
leftist, Government in Managua?
And wil the State Department con-
tinue to attack ‘‘Marxist’”’ govern-
ments in the Caribbean and through-
out the world?

As Europe is armed with increas-
ingly sophisticated nuclear weapons
and as strategic arms talks grind to a
halt we find ourselves on the brink. We
can only hope for a reappraisal of our
priorities. Our fear of Communism is
becoming an unhealthy obsession. The
inclination to answer each interna-

tional crisis with overt or covert force

portends a dangerous future.

If this is the Administration’s road
to global peace and security, it is the
strangest road this citizen has yet en-

countered. JOSEPH KOSLOWSKI
Jersey City, N.J., Oct. 26, 1983
[ )
. Tothe Editor:

Bravo to President Reagan for tak-
ing prompt action against the Com-
munists in Grenada! If President
Eisenhower had done the same in
Cuba when Castro expropriated
American property, we would have

been spared 20 years of trouble.

Now we should stop being coy about
our efforts to bring democracy back
to Nicaragua and mount a full-scale
effort to oust the Sandinistas and the
Cubans from that beleagered coun-
try. Castro will learn soon enough
that the Soviets are not going to fight
a nuclear war to save him or his
troops in Central America, and the
next step would be to restore democ-
racy in Cuba itself.

If the Soviets felt they were “right”
in taking over half of Eastern Europe
to protect themselves from ‘““Euro-
pean capitalism,’””* then we are
“right” in rooting out the cancer of
Communism so close to our borders.

As for the politicians who attempt to
curry the favor of the people by ob-
structing the President from achiev-
ing these aims, they are clearly doing
their country a disservice and are ac-
tually working for the Soviets, even if
they don’t realize it now. :

We must be strong in supporting our
principles lest we shall ourselves be
subverted by our enemies from within.
and without. SHELDON RITTER

Fresh Meadows, N.Y~, Oct. 25, 1983
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Set this still uncertain gain against the price. It,

too, cannot yet be fully reckoned, but it will be far

more costly than the loss of a dozen soldiers. Simply

~put, the cost is loss of the moral high ground: a
. reverberating demonstratlion to the world that

America has no more respect for laws and borders,

g 'foxfthecodesofciwhza dgr than the Sovjet Union.

" To liberate Grena m some local hench-

':W ‘and perhaps fmm-"ﬁubans America has de-

fiﬁed its duty and security in ways that make it look

like a paranoid bully. To much of the world, the in-
. vasionap mglﬂ‘krent than the Soviet suppres-

of Poland or the occupation of Afghanistan.
ven friends in the hemisphere and in Europe are
to think of the superpowers as equally self-
ed by geopolitical games. In their pri-
ts they may even raise a cheer for tife

o dare to ssand up to either Goliath.
great many Americans, to be sure, feel better
their country this weekend than last. The car-
ge among passive marines in Lebanon struck

; :*them as one more sign of impotence, exposing a

nic failure of will to stand up to terrorists. Now, -
in tiny Grenada, Americans have shown that they
can play hardball, too, that they can be just as tough

s at defending their turf as the Commies. Watch Out,
; “Nicaragua Beware, Syria. Keep'Out, Russia.

~ It’s a seductive but immature reaction. When
all is done, pacifying Grenada will prove only the
‘obvious about American power. The enduring test
. for Americans is not whether we have the will to use
' that power but the skill to avoid having to. A Presi-
- dent who felt he had no other choice*last Monday
night should not be celebrating a victory. He should -
be repairing the prior political failures and fore-

~ stalling the bitter harvest to come.
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A Wave of Anxiety Washes the Caribbean

By RICHARD J. MEISLIN

MEXico CITY
GHE disquiet in the eastern Caribbean over tiny
Grenada’s new Marxist revolutionary rulers was
transformed last week into disquiet throughout
; the hemxsphere over the United States reaction to
xhem By sending in more than 3,000 troops to topple the
“‘brutal group of leftist thugs’* who had seized power and
killed Prime Minister Maurice Bishop, President Rea-
gan opened a new range of questions about the way the
United States sees its role in the area.

The first landing of United States troops in the Carib-
bean since 1965 came after the Reagan Administration
and the little-known Organization of Eastern Caribbean
States decided that while they had been able to live with
the moderate Marxism of Prime Minister Bishop, they
could not live with the harsher doctrine and apparently
more vicious style of the men who had taken over.

The action found support from the British common-

wealth nations in the Caribbean, who were made nervous
by Grenada’s increasing leftward bent and growing ties
with Cuba. But no support came from the Caribbean na-
tions that are of French and Spanish origin and farther
from the eastern Caribbean both geographically and
politically. And the action met considerable opposition
elsewhere in Latin America, where some countries hold
long, bitter memories of United States incursions into
their territories.

““The invasion of Grenada is reminiscent of the occu-
pation of Veracruz in 1914, and we can therefore under-
stand that island-nation’s situation,’”’ said Fidel Vales-
quez, Mexico’s chief labor leader. The Mexican Govern-
ment said the action would ‘‘aggravate the situation in
the Caribbean and Central Americas and create new
dangers”’ in the region.

Concern appeared, too, in the former Dutch colony of
Suriname. The leftist Government, which also came to
power-in a coup, seemed to have second thoughts about
its close ties with the Cubans. Expressing fears of a repe-
tition of Mr. Bishop’s demise, the Government expelled
- the Cuban Ambassador, sus-

pended its agreements with Cuba
and downgraded the status of the
Cuban diplomatic mission.

The official reasons initially
given by Mr. Reagan for the inva-
sion raised doubts even among
friendly nations in the region.
Many officials and diplomats
doubted that the President’s pri-
mary concern had been the safety
of the medical students and other
United States citizens on the is-
land.

Instead, they saw in the inva-
sion a reflection of his views of the
East-West conflict on an island
close to home. Mr. Reagan's char-
acterization of the island Thurs-
day in his television address as “‘a
Soviet-Cuban colony” tended to

T

confirm this judgment. Some saw in the rift in the Grena-
dian Government the signs of a rivalry between Cuban
and Soviet influences in the country. Mr. Bishop, a close
ally of Fidel Castro, seemed content with an evolution to
socialism at a moderate pace; he had even visited Wash-
ington earlier this year, expressing interest in improving
ties with the United States. Bernard Coard, his Vice
Minister, who was closer to the Russiang, favored more
radical action and appears to have initiated the coup that
led to Mr. Bishop’s death. Now there is no government in
Grenada, only a governor general who represents Queen
Elizabeth II as the head of state. The United States and
the Caribbean islands, which liberated Governor Gen-
eral Sir Paul Scoon from house arrest, appear to be rely-
ing on him to form a provisional government that would
later hold elections.

What Happens to Dialogue?

There was a widespread belief that Mr. Reagan was
trying to send a message to Nicaragua, whose warm
relationship with Cuba has provoked only slightly less
hostility from its neighbors and from the United States
than Grenada did. The Nicaraguans, already made nerv-
ous by attacks from United States-backed rebels, moved
in the United Nations Security Council to condemn the
action. A resolution sponsored by Nicaragua, Zimbabwe
and Guyana that demanded an end to the invasion was
vetoed by the United States. How effective the message
may be remains to be seen; the unexpected difficulty the
United States had in overcoming a relatively small force
on a tiny island could cause Washington to hesitate about
taking on the more powerful Nicaraguans,

But Fidel Castro acknowledged last week he could
not help Nicaragua if it was invaded. Whether in Nicara-
gua, Grenada or Suriname, things were not going Cuba'’s
way. The relative moderation it was displaying seemed
toreflect its limitations.

Another question is what Mr. Reagan's overt mili-
tary action will do to diplomatic options in the region,
such as the continuing efforts of the Contadora Group,
the four Latin American negotiators to which the United
States has generally left the lead in seeking a peaceful
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By HEDRICK SMITH

WASHINGTON
™ F one central principle has animated President Rea-
. gan’s Toreign policy, it has been the urge to confront
* and contain Soviet Communism. For nearly three
w« years, that policy has found expression in strident
talk about Moscow’s ‘“‘evil empire,”’ an ambitious mili-
tary buildup, and the show of American power on maneu-
ver in Central America.

Now one watershed week of the Reagan Presidency
has brought a qualitative change. The President’s tactics
have escalated. His policy is now embodied not just in
words and arms, but in combat and casualties. The cost
in American lives has sown seeds for political contro-
versy over the price of projecting power abroad. It has
raised questions as to whether the Administration is
trying to force the country to shed post-Vietnam re-
straints and assume a worldwide policeman’s role.

This fall, Mr. Reagan’s foreign policy has entered a
more assertive and venturesome phase. In Beirut, the
painful and still incomplete toll of 229 American marines
and sailors lost in the bombing of their barracks-head-
quarters last Sunday was an unanticipated byproduct of
deepening American entanglement in Lebanon’s fac-
tional wars. In Grenada, the smaller but still telling
count of 11 dead and 67 wounded — as of late yesterday —
arose from a deliberate power strike.

The initial rationale in both cases was given more
sweeping significance as casualty totals rose. The Ma-
rine mission in Lebanon was originally portrayed as a
limited peacekeeping task to buttress the frail Christian-
led Beirut Government. The Grenadea invasion at first
was justified as a rescue mission for 1,000 Americans and
as proper assistance for neighboring island-states fright-
ened by a brutal leftist takeover. But by week’s end, the
President defended both operations as necessary to
check Soviet threats.

The Cuban Cennection

‘“The events in Lebanon and Grenada, though oceans
apart, are closely related,” he said in a televised ad-
dress. ““Not only has Moscow assisted and encouraged
violence in both countries, but it provides direct support
through a network of surrogates and terrorists.” In
Lebanon, the labyrinth of internal feuds went unmen-
tioned as the President warned against American ti-
midity and withdrawal. “It won’t just be Lebanon sen-
tenced to a future of chaos,” he said. ‘‘Can the United
States or the free world, for that matter, stand by and see
the Middie East incorporated into the Soviet bloc?’’ He
made a similar point on the Caribbean: “It is no coinci-
dence that when the thugs tried to wrest control over Gre-
nada, there were 30 Soviet advisers and hundreds of
Cuban military and paramilitary forces on the island.”

In Grenada, the Soviet Union became more involved
than Washington bargained for. Moscow charged that its
embassy there was hit by American planes and that one
staff member was injured, though the State Department
said the embassy had not been fired on. A Soviet warning
of “‘serious consequences’ may have been pro forma but
it underlined the risks of the tactics of force.

There was a touch of John Wayne blowing the smoke
from his pistol when Robert C. McFarlane, the Presi-
dent’s usually matter-of-fact national security adviser,
told a huddle of reporters in the White House driveway,
‘“We got there just in time.”” Picking up that note in his
speech, the President said the American invasion had
nipped a Cuban “‘occupation” in the bud and prevented
Grenada from becoming “a Soviet-Cuban colony”’ that
would export ‘‘terror and subversion.”

In terms of power politics, Administration officials
can make the case that America’s world position and
credibility are bolstered when a President dares to use
armed force as an instrument of policy. Adversaries be-

come more careful and friends are
emboldened. Cuba’s Fidel Castro has
already been dealt a blow, losing his
Grenada bridgehead and influence in
Central America and the Caribbean.
Nicaragua must now tread more
carefully. For an Administration in
need of a foreign policy victory, Gre-
nada offered what Senator Charles
McC. Mathias, Republican of Mary-
land, called “a digestible, bite-sized”’
target, although it proved harder to
chew than anticipated. With armed
Cubans retreating into the hills, 6,000
American troops could be hard-
pressed to quit the island in ‘“‘a mat-
ter of weeks,"’ as officials predicted.

Moscow may be less impressed
with the power play in Grenada if, as
many experts fear, American force
proves impotent in Lebanon. Many
critics suggest that in Lebanon, Mr.
Reagan has engaged military power
in the wrong place and that this may
eventually overshadow any short-
term gains in Grenada.

Former Secretary of State Henry
A. Kissinger has argued that internal
political developments have been
eroding the authority of the Beirut
Government and that only substan-
tially larger American forces allied
with Israel could halt the trend to-
ward pro-Syrian elements. Many in
Congress fear that no amount of
American force can prop up a Chris-
tian-led Government in a predomi-
nantly Moslem country and that as
long as American marines are identi-
fied with that effort, they will be the
target of Moslem terrorists.

The President’s options are re-
strained by a wary Congress and pub-
lic and by the rising concern of Penta-
gon brass that military resources are
already overtaxed. Mr. Reagan has
put 1,600 marines in Beirut and up to
6,000 troops in Grenada — small num-
bers among the more than two mil-
lion people in uniform. But they are
supported by battleships, aircraft
carriers and other offshore protec-
tion while many forces are tied up
permanently in such places as West
Germany, South Korea and other
bases around the world.

The net effect of commitments in
new areas is to create real if unspo-
ken limits on the President’s strategy
of force. Strategists contend military
resources were stretched thin even
before Mr. Reagan’s activism. After
the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan in
1979, President Carter added the Per-
sian Gulf to the European and Japan-
Korea zones America must defend. By adding Lebanon,
Central America and the Caribbean to the growing list of

““‘vital interests,” Mr. Reagan has prompted Congress to
challenge him by moving to invoke a 60-day limit on his
use of force in Grenada.

More broadly, the President has risked reviving
fears that he is bellicose and trigger-happy. Britain,
France and West Germany, among many others, chal-
lenged the wisdom or legality of Grenada. In the United
Nations Security Council, the United States stood alone.
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Invasion in Grenada: Lawmakers Speak Out

Senators Talk About Beirut
And Takeover of Grenada

By JANE PERLEZ
Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Oct. 29 — After
President Reagan’s speech Thursday
night on the invasion of Grenada and
the bombings in Lebanon, the six Sena-
tors from the New York metropolitan
region were asked for their views of
United States policy. Following are ex-
cerpts from their remarks:

Alfonse M. D’Amato

On the invasion of Grenada, Mr.
D’Amato, Republican of New York,
said: ‘“America has a responsibility
not to allow people to shoot their way to
power, not in this area which is impor-
tant strategically. We cannot allow the
whole chain of islands to be over-
thrown.

“I think the students were hostages
in the sense they ¢. uldn’t move and get
off the island. You might not be able to
prove that in a court of law, but given
their state of mind, that’s the case.

““The worst of this thing was the rush
to politicize it and to go after the Presi-
dent before they knew the facts. Now I
don’t see the critics as much. They
threw their bombs, got their publicity
and now they’re sliding in the back
somewhere.”’

Mr. D’Amato, who has been some-
what critical of Administration policy
in Lebanon and at times called for the
pullout of the Marines, said President
Reagan’s speech helped clarify mat-
ters.

“I think the President defined the
mission in Lebanon more clearly.
Whether that peace can be obtained is
something that has to be assessed and
the time may have passed. The se-
curity of the Marines is paramount and
I disagree with P. X. Kelley. I don’t
think they had enough protection.’”’ The
Senator, who was referring to the Com-
mandant of the Marine Corps, said he
did not believe the Marines did enough
to defend themselves. ‘“I've been in-
formed that certain measures will be
taken to minimize the vulnerability.”’

As to whether there should be retalia-
tion for the bombing of the Marine
headquarters, Mr. D’Amato said:
“You have to identify those elements
who were responsible first.”

Daniel Patrick Moynihan

On Grenada, Mr. Moynihan, Demo-
crat of New York, said: ‘‘There is
something that makes me uneasy. An
act of war may be in the interests of the
United States or maybe not, but it was
not in the interests of democracy in
Grenada. I don’t think they should have
gonein, in the way they did.”

Mr. Moynihan, who is vice chairman
of the Senate Select Committee on In-
telligence, said the discovery of arms
that the Administration said had come
from Cuba and the Soviet Union,
“might work’’ as an after-the-fact jus-
tification of the invasion. But he added
that he did not know how to assess the
quantity of arms discovered.

‘‘In the long run, the principle of non-
interventnion is so important. If there
was to be collective action, we should
have involved the more principal na-
tions in the region. The British should
have been involved.”” Mr. Moynihan
said that the “war of the Augusta golf
course,” in reference to President Rea-
gan’s presence on a Georgia golf
course while he was making decisions
on the Grenada invasion, ‘“had the
quality of impulse about it.”’

‘It cannot be said we knew anything

about the Austin Government,”” he
said. ‘“‘We had no diplomats there.’’ He
was referring to Gen. Hudson Austin,
the Grenada Army’s chief of staff.

On Lebanon, Mr. Moynihan said:
“I’m sympathetic with the proposition
we have a role and ought to pursue it. I
also know its limits and they may have
been reached.”

Bill Bradley

On Grenada, Mr. Bradley, Democrat
of New Jersey, said: “I have not yet
been able to find out enough to deter-
mine how much danger our Americans
were in, or whether a military response
was the only option to guarantee their
safety or what efforts the Administa-
tion made to negotiate a nonmilitary
solution.

“If Americans were in jeopardy and
a military response was the only viable
option or securing their safety, the ac-
tion was justifiable. I take seriously the
possibility that Cuba and/or the
U.S.S.R. are engaging in activities that
could be genuinely menacing. More-
over, if this is the case, then I think we
would be correct to draw the line and
make it absolutely clear that the U.S.
finds such deployments deplorable.

“If we leave Grenada after evacuat-
ing our citizens who want to leave, then
a case can be made that we have not
violated the 0.A.S. treaty. If we stay
and use force unilaterally and persis-
tently, then we will have violated the
0.A.S. treaty.”

Regarding Lebanon, Mr. Bradley
said he was upset with President Rea-
gan’s apparent open-ended commit-
ment of United States forces in Leba-
non. If a reconciliation of warring ac-
tions could not be achieved “very1
soon”’ the Marines should be with-
drawn, he said.

Frank R. Lautenberg

Regarding the Grenada invasion,
Mr. Lautenberg, Democrat of New Jer-
sey, said: “I’m not willing to make my
final judgment on Grenada. I think the
reasoning they got us there is a rela-
tively weak argument.

““My mind is being tilted a little bit as
I see the weapons and as I hear more
reports on the number of externals in-
volved there, the countries from which
they come and the huge presence of
Cubans.”

Mr. Lautenberg said that he was un-
sure about the legality of the invasion,
but that it would be difficult ‘‘to defend
our action in the eyes of the world when
we wouldn’t tolerate this or certainly
we would holler loudly about it if the
Soviets did the same thing.”

The Senator said he was more dis-
turbed about Lebanon, in part, because
he had come to the conclusion that the
Marines were trapped there.

He said he noticed that Mr. Reagan
in his televised speech made no refer-
ence to pulling out foreign troops from
Lebanon, and presumed this was be-
cause of ‘“‘ludicrousness’” of trying to
withdraw the Marines in the face of
¢“30,000 Syrians equipped with the most
modern Soviet equipment.”

‘“That is a preposterous assignment
and one that is really very ominimous
in what it could mean to us in terms of
casualties,” the Senator said. ‘“My
preference is to be able to withdraw,
but I don’t want to withdraw in panic.
Some of us who voted against allowing

the Marines to stay for 18 months are

United Press Internation:l
HOME SAFE: A member of the 75th Rangers being greeted i/
Savannah, Ga., by his family yesterday after he returned from Gr
nada.

now saying we can’t pull out overnight
because we were there for a purpose
and if so you don’t walk away and say
we made a mistake. I’d like to hear the
definition of purpose.”’

Lowell P. Weicker ]Jr.

In a speech that he later gave on the
Senate floor, Mr. Weicker, Republican
of Connectitcut, said: ‘“The President
is in violation of the terms of that
treaty of the Organization of American
States, of which we are a part. The
President is in violation of the War
Powers Act on Grenada. The President
is in violation of the Constitution of the
United States as far as freedom of the
press is concerned.

“If you want swift and effective ac-
tion, that should have been taken in
June of this year when Maurice Bishop
was alive and in this country seeking
the assistance of the United States to
effect a rapprochment between his
Government and this Government.

‘It will not work to deny every Gov-
ernment we have a disagreement with
the common protocol to talk. A little
chat back in June, 1983, would have
saved a lot of lives, both Grenadians
and Americans and who ever else has
lost their life on that island.

“In my discussion with the Secretary
of State the other day, he turned to me
aghast saying: ‘But Senator, you ex-
pect us to receive a head of State, a pro-
fessed Marxist Communist, one nation
that has voted against us in the United
Nations every time?’ And I turned to
him and I said, ‘Mr. Secretary, how do
you like the regime that wanted to re-
place him?’

“Our Government thought it would
stick it to Maurice Bishop and it did,
and he is dead today, and now we have
an invasion today, and we have others
dead. That is not a foreign policy. It
might be an arms policy, but it is not a
foreign policy, and it is time we had
one.”

" Christropher J. Dodd

Mr. Dodd, Democrat of Connecticut
and a member of the Senate Foreisn
Relations Committee, said that if (ve
American students on Grenada were in
an “intimidating situation’’ the inva-
sion was correct. “I’'m willing to give
him the benefit of the doubt until some-
one tells me otherwise, because like
most people I guess I believe Presi-
dents until there proven wrong,” the
Senator said.

‘“There isn’t a treaty I know of that
says a nation cannot take those steps
necessary to protect its people. I think
it is proper exercise of authority for
any nation to defend its people.”’

But the Senator said that if the pres- A

ence of Cubans on Grenada turned out
to be the real motivation for the inva-
sion, the Administration should have
used diplomacy.

“President Kennedy took those other
steps in 1962 in the missile crisis. He
went to the Organization of American

States. He had a blockade set up, there ,

are a whole bunch of things you can do |

in conert with your neighbors, short of
actual intervention.”’

On Lebanon, Mr. Dodd said:

‘“No one here is arguing for precipi-
tous withdrawal. They’re arguing for a
planned withdrawal to be done in con-
cert with our allies.”
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Families Meet Army Rangers

SAVANNAH, Ga., Oct. 29 (AP) —
Hundreds of Army Rangers who re-
turned from the American invasion of
Grenada were reunited with their fami-

lies today in tearful embraces.

The Rangers met their families at a
training area at Hunter Army Airfield.
One group arrived in ten 2Y5-ton vehi-
cles and lined up for the first round of
meetings. A second group, in heavy
battle pack, marched down a road for

the second round.

It was the first time the families had
seen or heard from the Rangers since
the invasion.
There were no bands and no
speeches.
Coast Rangers Secluded
The reunion involved only units sta-
tioned at Hunter. Rangers from Fort
Lewis, Wash., remained secluded in
the Ranger compound at the base. No
word was available on when they would
return to their home base. The crowd
clapped and cheered as the Rangers
marched into view. Most of the reun-
ions were quiet. There were tears in
some eyes as soldiers knelt to get face
to face with small children and as par-
ents hovered near embracing couples.

The first planeload of Rangers ar-
| rived at Hunter Friday night, grected
with a ceremony in which Gen. John
Wickham, the Army Chief of Stalf,
hailed the soldiers as ‘‘the best elite in-

fantry in the world.”

Soviet Calls Reagan a Napoleon

MOSCOW, Oct. 29 (AP) — The Soviet

press agency Tass said today that

| President Reagan might be pro-

claimed a latter-day Napoleon for the

“feat” of seizing tiny Grenada with a
United States armada.

The mocking comment was con-
tained in a Tass commentary on Mr.
Reagan’s speech Thursday on the
situations in Lebanon and Grenada.

Tass said Mr. Reagan spoke ‘“‘with
the simple-mindedness that is typical
of him” in describing events that led up
to the invasion of Grenada. :

It mocked his assertion that the inva-
sion forces had secured the island in a

ful American students studying at a
medical school there.

‘“The Pentagon must have worked
very hard,” Tass said, ‘“to seize the
tiny island with the help of a whole ar-
mada of naval ships, helicopters,
planes, artillery and detachments of
marines.

brilliant campaign and rescued grate-

““It should come as no surprise if, as
a result of this ‘feat,” Reagan will be
proclaimed in the United States a lat-
ter-day Napoleon.

“Mark Twain once said he would not
want to remain alone with his con-
science affiter spending four years in the
post of President of the United States.
This does not apply to Mr. Reagan, who
has spent a thousand days in his post:
He cannot remain alone with some-
thing he does not have.”

Grenadian Envoy Confers

MOSCOW, Oct. 29 (Reuters) —
Grenada’s Ambassador to the Soviet
Union, Richard Jacobs, said today that
he had met with Georgi M. Korniyenko;
a First Deputy Foreign Minister, to dis-
cuss the situation in Grenada.

Mr. Jacobs, who is in the Diplomatic
Clinic being treated for gout, declined
to give details about the discussion.

An ABC Call-In Poll
Shows 90% Support
Invasion of Grenada

A telephone call-in survey sponsored
by the ABC News ““Nightline’’ program
on Saturday night found almost 90 per-
cent approval for the participation of
the United States in the invasion of Gre-

nada.

Officials at ABC News acknowledged
that the survey was not a scientific poll.
‘“We were just offering an opportunity
to the public to call in and express an
opinion,”” said Kim Edmonds, a spokes-
man for the “‘Nightline’’ program.

Miss Edmonds pointed out that call-
ers could vote more than once if they
were to complete their calls through
busy telephone terminals. She said
some callers had complained to ABC
that busy telephone lines kept them
from registering their vote. Bill Lord,
executive producer of “Nightline,”
said such complaints were common
during telephone call-ins.

During the one-hour “Nightline”
broadcast, between 11:30 and 12:30
P.M. Eastern Daylight Time, ABC
News reported registering 279,323 tele-
phone calls in favor of the invasion and
33,483 calls against. k

Viewers were given two different
long-distance telephone numbers to
register their opinion, one for those in
favor of the invasion, the other for
those opposed. Miss Edmonds said an
equal number of phone lines were open
for each number.

The results of the ABC call-in were at
variance with a New York Times/CBS
News poll conducted last Wednesday

| and Thursday. That poll found 51 per-

cent of those contacted approved of

' sending United States troops to Gre-

nada, while 37 percent disapproved.
Eleven percent expressed no opinion.

The New York Times/CBS News poll
was based on a survey of 1,093 adults
selected at random from around the
United States.
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GRENADA HOLDOUTS HUNTED:
U.S. REPLACES PART OF FORCE;
SENATE CHIEFS URGE INQUIRY

NEWS GURBS GITED

Byrd and Baker Agree on
Sending Fact-Finding
Group to the Island

BySTEVEN V. ROBERTS
Special to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, Oct. 29 — Senate
leaders, concerned about a lack of in-
formation about the Grenada invasion, ; . A %
called today for a Congressional fact- S Anisa et et wtional
finding mission to the island. Senator Howard H. Baker Jr.
During an unusual Saturday session, ¢ .
called to debate a debt ceiling bill, the
issue of press curbs on news coverage
of the Grenada operation also reached
the Senate floor.
Senator Donald W. Riegle Jr., Demo-
crat of Michigan, offered an amend-
ment to the bill declaring that “restric-
tions imposed upon the press in Gre-
nada shall cease.” The rider was
adopted, 53 to 18.
Meanwhile, Democratic and Repub-
lican members of the Senate Select-
Committee on Intelligence said the Ad-
ministration had exaggerated Cuba’s
rolein Grenada. [Page 16.]

Qualified Approval by Baker

The idea for a fact-finding mission
criginated with Senator Robert C. Byrd
of West Virginia, the Democratic mi-
nority leader. He said the mission was
needed because ‘‘censored news re-
ports” had given only “little morsels of
information”’ about Grenada.

Senator Howard H. Baker Jr. of Ten-
nessee, the Republican majority lead-
er, said, “I think that is a good idea.”

Later, an aide said Senator Baker
| wanted to see more details of the pro-
posal to be sure that it had no “partisan
| tint.” Senator Baker, the aide added,
also suggested that the fact-finding
tour might include Lebanon on the
ground that it *‘carried more weight”
as a foreign policy issue.

Before the Senate recessed, Mr.
Byrd said he would offer a formal reso-
lution on Monday. According to staff
aides, it would probably empower the
majority and minority leaders to ap-
point members representing three
committees — Foreign Relations,
Armed Services and Intelligence. It
was still undecided whether House
members would be invited and what
the time schedule would be. :

Senators Byrd and Baker have

Continued on Page 13, Column 1
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SENATE'S LEADERS
FAVOR AN INQUIRY

Continued From Page 1

generally supported the invasion. On
Friday, Senator Baker introduced a
resolution praising President Reagan
for taking ‘‘swift and effective action”
to save American lives, and today
Senator Byrd called the operation ‘‘re-
grettable but necessary.”

Their proposal for a fact-finding mis-
sion reflects concern that official ex-
planations have left many questions
unanswered.

On Friday, these unanswered ques-
tions helped convince Speaker Thomas
P. O’Neill Jr., the leading Democrat in
Congress, to turn against the President
and describe his foreign policy as
“frightening.”’

In other foreign policy develop-
ments, the Senate agreed by voice vote
to an amendment that would require
Congressional authorization for financ-
ing any Jordanian military force or-
ganized by the United States. The rider
was attached to the debt-ceiling bill.

Senator Daniel Patrick Moynihan,
the New York Democrat who spon-
sored the amendment, referred to news
reports that the Administration had or-
ganized a Jordanian brigade as a spe-
cial strike force in the Middle East. Mr.
Moynihan said such a force would pose
a threat to Israel, with which Jordan is
still nominally at war. The amendment
has yet to be taken up by the House.

The invasion of Grenada continued to
receive sizable support from both par-
ties. Senator Rudy Boschwitz, a Minne-
sota Republican on the Foreign Rela-

tions Committee, called the operation |*

“an important expression of our na-
tional -will”” and said that, if Grenada
had fallen to Cuba, other Caribbean na-
tions would have followed. He added:

“What were we supposed to do? Sit
and wait for all that to happen?”’

Senator Lawton Chiles, a Florida
Democrat, said the invasion would im-
press Cuba and other leftist forces in
Central America.

‘‘At some stage,” he said, “‘there has
to be some feeling that the United
States is not totally impotent.”’

Other lawmakers criticized the
operation, including the curbs on news
coverage.

‘I think the most disturbing thing is
the unprecedented treat: »° * a free
press,’” said Senator Pau. .. “nes,
Democrat of Maryland. “The _  uca-
tions of that, if that becomes a pattern,
are enormous.”

Mr. Sarbanes said the press curbs
mirrored other policies that ‘‘clamp
down on information,” including the
use of lie detector tests and restrictions
placed on former Government employ-
ees. These policies, he added, could
lead to a situatior: where ‘‘the only
sources of information are official
sources.”’

Senator John Tower, the Texas Re-
publican who heads the Armed Serv-
ices Committee, tried to get the Senate
to reconsider the rider on news cover-
age by arguing that unrestricted press
access could risk the lives of American

troops. A resolution of the was left until

Monday.

" Senator Byrd, in discussing his fact-
finding proposal, said one purpose was
to explore why intelligence about Gre-
nada had been *‘so bad.” He noted that
the Pentagon had underwtm_lated the
Cuban resistance and the time that
American troops would need to com-
plete the operation. Military sources
originally estimated that it yvould take
five to seven days; now estimates run
to weeks or even months. )

Some lawmakers also question
whether the medical students in Gre-
nada were in real danger and whether
the United States could have used
others means to evacuate them.

“Apparently England thought so,
and so suggested,”” he said.

Senator Paul E. Tsongas, Democrat
of Massachusetts, said the student
issue might have been used as pretext.

«A Jot of people believe the reason
they went in was political,” be said.

Other senators want to explore _the
background to the invasion, and United
States treatment accoxjded Maurice
Bishop, the slain Grenadian leader who
came here earlier this year and sought
to improve relations. Senator Lowell P-
Weicker Jr., a Connecticut Republican,
said Friday that Mr. BxshoR had been
sent home “empty-hande_d and that
decision, Mr. Weicker said, had con-
tributed to Mr. Bishop’s downfall and

the subseguent chaos in Grenada that

the invasion. -
le‘dA‘r?cJther purpose of the fa(_:t-fmdmg
mission would be to investigate the
applicabiliy of the War Powers Resolu-
tion. On Friday, the Senate voted to in-
voke the War Powers measure, apd if
the bill becomes law, the Presxpex_ﬂ
would have to withdraw troops within
60 days unless Congress authorizes
their continued presence.

The Administration contends that the
war Powers Resolution 1S irrelevant
because American troops will soon
Jeave in any event. But Senator Sar-
banes noted, ‘‘As we get these reports,
the War Powers Act seems to be com-
ing less and less irrelevant.”
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Senators Suggest Administration
Exaggerated Its Cuba Assessment

By PHILIP TAUBMAN
Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Oct. 29 — Demo-
cratic and Republican members of the
Senate Select Committee on Intelli-
gence said today that the Reagan Ad-
ministration had exaggerated Cuba’s
rolein Grenada.

Based on intelligence information
they have received, including a brief-
ing Friday by two senior Administra-
tion officials, the Senators said that]
evidence of Cuban activity in Grenada
does not support claims that Cuba was«
on the verge of occupying the island ox
turning it into a base for the e‘xport of
terrorism and revolution.

Senator Daniel Patrick Moynihan,
Democrat of New York and vice chair-
man of the intelligence committee,
said: “We simply do not know enough
yet to draw any firm conclusions about
Cuba’s role or intentions. Nothing has
been discovered so far that would show
with any certainty that Cuba was plan-
ning to take over Grenada.”’

‘Serious Analysis’ Needed

He added, ““The Government owes it-
self and the public some serious analy-
sis of the evidence that has been found
rather than offering instant conclu-
sionsonTV.” S

A Republican Senator, who asked
that his name not be used, said, ‘“The
Administration has rushed to judgment
about the Cuban presence in Grenada.
Yes, there were more Cubans and
more Soviet and Cuban weapons than
we thought, but we need to know a lot
more before I’d be willing to accept the
assessment that Grenada was about to
become a Cuban proxy.”’

The Reagan Administration initially

‘'said it had ordered the invasion of the
small Caribbean island Tuesday to pro-
tect the lives of United States citizens
on the island and to restore democratic
institutions in the wake of a bloody
coup earlier this month. Administra-
tion officials have increasingly cited
the Cuban presence in Grenada as the
reason for the invasion; Mr. Reagan
said Thursday that the United States
move prevented a planned ‘““‘Cuban oc-
cupation of the island.”

On Friday, Adm. Wesley L. McDon-
"ald, commander in chief of United
States forces in the Atlantic region,
said that Cuban military documents
found in Grenada showed that Cuba
was planning to send 341 additional offi-
cers and 4,000 reservists to Grenada in
the near future, bringing the total num-
ber of Cuban troops on the island to
more than 5,000.

Admiral McDonald said that there
were more than 1,100 Cubans in Gre-
nada when the invasion began Tues-
day. He said more than 600 had been
captured, and the rest are presumed to
have fled to the hills, where resistance
to the American invaders is continuing.

The Administration has also said
that several warehouses full of modern
Soviet and Cuban weapons were dis-
covered in Grenada, including suffi-
cient ammunition to supply thousands
of troops for a month of fighting.

Reporters who were permitted by the
Defense Department to visit Grenada
on Friday toured several of the ware-
houses and found that they contained
large stocks of Soviet-made arms and
ammunition, including AK-47 rifles as
well as large quantities of antiquated
weapons.

Senator Moynihan and other mem-
bers of the committee questioned the
Administration’s statement about the
arms cache. “On Friday we heard that
Grenada was a Soviet and Cuban ar-
senal,” - Senator Moynihan said.
“Today I pick up the newspaper and

read that many of the weapons kept in |

storage were made 100 years ago and
are valuable historical pieces, includ-
ing 19th-century carbines.”

A second Republican Senator on the

‘ / ,.‘, //‘/,’,'L,d« ‘gi

Associated Press
PROTEST IN SPAIN Demonstrators applauding yesterday as an effigy of President Reagan was hung in
San Sebastian to protest the invasion of Grenada.

intelligence committee, who also asked
not to be identified, said that after
hearing Friday from William J. Casey,
the Director of Central Intelligence,
and Deputy Secretary of State Kenneth
W. Dam, most members of the panel
believed that more information was
needed before conclusions could be
reached about Cuba’s role in Grenada.

This reaction, several senators said,
reflected a general air of anxiety in
Congress about the invasion of Gre-
nada and the Administration claims
about Cuban activities.

“I guess, given the stakes, that it’s
not surprising that the White House and
Pentagon would make the most they
could out of the Cubans, but in fairness
we’ve got to say the case isn’t that
black and white,”’ the Republican Sena-
tor said. ]

Senator Patrick J. Leahy, Democrat
of Vermont, said: ‘““The general atti-
tude on the committee was wait-and-
see. There isn’t sufficient information

yet to make an informed judgment,
and what is available keeps changing.
Every time someone from the Admin-
istration speaks there seems to be a
new total for the number of Cuban
troops in Grenada.”

Formal Examination Planned

Democrat and Republican commit-
tee members said that the panel plans
to conduct a formal examination of
what the United States knew about the
Cuban presence in Grenada before and
after the invasion.

One Republican Senator said: “I can
understand that there wasn’t time to
provide the kind of intelligence infor-
mation you’d like to have before
launching an invasion, but if it turns
out that Cuba was in fact planning to
turn the island into a base, that Castro
was moving massive amounts of arms
and large numbers of troops to Gre-
nada, then I'd like to know why our in-
telligence agencies couldn’t detect that

until we landed 6,000 troops on the is-
land.”

Senior military officers have com-
plained that a lack of intelligence infor-
mation about Cuban forces in Grenada
left invading troops unprepared for the
intense resistance they say they en-
countered from Cuban soldiers.

Several committee members said
Mr. Casey said the Central Intelligence
Agency did as good a job as it could,
given the limited time it had to help
prepare for the invasion. Administra-

| tion officials have said that serious

planning for the invasicn began late
last week.

The Senators said Mr. Casey also
told the committee that there was no
truth to widely circulating rumors that
the St. George’s University School of
Medicine in Grenada, where hundreds
of United States citizens were enrolled,
was used by the C.I.A. to provide ficti-
tious, or cover, occupations for United
States intelligence agents in Grenada.




ENVOY IS APPOINTED

State Department Deputy
to Be Chargé on Island
— Food Flown In

By MICHAEL T. KAUFMAN |
Special to The New York Times

BRIDGETOWN, Barbados, Oct. 29
— United States forces using helicop-
ters searched today for up to 600 Cuban
soldiers thought to be hiding in the
heavily wooded hills of Grenada.

As the search went on, teams from
the United States Agency for Interna-
tional Developmeni began flying in

emergency food rations and drinking

water for displaced civilians.

At the same time, the United States
began preparations to establish an em-
-bassy on the island, even though there
isnoacting government.

Information Is Sparse

| Officials said Deputy Secretary of

State Richard W. Gillespie had been
| named chargé d’affaires at the Embas-
sy. He was reported to be in St.
.| George’s, the Grenadian capital.

United States officials here and in
Washington did not release any infor-
mation today on new fighting on the
Caribbean island, which was invaded
Tuesday. The Pentagon said Friday
that the number of American troops in
.| the invasion force had grown to 6,000
.{ from 1,900. More than 300 soldiers from

'seven Caribbean nations are also in-
volved.

In Washington, Defense Department
officials said that most of the 1,200 ma-
rines involved in the original invasion
had been withdrawn and would be sent
shortly to Lebnanon. The officials said
_theyhad been replaced by Army units.

e w

- U.S. Seemstomeupbutles

There were signs that the United
States was taking increased responsi-

bility for civilian administration of the

island in the face of food shortages,
sanitation breakdowns and transport

‘problems that began in the political

chaos and curfews of the last month
and mounted with Tuesday’s invasion.
Blaine Johnson, an official of the
A.LD. office in Barbados, where in nor-
mal times a staff of 23 looks after
projects throughout the Caribbean, re-
ported today that a medical health offi-
cer and sanitary engineers flew to the

island Friday to assess the immediate

needs of the civilian population.
Questionof Accreditation
“They reported back that the situa-
tion was rather chaotic,”” he said.
“There were a er of conﬂictfﬁg
reportsaboutfood“&,l and numbers
of refugees. There appeared to be at

leastTWpeogigattheamnwhofled
from their hom though some reports
said there were as many as 1,400 at the

least50 snnll children.”

A State Department spokesman,
asbgd about to whom Mr. Gillespie, the
new chargé, was was accredited, re-

| plied: “Good question. I suppose it’s to
tﬁg@ representative of Her Majesty’s

Bntainic Government, the Governor

Continued on Page 15, Column 2
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Continued From Page 1

General, Sir Paul Scoon.”

Sir Paul was reportedly rescued by
United States troops three days ago
from the residence where he was said
to have been kept under house arrest
by the Marxist Government that seized
power in 1978, subsequently splitting
into rival factions. According to the
United States Embassy spokesman
here, Sir Paul was to have addressed
the Grenadian people on a radio station
- brought in by the United States forces
' but as of this morning there was no
word of such a broadcast.

Mr. Johnson said that the A.I.D.
team had been unable to get into St.
George’s, the capital, to determine the
food supplies. He said, however, that
officials of the United Nations Food
and Agriculture Organization who had

Holdouts A.Ye “hinted in Grenada; U.S, Replaces Part of Its Fo

-

rce

visited Grenada in the last few days
told the A.L.D. officials that wholesal-
ers on the island reported they had
ample stocks of canned food and rice
but that they had been unable to get
these to retail outlets because of the
curfew.

In St. George’s on Friday, residents
seen walking freely if cautiously along-
side United States tanks. Some of these
told of having no food and being unable
to find any in the shops. Those shops
that could be seen had been looted and
their shelves were empty. Gasoline sta-
tions were closed and because of fuel
shortages, bananas and vegetables
from the countryside could not be
brought into the city region where
nearly half the island’s population
lives.

“In Grenada there appears to be a
real breakdown of the distribution sys-
.tem,”” said Mr. Johnson, adding that as

a first step in the rescue mission,
$25,000 in canned foods, rice and pow-
dered milk had been purchased in Bar-
bados and flown out yesterday, along
with large plastic containers of drink-
ing water. It was explained that these
supplies were mostly for people con-
gregating at the airport where teams
were building latrines.

At the Queen’s Park football field,
where the marines have set up their
headquarters in St, George's, some
American troopers were seen Friday
taking care of several old people and a
few mothers with infants, all of whom
had asked to be taken from their homes
for fear of fighting. Two British nuns,
flying a white flag from the antenna of
their car, drove in to talk to the the ma-
rine officers, whose forces were clearly
the de facto authorities, about obtain-
ing food and medicine for hospital pa-
tients.

Another report of mounting food

shortages was made in Grenada Fri-
day by Don Rojas, who had been press
secretary to Maurice Bishop, the slain
Grenadian Prime Minister. Mr. Rojas,
who had been in hiding on the island
since Mr. Bishop and three Cabinet

g

ministers from his New Jewel move-
ment were killed, was transported yes-
terday from Grenada to Barbados be-
cause his wife and children, who were
in hiding with him, are United States
citizens.
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Invasion in Grenada: The View From Havana S :

(UBANSASSERTUS, | On Duty in the Caribbean
5 VICTIM OF PANIC s i G

Havaﬁa Says Washington Sees
Enemies ‘Behind Every Tree
and Rock' in Grenada

Special to The New York Times

HAVANA, Oct. 29 — The Govern-
ment, calling United States estimates
of the number of Cubans on Grenada a
product of ‘‘fantasy and panic,” has
issued a detailed list of its personnel
there.

It said were only are 784 Cubans on
Grenada, not 1,100, as the Reagan Ad-
ministration has contended.

In a statement Friday night, it in-
sisted that only 43 of the 784 were e
members of the armed forces. “They
seem to see Cubans resisting behind
evedry tree and rock,” the statement
sai

Nine Diplomats Present

The statement said that of the 43
members of the armed forces, 22 were
army officers and the rest translators
and support personnel. There were also
nine (firom the Ministry of the Interior,
it said.
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The United States Administration
estimate of 1,100 Cubans, announced
eatlier Friday, was 10 percent higher
than its estimate the day before.
American officials said they believed
that 500 Cubans had fled to the hills to
continue a guerrilla resistance, while
638 had been taken prisoner.

“If you take as certain the figure of
638 Cubans, including the injured, in
the power of the U.S. armed forces,”
the Cuban statement said, and 85
Cuban citizens in the Cuban Embassy,
“‘there are only 61 left.””

“And if among those you discount
those fallen in combat,” it said, the
number of Cubans who could be left
fighting would be small.

““Itis possible that some have gone to
the mountains,” the Cubans said, “but
there would be very few because Cuban
personnel had instructions to fight in
their work areas and encamp their en-
campments and work areas at the air-
port if they were attacked. Their posi-
tions were in a small and narrow penin-
sula where it was practically impossi-
ble to withdraw."”’

The Cubans offered a detailed break-
down of the assignments of the Cubans
on Grenada. Of these, it said, the larg-
est number, 636, were construction
workers. It said the others were in
fields such as public health, education,
fishing, transport, trade, culture and
communications.

Also counted were the 12 members of
the crew of the plane that arrived in
Grenada carrying Col. Pedro Tortol6,
chief of the Cuban construction person-
nel, and Carlos Diaz of the Americas
department of the Central Committee
of the Cuban Communist Party.

Adding 18 people in the Cuban diplo-
matic mission, the statement said, the
total number of Cubans on the island is
784, including 44 women.

They Disavow Weapons

Arms found in Grenada, the Cuban
Government contended, belonged to
the Grenadian militia. “Cuban person-
nel had absolutely nothing to do with
these weapons,” the Government said.

Earlier in the evening, Deputy For-
eign Minister Ricardo Alarcén said the
Cuban Ambassador on Grenada had
been unable to reach the head of the
United States forces, as he had been
asked to do, to arrange for the evacua-
tion of Cuban personnel.

Aboave, U.S. soldiers driving Grenadians to an
evacuation center near the Point Salines airfield
and, at left, members of the invading force at the
airfield. At right, troops patrolling the streets of
St. George’s. Below: U.S. servicemen removing
body of a Cuban, at right, from spot in front of a
building at the airport, according to the NBC |
News program “First Camera,” which plans to
broadcast the picture tonight.

In Havana the families of' the con-
struction workers waited anxiously.

Lila Coto, 53 years old, who was
clutching a handkerchief, gasped with
relief when the Government official at
the door of her second-floor apartment
said his unannounced visit was only to |
bring a journalist from the United |
States. Her husband, Manuel, 53, is a
granite worker who went to_Grenada
last June to work on the new airport.

«Every time someone knocks on tpe
door, 1 think it’s bad news,” she s_and.
«Here I am, listening to the radio. I
hear nothing. I have the TV. It’s the
only news 1 have. Imagine! Just imag-
ine! We're in anguish. We don’t know

"1 ma ham live 'dea_

‘ m:ed Press International ; Associated Press; NBC News via Sygma and Associated Press
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By JAMES FERON
Special to The New York Times

BRIDGETOWN, Barbados, Oct. 29
— A Grenadian journalist %ho had
been interned on Grenada until the
American-led invasion said today that
“we need some authority to maintain
order,” but said he hoped itswould in-
clude Caribbean forces only.

The journalist, Alister Hughes, said
that Grenadian soldiers had shed their
uniforms and were hiding weapons,
and that Cubans may have retreated to
the hills to fight a guerrilla war.

The 64-year-old Mr. Hughes, gener-
ally regarded as the most respected
journalist on the island, was arrested
Oct. 19, the day that Prime Minister
Maurice Bishop was freed from house
arrest but then killed, reportedly dur-
ing a rally by soldiers loyal to the mili-
tary, which had ousted his Govern-
ment.

Mr. Hughes, who was freed by fellow
prisoners from the Richmond Hill Jail
near St. George’s, the Grenadian capi-
tal, said of the American-led incursion:
“Thank God they came.” Speaking to
reporters here, he said, “If someone
had not come in and done semething, I
hesitate to say what the situation in
Grenada would be now.”

“‘Backin ] un gle ' Ex-Prisoner Describes Events Before Invasion

" The crucial moment he said, came
after Mr. Bishop had been freed by a
crowd he estimated at 10,000. “They
had been denied the opportunity to
choose between Bishop and Coard,” he
said, referring to Bernard Coard, the
Deputy Prime Minister and leader of
the coup.

“So 10,000 and maybe more were
saying that morning they wanted Bish-
op,” he said. ‘‘But they were fired on by
the army — defenseless people — and
at that stage we were back in the jun-
gle.” As far the action by the United
States and Caribbean forces, he said,
‘1 don’t regard it as an invasion, but a
rescue operation. I haven’t met any
Grenadian who had expressed any
other view.”

Mr. Hughes’s account of the events
that led to the invasion also included a
dramatic version of some of the fight-
ing, in one case as witnessed by his
brother, Leonard, who had also been
detained.

‘“He said he saw a helicopter shot
down on a open playing field,” Mr.
Hughes said. Two Amerjcan service-
men got out, one of them wounded.
“The other one dragged him free, then
ran, but was hit by sniper fire and
killed,” he said. The wounded soldier
used the radio he pulled-from his

pocket to call for help and ‘“‘another
helicopter arrived within 20 minutes.to
take him away,” Mr. Hughes said.

“They didn’t take the body, though,
which was rifled of a watch, papers,
service revolver and other items,”” Mr.
Hughes said. An hour later a manin the
uniform of the Grenadian People’s
Revolutionary’ Army arrived, took it to
a sea wall and threw it in, he said, then
stood over it “‘raking the body with au-
tomatic fire."”

Mr. Hughes, who arrived here Fri-
day and is to return to Grenada Sunday
described widespread looting, espe-
cially of the capital’s major supermar-
kets. ““There is no autharity in Grenada
now,” he said, and stores are being
broken into. ‘‘In addition to food they
are taking suitcases, cameras, radios
—and it’s mostly young people.”’

He thought the hiding of weapons
might be widespread. A friend told him
that some young girls had seen men
hiding arms in a pasture and asked him
what to do. The friend told the children
to tell the United States Marines, which
they did, and “quite a lot of arms were
found,”” Mr. Hughes said. The journal-
ist added that ‘if people are hiding
weapons there, they must be hiding
them elsewhere."”

Mr. Hughes, a former businessman

who is a reporter for the Caribbean
News Agency and for The Associated
Press, said he doubted that elections
would be possible within six months,
which has been suggested by leaders of
Caribbean nations participating in the
seizure of the island.
‘Feeling of Free Speech’

“The sooner some authority is
created in Grenada,’’ he said, ‘“the
sooner we'll get an answer” through
elections, *‘but six months is far too
short a time.” He said Grenadians had
“lost the feeling of free speech.”’

He said he hoped that members of
the the 13-member Caribbean Com-
munity would be represented on an in-
terim force, but added that the United
States forces ‘‘can’t finish in a week
and leave.”

He said that it had become clear be-
fore the recent coup that ‘“‘Bishop had
the charisma and popularity, and
Coard didn’t.”’ He, recalled that Gen.
Hudson Austin, the leader of the mili-
tary, delivered a speech the night Mr.
Bishop was killed. The speech said that
‘“there had been a suggestion in the
party that Maurice continue his work
with the people and that Coard continue
with the political direction,” Mr.
Hughes said.

“That sounded to me like Coard was

more or less intending to take the lead-
ership,” Mr. Hughes said. He also said
General Austin described Mr. Bishop
as having become ‘‘dictatorial — that
he would not take advice.”

General Austin also sought during
that speech to explain Mr. Bishop's
death by saying that soldiers in a mili-
tary vehicle had come under fire from
the crowd, suffering two fatalities.
That was followed by what sounded like |
rifle fire, General Austin said.

That night, Mr. Hughes said, he was
taken from his home, placed in a hold-
ing facility called the goat pen, once
part of a prison farm, and later

*switched to a cell. He said he was
treated well by the regular guards and
prison officials and became worried
only when the guards fled, locking the
warden outside and the prisoners in-
side.

When the first jets flew over Tuesday
morning, the armed militia outside
shouted with glee. “They're MIG’s!
We've got two MIG’s!”" Mr. Hughes
quoted the militia as shouting, mistak-
ing the American jets for Soviet-made
fighters.

Mr. Hughes and others were eventu-
ally released by other detainees and
prisoners who had broken out of their
cells,




ok off in St. George’s, Grenada.
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ByBERNARD GWERTZMAN
Special to The New York Times :
WASHINGTON, Oct. 29 — The Rea
gan Administration’s. overriding

son for invading Grenada was to kee taken
ed | . What good are maneuvers and

the United States from being pe
as a ‘‘paper tiger’’ in the eyes (
friendly and hostile Latin Ameri
| nations, Administration officials s
today.

tic request from everybody around
Grenada to go in, and what do you do?”’
one senior official said as he recalled
the steps leading up to last Nesday's
invasion.

“We had a clear, unambiguous fran-r

en. us 'seriously any more down
ws of force, if you never use it?’’

Determined to Be Resolute

An inquiry into what led to the inva-
sion, from interviews and analysis of
published documents and remarks, has
revealed some hitherto unknown de-

tails that indicate the Reagan Adminis- |

tration was with demon-
strating that it would be resolute in

'deamxgwitmhécmansandthemdicu

Grenadians because of concern about
“another Iran” involving American
hostages.

Another concern was to let it be seen
in the Caribbean and around the world
that the United States would stand by
its friends, even the tiny islands of the
eastern Caribbean.

In fact, offficials said, the United
States ﬁrst began discussing the use of
military force in Grenada with friendly
Caribbean governments as early as
Oct. 15, cne day after Prime Minister
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Steps Behind Invasion:
No More ‘Paper Tiger’

Continued From Page 1

Maurice Bishop, a Marxist who never-
theless was acceptable to neighboring
nations, was put under house arrest.

This started a week of diplomatic
messages of concern that increased in
intensity after the execution of Mr. Bi-
ship in Grenada on Oct. 19. After his
death, the United States decided on a
path that led to the invasion last Tues-
day, Oct. 25.

Among the disclosures that emerged
from the interviews and documents
was resident Reagan not only ordered
marines headed for Lebanon to be di-
verted toward Grenada on the evening
of Oct. 20, as previously announced by
Secretary of State George P. Shultz,
but also instructed the Joint Chiefs of
Staff to undertake urgent contingency
planning for the invasion of Grenada,
something that had not previously been
done.

The order to start contingency plan-
ning came after a secret message from
Prime Minister J. M. G. Adams of Bar-
bados that day pleading with Mr. Rea-
gan to lend American support for an in-
vasion. Intelligence information,
meanwhile, was suggesting that those
now in charge of Grenada were ruth-
less and might possibly try to hold the
Americans hostage.

Another disclosure was that with the
American ships heading toward Gre-
nada, Mr. Adams persuaded other
eastern Caribbean nations on Oct. 21 to
joinin a for an invasion.

‘Go Order’ From Georgia

Because of the earlier decision to
plan for an invasion, when the Carib-
bean request reached the President’s
party in Augusta, Ga., early in the
morning of Oct. 22, Mr. Reagan was
awakened and promptly gave a “‘go
order’’ for invasion plans to proceed.
This was earlier than first announced
by Mr. Shultz, who said last Tuesday
that the initial invasion decision was
not made until late last Sunday, Oct. 23.

The formal request that the United
States and other friendly countries pro-
vide military help was made by the Or-
ganization of Eastern Caribbean States
last Sunday at the request of the United
States, which wanted to show proof that
it had been requested to act under
terms of that group’s treaty.

The wording of the formal request,
however, was drafted in Washington
and conveyed to the Caribbean leaders
by special American emissaries. Para-
doxcially, the driving force for seeking
American aid was Mr. Adams, whose
country is not a member of that organi-
zation.

. Urgent Messages From Cuba

Both Cuba and Grenada, when tney
saw that American ships were heading
for Grenada, sent urgent messages
promising that American students
were safe and urging that an invasion
not occur. But the Administration did
not take the messages seriously, since
it was determined to end the Cuban
presence in Grenada and did not trust
either the Cuban or Grenadian word.

In addition to not taking the Cuban
and Grenadian notes seriously, there is
no indication that the Administration
made a determined effort to evacuate
the Americans peacefully. The White
House has contended that the airport at
Grenada had not been reopened last
Monday, Oct. 24, but witnesses have

said that at least four charter planes
left that day.

There is also no sign that the Admin-
istration explored other means, such as
a charter boat, or the intervention of
Red Cross of other intermediaries. Of-

“ficials have acknowledged that there

was no inclination to try to negotiate
with the Grenadian authorities by the
time the President had decided on Oct.
22 to proceed with invasion plans.

A Shift in Emphasis

The American explanation offered
by Mr. Reagan and Mr. Shultz on the
day of the invasion was that the United
States led the invasion force to protect
innocent people, including 1,000 Ameri-
cans, and to forestall further chaos at
the request of the Organization of East-
ern Caribbean-States.

Since then, to justify the importance
of the invasion and the growing size of
the American force on the islg.nd, the
President and other top aides have
shifted the emphasis from the prag-
matic earlier explanations to more
ideological and East-West ones.

The Administration has pointed to
the presence of heavily armed Cuban
troops on the island, as well as advisers
from the Soviet Union, East Germany,
Bulgaria and North Korea, and to the
discovery of what they say are large
arms caches. The President said on
Thursday night that Grenada had be-
come ‘‘a Soviet-Cuban_colony being
readied as a major military bastion.”’

“We got there just in time,”the
President said.

Doubts Irritate Some Officials

Indeed, many have been suspicious
that the Administration’s strongly held
anti-Communist views led it to decide
to invade Grenada on its own, and to
use concern for the students and meet- |
ing the request from Caribbean nations
as ‘“‘cover stories.” This has irritated
top officials like Mr. Shultz.

“We haven’t been trying to gin up
anything,”” he told reporters on
Wednesday night, during a flight to
Paris.

‘“The idea that the United States
stimulated a request from the Carib-
bean nations is not true,”said Alan D.
Romberg, a State Department spokes-
man.

A recapitulation shows that the
Caribbean countries, particularly Bar-
bados, did push the Americans to in-
vade, but that given its own concerns,
the Administration did not need too
much encouragement. When asked
today whether the invasion would have
been launched if there were no Ameri-
cans on Grenada, one senior official
said, “That’s a tough call. I don’t
kr‘ow."

U.S. Had Scorned Bishop

In Washington, the first reports of
Mr. bishop’s house arrest were barely
noticed. Mr. Bishop had been largely
scorned by the Administratjon for his
ties to Cuba, but he was regarded as
more moderate by Caribbean leaders

The White House and State Depart-
ment were preoccupied with a major |
review of Middle East policy and with
choosing a new national security ad-
viser to replace William P. Clark, who
had just been named as James G.
Watt’s successor at the Interior De-
partment. But in the Caribbean, the
deposing of Mr. Bishop was the only |
story. $

There was widespread speculation, |
expressed publicly by Prime Minister
Edward P. G. Seaga of Jamaica, who |
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has close relations with Mr. Reagan,
that Cuba was behind the coup. That
was because Bernard Coard, Grena-
da’s Deputy Prime Minister, who was a
leader of the coup, was ‘“‘Cuba’s man,”
while Mr. Bishop, although a Marxist,
was more independent.

Offer by American Reported

Prime Minister Adams of Barbados
began considering the feasibility of a
military rescue operation to free Mr.
Bishop. He said in a speech that an
American official had approached one
of his aides on Oct. 15 and offered
American help in transporting Mr.
Bishop to freedom.

White House officials said today that
they could not rule out an individual
initiative to Mr. Adams, but they in-
sisted that the Grenada matter had not
received high-level attention until Mr.
Bishop was killed along with many of
his aides on Oct. 19.

On Oct. 17, while Mr. Bishop was in
house arrest, some 1,900 marines left
the United States for what was an-
nounced at the time as routine replace-
ment duty in Lebanon. This force was
diverted on Oct. 20. There is no evi-
dence to support speculation that the
force was already a ‘‘cover” for the
Grenada invasion. ;

Officials insist that from Oct. 15 to 20,
while concern grew and talk of a mili-
tary move was increasingly discussed
by Caribbean nations, little attention
was paid to the matter in Washington.
The State Department said in answer
to a question that ‘‘the United States at-
titude throughout the period was one of
listening and expressing the need to ob-
tain more information than we had at
the time.”

‘You Have to Understand’

The violence and apparently ruthless
killings on Grenada ‘‘panicked Grena-
da’s neighbors,”” one State Department
official said. ““You have to understand,

these English-speaking islands come
out of the British tradition in which vio-
lence had been kept out of politics.

‘“‘Moreover,” he said, ‘“‘you have to
understand that none of those islands
had an army, and they knew that there
were some 3,000 heavily armed thugs
there.”

Prime Minister Adams said publicly
on Oct. 20 that “I am absolutely horri-
fied at these brutal and vicious mur-
ders, the most vicious act to disfigure
the West Indies since the days of slav-
ery.” In private, he sent a message
through the American' Ambassador,
Milan D. Bish, pleading for an Ameri-
caninvasion force. .

Late in the afternoon of Oct. 20, Vice
President Bush led the first special
high-level group discussion on Grenada
situation.

Concern was voiced at the meeting
that the military rulers who seemed to
be in charge of Grenada, particularly
Gen. Hudson Austin, were the type of
people who had held Americans hos-
tage in Iran. In addition to discussion of
the possible hostage situation, Mr.
Adams’s plea for military help was
also considered. :

Marines Secretly Diverted

Nothing was said publicly at the time
about the results of that session, but
Mr. Reagan, at the group’s recommen-
dation, secretly diverted the Lebanon-
bound marine task force to Grenada,
and he also ordered contingency plans
for an invasion, an official said. Until
then, a White House official said, there
had been no serious planning. This may
explain, the official said, why the intel-
ligence information on the fighting
ability of the Cubans was so weak.

The next day, Oct. 21, a special meet-
ing of the Caribbean Community was
held in Trinidad, and it discussed possi-
ble punitive actions against the Grena-
dian rulers. Mr. Adams failed to get the

approval of this large organization,
with Trinidad among those opposing
the use of force.

But Mr. Adams was able to persuade
Prime Minister Seaga and the smaller
group of eastern Caribbean countries
to go along with his earlier proposal for
an invasion. Late that night, in Barba-
dos, Mr. Adams and Prime Minister
Eugenia Charles of Dominica, who is
the chairman of the Organization of
Eastern Caribbean States, went to Mr.
Bish, the American ambassador, and
relayed the group’s request for armed
invasion.

Early-Morning Call to Georgia
- The cable was sent to Washington,
where it was received at about 1 A.M.
by Adm. John Poindexter, the deputy

‘national security adviser. Admiral

Poindexter then made a telephone call
to Augusta, where Mr. Reagan, Mr.
Shultz and Robert C. McFarlane, the
new national security adviser, were
sleeping.

Mr. Shultz said he was awakened at
2:45 AM. on Oct. 22, and he talked
about the invasion request it with Mr.
McFarlane. About a half hour later,

‘Mr. Bush, in Washington, was called

for a conference discussion. Mr. Shultz
said the eastern Caribbean countries
had told Washington that they had
“brought Barbados and Jamaica in
their counsels,’”” where in fact, the evi-
dence indicates, Barbados had taken
thelead.

Mr. Reagan was awakened before 5
A.M., and he gave the go-ahead after
talking to his chief advisers to proceed
with invasion plans. Two emissaries
were sent to Barbados to elicit a formal
written invitation, and they carried
with them a proposed draft that was
agreed to and sent to Washington the
next day. Military plans went ahead in-
tensively.

Meanwhile, on Oct. 21, word leaked

to news organizations that the marines
and the carrier task force had been di-
verted to the Grenada region. There
was also stories in the Caribbean press
on Oct. 22 that the Caribbean leaders
were discussing an invasion of Gre-
nada.

This led to a series of efforts by the
Cubans and the Grenadians to forestall
an invasion. At 9 P.M. on Oct. 22, the
Cubans sent a message to the United
States reminding Washington that
Havana had criticized the death of Mr.
Bishop and that Cuba was aware of
American concern for the safety of the
many Americans in Grenada.

The note also said Havana was con-
cerned about the fate of “‘hundreds’’ of
Cubans ‘‘working on various projects
and about the reports that U.S. naval
forces are approaching Grenada.”’

“According to our reports, no U.S. or
foreign citizen has run into any prob-
lem, nor has our personnel met with
problems,’’ the note said.

A major point in dispute is whether in
fact the Americans on the island were
in such danger as to warrant an inva-
sion. No official has produced firm evi-
dence that the Americans were being
mistreated, or that they would not be
able to leave if they wanted. But offi-
cials say that when American Consular
officers visited Grenada on Oct. 22,
they were roughly handled by soldiers,
and they left with little confidence that
the word of the Grenadian military
could be trusted.

There is also disagreement on
whether the Grenadian airport was
open for evacuation of Americans. The
White House said the Grenadians had
closed the airport on Monday, Oct. 24,
after saying it would be open. The
White House said the closing of the air-
port contributed to the decision to in-
vade the next day.

However, at least four small charter .
planes left the airport on Monday.




Associated Press

NAVAL PRESENCE: Grenadian women walking along shore in St. George’s Friday. In background are United States warships.
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From a Grenadian Diplomat: How Party Wrangl

By JO THOMAS
Special to The New York Times

HAVANA, Oct. 29 — A Grenadian
Embassy official here says the events
that led to the death of Prime Minister
Maurice Bishop on Oct. 19 began at a
secret meeting in Grenada the month
before when the Central Committee of
Mr. Bishop’s party told him he would
have to share leadership of the country
with his Deputy Prime Minister, Ber-
nard Coard.

The official, in an interview here Fri-
day, said that by a vote of 9 to 1 with 3
abstentions, the committee voted on
Sept. 14 to allow Mr. Bishop to continue
as head of state but to have Mr. Coard
privately assume control of the econ-
omy and take charge of party matters.

The events following this meeting,
the official said, ended in tragedy after

Mr. Bishop tried to float a rumor in |in,

Grenada, where he was very popular,
that Mr. Coard and his wife, Phyllis,
who was a Central Committee mem-
ber, were trying to kill him.

Details of the party struggle, which
at the outset were to be kept from the
public, were provided by Donald
McPhail, who is first secretary of the
Grenadian Embassy and has been in
charge of its affairs during the absence
of Ambassador Leon Cornwall, who
has been in Grenada since September.

‘A Point of Stagnation’

According to Mr. McPhail, the Cen-
tral Committee of the New Jewel
Movement met from Sept. 14 to 16 ‘“‘to
analyze the state of the revolution — it
had reached a point of stagnation.”” Mr.
Bishop was the chairman, and Mr.
Coard, who was not a member of the
committee, did not attend.

‘““A number of proposals came up,”’
Mr. McPhail said, and the consensus
was that ‘“‘certain members had too
many responsibilities, and as a result
?.11 of their responsibilities were suffer-
ing.”

““The most outstanding proposal was
that of joint leadership within the party
— this was going to be shared by Ber-
nard Coard and Maurice Bishop, to
marry the talents of the two. Maurice
has always been very good in the inter-
national world and very popular with
the masses, while Coard was very

strong in the economic aspect of the |

revolution.”’

The private sharing of power ‘‘was to
be an internal matter, a party question,
and not to be publicized,” Mr. McPhail
said. One of the 14 commitee members
was sick. Of the 13 who voted, 9 were in
favor, 1 was against and 3 abstained.
Those abstaining, he said, included
Gen. Hudson Austin, who had missed
most of the debate because he was out
of the country, Unison Whiteman, who
said he was not sure about it, and Mr.
Bishop, who said he needed time to
think.

‘“‘He said the idea was a good one,”’
Mr. McPhail said, ‘‘but he had practi-
cal reservations. He asked for time. He
was given time, but the vote was bind-

”

‘I'he Origin of Rumors

On Sept. 27, the eve of Mr. Bishop’s
departure on a trip that would include
Czechoslovakia and Cuba, the Central
Committee met with party members
for 15 hours, Mr. McPhail said. ‘‘Mau-
rice was one of the last speakers,’”’ he
said. ‘““He accepted the joint leader-
ship. Then he went away, and when he
came back on Oct. 8 he was no longer in
favor.”

“On Wednesday, Oct. 12, rumors
were on the street that two members of
Government were trying to kill him,”
Mr. McPhail said. Those accused were
Bernard and Phyllis Coard.

“But the security forces that investi-
gated the rumor found it came from

Bishop himself,” he said. “The No. 2 ,

man in his personal security unit gave
evidence against him.”

Mr. McPhail said that this security
man, whom he did not identify, was one
of two who lived in Mr. Bishop’s house
with him.

‘‘He said he was called in by the No. 1
security man” — identified by Mr.
McPhail as Cletus St. Paul — “and told
that there was an important task, to get
pencil and paper. Maurice wanted to
contact people and tell them of a plot to
assassinate him.”

Mr. McPhail said the subordinate se-
curity man was then called to Mr. Bish-
op’s bedroom, where Mr. Bishop
looked at a list of people and ticked off
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e Led to Premier’s Death

. The New York Times
SLAIN LEADER: Prime Minis-
ter Maurice Bishop of Grenada.
An account of a party struggle
that reportedly led to Mr. Bish-
op’s death were provided Friday
by a Grenadian diplomat.

the names of those to be told. The sub-
ordinate made contact with two of the
people before telling security forces
about the matter.

According to Mr. McPhail, the
names on the list were the upper- and
middle-class businessmen and hotel
owners that Mr. Bishop characterized
as opinion makers. Although Mr.
Bishop held the posts of Minister of De-
fense and head of national security, he
did not notify the security forces about
the danger, Mr. McPhail said.

“It’s hard to imagine what he

thought,” he said, ‘“‘but his leadership

was going to be taken away from him.”

*

Mr. McPhail said that he was present
at a meeting later on Oct. 12 at which
Mr. Bishop was asked to try to ease the
tension. ‘““There was nobody on the
street that day,’”’” Mr. McPhail said.

Mr. Bishop ‘‘got on the radio,” Mr.
McPhail said. ‘‘He told the people there
was no truth to the rumor, although the
damage was done.”

The next day, Thursday, Oct. 13,
“there was a party meeting to inform
the members, and Maurice spoke,”
Mr. McPhail said: ‘“The issues were
joint leadership and the rumor, and he
spoke for approximately 45 minutes.”’

The chief of national security had al-
ready read the sworn statement of the
No. 2 security guard.

‘““Maurice accepted that he had vio-
lated the principles of our party by not
going ahead with the decision,” Mr.
McPhail said. ‘‘He claimed his refusal
was mainly because of his own petit
bourgeois weakness. He denied start-
ing the rumor. He said he had nothing
to do with that, but he said he wouid
speak again if necessary.

Decision on House Arrest

“After that, the No. 2 man was sent
forward to address the meeting. He
came in front of everyone, and he gave
an account of what took place. Then the
Central Committee members called on
Bishop to speak again, to deny it, and
he refused.

““The general opinion there was that
he was responsible for the rumor, due
to his own failure todeny it.”

There were several proposals, in-
cluding the expulsion of Mr. Bishop
from the party, but the meeting ended
with his being placed under house ar-
rest.

““The main reason was that it was felt
by the security forces that under these
conditions, counterrevolutionaries
might try to aggravate the situation by
making an attempt on his life,” Mr.
McPhail said.

The following day, Oct. 14, the Cuban
Ambassador met with members of the
Central Committee, Mr. McPhail said.
“Because of the rumor, he wanted to
know what was going on.”’

Mr. McPhail left Grenada to return
to Havana on Oct. 15, he said, and his
remaining information has come, he
said, from a statement issued Oct. 20
by the armed forces of Grenada.

The statement said the Central Com-
mittee of the New Jewel Movement
made a formal offer to Mr. Bishop on
Tuesday, Oct. 18, to continue as Prime
Minister, and Mr. Bishop replied that
‘‘he would consider the offer but was
not willing to talk.”

Crowd Frees Bishop

The statement said that on Wednes-
day morning at 9:30 a crowd led by Mr.
Whiteman, the labor leader Vincent
Noel and two businessmen stormed
Mr. Bishop’s house. Soldiers guarding
the road had instructions not to fire on
the people, so they ‘‘broke through the
barrier and stormed through the gates
of the house.” The crowd, according to
the statement, realized that the sol-
diers had instructions not to fire.

By this account, Mr. Bishop then led
the crowd to Fort Rupert, and despite
efforts by the army to establish com-
munication and negotiate the crowd’s
peaceful departure from the fort, Mr.
Bishop, who was accompanied by Mr.
Whiteman, ‘‘declared no compromise,
no negotiations.”” They then disarmed
the officers of the general staff as well
as the soldiers guarding the fort and
began to arm the crowd.

“They declared their intention to ar-
rest and wipe out the entire Central
Committee and senior members of the
party and the entire leadership of the
armed forces,” the statement said. ‘At
that point the revolutionary armed
forces sent a company of soldiers to re-
establish control of Fort Rupert.”

Mr. Bishop and his group fired on the
soldiers, killing Sgt. Dorset Peters and
Warrant Officer Raphael Mason and
wounding several others. The armed
forces then stormed the fort, according
to the statement, and Mr. Bishop, Mr.
Whiteman and others were killed.

Reagan Is Disputed

The statement then said that the |
military intended to rule with a revolu- |

tionary military council until a govern-

ment could be formed and that ‘‘any-

one who seeks to demonstrate or dis-
turb the peace will be shot.”

Mr. McPhail said that after he re-
ceived this explanation he was told that
the events surrounding Mr. Bishop’s
death were being investigated.

“What President Reagan says, that

this was a Cuban-Soviet conspiracy, is
untrue,” Mr. McPhail insisted.

He went on to say that the changes in
the party were not directed against
free enterprise or constitutional gov-
ernment.

“The party had decided it was time
to draft a constitution,’’ he said, ‘““and a
team of lawyers had been estab-
lished.”

He also said it was Mr. Coard who
worked out concessions to encourage
private enterprise to invest in Gre-
nada. As for weapons in the country, he
insisted that they were only for use by
construction workers in the event of an
attack. “If we were going to store
weapons, we wouldn’t store them at the
airport, which was full of people. There
are lots of better places. We have an
army and more than one military in-
stallation.”

He also said President Reagan’s as-
sertion that terrorism was being ex-
ported from Grenada was not true.

“Reagan is trying to justify the inva-
sion,”” Mr. McPhail said. ‘‘He himself
must be sure the invasion of Grenada
was a mistake.”




lbuws YEYK
White House
Tactics Could

Be Costly
Next Year

J/ N2 K C¥

By FRANCIS X. CLINES

WASHINGTON

ONALD REAGAN began his political life al-

most two decades ago, rising from the ashes of

the Goldwater Presidential candidacy and

slowly building a constituency around a glow-

ing core of anti-Communist rhetoric that powered him

ultimately to the White House. And leaning on that

basic theme he’ll survive politically, if he can, as the in-

cumbent accountable no longer just for stump rhetoric

but for actions with mortal implications against a force
he measured in global proportions.

Last week, just when the President’s political ad-
visers were congratulating themselves for having
avoided the sort of passive foreign-policy blunders that
left the Carter White House paralyzed with the Iranian
hostage crisis, Mr. Reagan, the modern President most
identified with military preparedness, suffered the
grievous destruction of the Marine Corps headquarters
in Beirut. And just when they thought there had been an
easing of his career-long stereotyping as a politician
eager for physical confrontation with international
rivals, Mr. Reagan became the candidate-President
who ordered the secretive invasion of Grenada.

In a matter days, the whiff of summit possibilities
and the profile in moderation that some Administration
optimists sensed as a campaign theme seemed to have
evaporated. Ronald Reagan was back to basics, rally-
ing ’round the flag with fans and critics back to old en-
thusiasms and doubts. ““This may be President Rea-
gan’s finest hour,” said Richard A. Viguerie, the con-
servative polemicist and fundraiser. “Are we looking
for a war we can win?”’ asked Senator Lawton Chiles,
Democrat of Florida.

The initial opinion polls after the President’s

Thursday television address, iy which he sought to
bridge the two crises with warnings of ubiquitous Soviet
troublemaking, left the White House ebullient. A New
York Times/CBS News Poll showed nosignificant less-

- ening of the President’s approval, increased support for

the presence of troops in Lebanon and approval of the
presence of American forces on Grenada. The White
House staff staged a pro-Reagan demonstration in his
own backyard, cheering and applauding the smiling
President as he left for Camp David at the end of the
grim week. :

But his political strategists had the harder ques-
tions of the long run to deal with: How could there ever
be a show of the marines cowing home from Lebanon in
time for the 1984 Election Day if their fate is now to be
tied to the stability of Lebanon, where violence dates to
the Crusades? Would the Grenada invasion — seem-
ingly a general’s dream of lopsided odds in a sealed
arena — spawn more protracted, troublesome guerrilla
resistance from Cubans there or elsewhere in the
Caribbean chain? White House officials insisted the no-
tion of re-election was never allowed to figure in the
week’s harrowing events and decisions. But there was a
quadrennial eeriness to the timing, and Mr. Reagan
himself, defending the invasion as necessary to protect
Americans on Grenada, declared, “The nightmare of
our hostages in Iran must never be repeated.”

Congressional Countermoods

Within two days of the invasion, Congressional
complaint was mounting and machinery was under
way in both houses again to confront the President
through the War Powers Act with a mandate to remove
the Grenada troops within 60 days unless Congress
specifically authorizes them to stay. House Speaker
Thomas P. O’Neill Jr., who like many in both parties
and both houses had withheld criticism at first, said
that Mr. Reagan made his ‘‘usual elegant perform-
ance” in addressing the nation. Then he turned sharply.
“To be perfectly truthful, his policy scares me,” Mr.
O’Neill said. “We can’t go the way of gunboat diploma-
cy. His policy is wrong. His policy is frightening.”

Yesterday, Senate Majority leader Howard H.
Baker Jr., Republican of Tennessee, who earlier had of-
fered an amendment praising the President, joined Mi-

nority Leader Robert C. Byrd, Democrat of West Vir-
ginia, in a call for a Congressional fact-finding mission
to Grenada. “What I am concerned about,” Mr. Byrd
said, ‘““is that we weren’t given all the facts apparently
at the beginning.”

The grueling week began with an indulgence of the
“Eisenhower model’’ cherished by Mr. Reagan’s
image makers, the attempt to depict a self-assured in-
cumbent. Indeed, he was down in the Augusta National
Golf Course in Georgia, staying in Mr. Eisenhower’s
old cottage and playing golf. But he was already plan-
ning the Grenada invasion even as he strolled the
course. Within the next seven days, Mr. Reagan was
using his master’s talent for narrative reading and
patriotic pleading to vividly depict Grenada and Leba-
non as an unavoi¢dable joint investment in protecting
the free world.

By Friday, the first bodies were arriving home,
and a year of domestic politics lay ahead. Symbols of
the tragically altered world of Washington abounded.

There was William Clark, the former national se-
curity adviser who helped build the Lebanon strategy —
the man whose tough attitude toward world trouble was
summarized by his cowboy hat and heirloom six-
shooter — kneeling in church with a rosary in hand as
he prayed for the dead in Lebanon. There was Larry
Speakes, the White House official who speaks for the
President, privately warning the Administration about
a credibility problem while publicly criticizing report-
ers for complaining about the sparse information fun-
neled through the Pentagon’s invasion hierarchy.

This may have been the first modern war where the
United States sought to cornpensate for its blackout on
professional news gathering by offering its own m_ilti-
tary’s television footage that depicted the invaders in a
positive light. The way the information policy worked,
the Administration, with Mr. Speakes pleading igno-
rance each day on most details, thus shifted the focus
from the Commander in Chief at the White House to the
field commanders at the Pentagon.

By the week’s end, President Reagan himself was
emphasizing his ‘‘heartfelt thanks’’ for the flow of let-
ters and telegrams to the White House, especially, he
said, those on Grenada and the invasion force ‘‘per-
forming so magnificently.”’ In the Administration’s at-
tempt to entwine the two crises, Grenada clearly was
being rated the more positive politically, and Adminis-
tration officials noted that Mr. Reagan would not be
greeting the first shipment of bodies and woundqd re-
turning Friday from Lebanon. Instead, the President
left for his retreat at Camp David. Yestgrday he
dropped in on marines stationed there, telling them
“how proud we are of you.”
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In Europe, Ammunition for Anti-Americanism

By JOHN VINOCUR

PARIS

VERNIGHT last week, every West European

who sees the United States as an unreliable,
bellicose, immoral ally had found seemingly

perfect justification in the United States in-

vasion of Grenada. Overnight too, every West Euro-

pean who regards American missiles less as protection.

than as a threat to his safety considered his arguments
had been bolstered.

- Governments defending cruise and Pershing 2 mis-
sile deployment, scheduled to start in a few weeks, felt
compelled to express disapproval of the United States
intervention. The West Germans, among others, in-
sisted they were not consulted in advance, a brusque
and unsettling precedent. For Britain, where prior dis-
cussion had taken place, there was the Reagan Admin-
istration’s disregard of a friend’s advice to stay out.
When the United Nations Security Council voted, 11to 1,

“to deplore the intervention, its best friends left the
United States isolated as it vetoed the meagure.

It mattered little that the week brought gaffes and

embarrassment for the Soviet Union, notaBly three re-
ported defections — a journalist denouncing a “‘return
to Stalinism,” the son of Valentin Falin, a key Soviet
propagandist, and a general believed to have fled to the
United States via Turkey — as well as two expulsions of
Soviet diplomats from Belgium for spying. These would
normally have been headline events, but next to the
political damage Washington’s main allies believe the
invasion has caused them, the Soviet clumsiness was
reduced to gnat-in-a-china shop dimensions.

: The extent of the damage to the Atlantic alliance is
likely to hinge on how long it takes the Americans to
leave Grenada. The more the time and trouble, the sim-
pler the comparisons become between Grenada and Af-
ghanistan. In addition, internal political forces in the
tpme countries that are the main American allies, Brit-
ain, France, and West Germany, influence the degree
gf domestic interest in each country in pressing the
issue.

Important differences in attitude were apparent. In
France, after the Government condemned the invasion,
there seemed to be a willingness not to pursue the mat-
ter. Outrage, feigned or real, was rare. Grenada was
off the front pages of three of the country’s four national
newspapers by Friday. France gives priority to its en-
gagements in Lebanon and Chad. It is privately con-
cerned about growing Cuban influence on the French
Caribbean island of Guadeloupe. And the Government
is unwilling to encourage people President Frangois
Mitterrand refers to as Western Europe’s pacifists and
neutralists.

O¢F. %9

Brandt Sees a Parallel

The appreciation of pure power politics is much

stronger in France than in Britain or West Germany.

Michel Debré, who made a career out of anti-Ameri-
canism as Prime Minister and Foreign Minister under
Charles de Gaulle, felt completely at ease last week in
saying, ‘“The American President acted according toa
justified conception of the world situation. Manifesting
the power of the United States is an important element
for the Soviet leadership to contemplate. Therefore it’s
completely normal that a great power with the means
to do so would avoid allowing an additional difficulty at
its doorstep.”

But in West Germany, the Social Democratic oppo-
sition, which is openly fighting deployment of the mis-
siles, was unlikely to let go easily. Willy Brandt, the
party chairman, took the Grenada invasion as confirm-
ing his contention the superpowers act essentially
alike. He immediately compared Grenada to Afghani-
stan, a significant measure of the party’s attitude to-
ward the United States and the Soviet Union. In 1980,
Herbert Wehner, then the party parliamentary whip
and one of its most influential voices, explained Soviet
action in Afghanistan as defensive and pre-emptive in
nature. '

In any case, the invasion was a severe blow for the
Government of Chancellor Helmut Kohl, increasingly
described by European diplomats as short of energy
and ideas. Mr. Kohl has been waging the missile battle
on the level of public perception of American and Soviet
reliability rather than on long-term strategic issues.
Grenada, for the Christian Democrats, carried nega-
tive weight comparable to the Reagan Administration’s
talk in 1981 of limited nuclear war in Europe. The inva-
sion, Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher said,
has affected West Germany ‘‘both psychologically and
politically.”

In Britain, with its strongly felt Commonwealth
ties, the American action was as painful for Prime
Minister Margaret Thatcher as for Mr. Kohl. Although
the Conservatives insisted the analogy was a false one,
the opposition asked what kind of brake Mrs. Thatch-
er’s supposedly close relationship with President Rea-
gan would be if he decided on his own to fire cruise mis-
siles soon to be based in Britain. Parliament will con-
tinue the debate tomorrow.

Last weekend, the West European Governments
seemed to be riding out large-scale antimissile demon-
strations without serious damage. For some of them,
Grenada may have given an unwelcome second life to
the “hot autumn’’ they feared.
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Squaring International Law
With Political Imperatives

By STUART TAYLOR Jr.

WASHINGTON
OES anything that deserves the name “interna-
tional law’” govern the use of military force?
Last week’s invasion of Grenada raised the
question anew, as Reagan Administration
lawyers and critics fenced with citations of treaties and
charters, a familiar exchange in any shooting war.

The Administration’s shifting legal rationale for
reconciling the invasion with nonintervention provi-
sions of the United Nations and Organization of Ameri-
can States charters seemed barely plausible to many
allies abroad and legal experts at home. House Speaker
Thomas P. O’Neill Jr., in expressing his fears of Ad-
ministration policy, said the invasion was probably an
illegal exercise in ‘“‘gunboat diplomacy.”

But not all legal experts saw it as bad policy. Such
authorities as Don Wallace Jr., director of the Interna-
tional Law Institute at Georgetown University Law
Center, said the episode showed the rules are inade-
quate. On occasion, he and others argued, good policy
may require violating the rules or offering interpreta-
tions that bend treaty language. Washington cannot,
they said, protect its interests as a great power and still
comply with a literal reading of the United Nations
Charter in the face of Soviet aggression and subversion,
and internal repression by regimes of every stripe. If
the Russians ‘“‘insist on violating these rules,” said

- Prof. Eugene V. Rostow of Yale Law School, “then
pretty soon we’re going to start violating them.”’

The New York Times / Paul Hosefros

President Reagan addressing the nation last week.

*Although I don’t think we can square what we did
in Grenada with the U.N. Charter system,” Mr. Wal-
lace said, ‘‘it may be that the system is now somewhat
out of date.” While it was not yet clear whether the
situation in Grenada had been sufficiently threatening
to the lives of Americans and the peace of the neighbor-
ing islands to warrant invasion on any grounds, ‘“‘the
policy justification was a lot more substantial than the
legal justification,” he said. In defending legality,
“we’re forced into a sort of hypocrisy which embar-
rasses people who believe in law,’’ he added.

The charters of the organizations set up with
American encouragement after World War II prohibit

-use of military force against a sovereign state, except

in self-defense against ‘““armed attack” or in collective
peacekeeping actions by regional bodies with the ‘“‘au-
thorization of the Security Council.”’ No authority has
the power to interpret and enforce these rules, given the
paralysis of the Security Council by the Soviet and
American vetoes. The International Court of Justice in®
the Hague lacks power to enforce the rules against war.
In a world awash with aggression, provisions of the in-
ternational charters purporting to outlaw war are cited
and ignored.

If international law has any force, it is as a set of
clear, ideologically neutral principles commanding
such wide respect that world opinion can be mobilized
against violators. By that s;andard, the United States
claim as guardian. of the rule of law in international af-
fairs took a beating; most of the United Nations Se-
curity Council and the world condemned the Grenada
invasion. A quick operation to evacuate Americans in
danger would have been easier to justify, but President
Reagan has bigger goals — replacing a Cuban-influ-
enced military regime with a democratic government.

State Department lawyers said obligations under
nonintervention provisions of the international charters
were overridden by “collective defense’’ provisions ina
little-noticed 1981 pact signed by seven tiny Caribbean
island-states, the Organization of Eastern Caribbean
States. A handful of the pact’s members invited Wash-
ington to invade. :

Until last week, Washington had not based its case
on so narrow a group. The rationale, largely rejected in
Latin America, seemed adaptable to a future invasion
of Nicaragua, for example, if neighbors were to request
it. Many legal experts said the Administration’s inter-
pretations would give a hollow ring to American denun-
ciations of the “Brezhnev doctrine,” the Soviet justi-
fication for invasions that re-established its control in
Czechoslovakia in 1968 and installed a subservient re-
gimein Afghanistan in 1979.

This was not to equate the United States with the
Soviet Union. Compliance with international law is a
matter of degree. Mr. Reagan has pledged to pull out of
Grenada promptly and let the democratic®process take
its course. Fulfillment of that pledge would limit the
damage to the frayed fabric of international law.

Oocr: 30



Cubans captured by U.S.
forces near the Point Salines
airport in Grenada; students
from St. George’s University
School of Medicine arriving in
Charleston, S.C., last week.

‘M Areas of heavy fighting

Pearls
Airport

Grenada

Fort
Frederick

Associated Press; United Press International
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Most Grenadians Applaud U.S.

NEW YORK, Nov. 5 (AP)—
More than nine out of 10
Grenadians interviewed for a
poll said they were glad the
United States invaded their is-
land, and most said theyv felt in
danger under the rule of Gen.
Hudson Austin, CBS News re-
ported.

In a broadcast Friday, CBS
said 91 percent of the 304
Grenadians interviewed Thurs-
day said they welcomed the in-
vasion, and 85 percent said they
thought they had been in danger

from Austin, now a prisoner on
the Caribbean island.

Eighty-tive percent said they
helieved that the United States
had invaded Grenada chiefly to
dislodge Cubans and prevent
their building a military base.

One in six said they saw Cu-
bans carrying military weapons
betore the United States and
Caribbean troops invaded. Eight
in [0 said the invaders were
courteous and considerate. One
in seven said the Americans
threatened their satety.

(483
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GRENADA PULLOUT
DUE WITHIN WEEKSQ

Congressmen Say Troops Will |
Go Despite Pleas to Stay

By BERNARD WEINRAUB
Special to The New York Times

ST. GEORGE’S, Grenada, Nov. 5 —
Members of a Congressional fact-find-
ing delegation told Grenadian officials
today that all United States military
troops were expected to leave “within
weeks”” despite requests by eastern
Caribbean nations that the soldiers re-
main.

At the same time, several members
of the bipartisan delegation, which
came to Grenada at the request of the
Speaker of ke Heuss, Thardrec D
O’Neill Jr., Democrat of Massachu-
setts, made it plain after listening to
military briefings that new doubts
about the quality of American intelli-
gence, the degree of Cuban military in-
volvement and the specific reasons for
the invasion left them troubled.

The 14-member delegation arrived
Friday. Democratic leaders in the
House of Representatives decided Oct. '
31 to send the group to investigate why
American troops were sent to invade
Grenada and how long they might re-
main. Republican leaders then en-
dorsed. the idea and said they would
sen:rs’lgpresenmtives to join the Demo-
crats. A

Reptﬁsehtative Thomas S Foley,

Cﬂmm Page12, Colum_u! it
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' Grenada Aftermath : Lawmakers Visit the Scene

Congressmen See Grenada Pullout With

Democrat of Washington, the leader of
‘the delegation, said that despite “‘very
strong  disagreements” within the
group about the invasion, the single
theme that had dominated the visit so
far was the necessity to withdraw the
remaining 2,500 American soldiers
within weeks.

Mr. Foley and others in the delega-
tion said the withdrawal of the troops of
the 82d Airborne Division would leave a
vacuum as Grenada forms a constitu-
tional government. Congressional and
State Department officials said the
Reagan Administration was seeking to
shape an interim Commonwealth
peacekeeping force that would include
troops from Caribbean nations as well
as Canada, Australia and New Zea-
land.

In meetings Friday night and today,
Mr. Foley as well as the House mi-
nority leader, Representative Robert
H. Michel, Republican of Illinois, and.
others in the delegation made it clear to
Sir Paul Scoon, the Governor General,
and to Col. Ken Barnes, the Jamaican
officer who heads the 300-member
Caribbean force, that the mood of Con-
gress, the Administration and the
American public was to pull out the
z;lmerican troops as quickly as possi-

e.

“We're talking about withdrawing
soldiers within weeks,”” Mr. Foley said,

“several weeks."” Associated Press; United Press International

Troop Strength Was 6,000 CONGRESSMEN TOUR GRENADA: Representative Ronald V. Dellums, Democrat of California, walk-
Initially, more than 6,000 United  iNg past the area in Point Salines where Cuban prisoners are being held. Representapve Robert H. Michel,
States troops participated in the inva. Republican of Illinois, photographs a weapons storage buildiag in Frequente.
sion of the 133-square-mile island after
appeals from Grenada’s Caribbean ¢
neighbors that the United States send a ]

Torce to restore order and rescue 1,000
potentially endangered Americans,
mostly medical students. At least 18
soldiers died in the invasion.




Aides traveling with the Congres-
sional group said Sir Paul was seeking
to form an interim government and
then hold elections.

Sir Paul, Colonel Barnes and labor
and business leaders have urged a con-
tinued American presence for several
reasons. They said eastern Caribbean
nations were barely equipped to join a
peacekeeping force — several of these
nations have no armed force at all.
They also said the presence of Ameri-
can troops had been warmly welcomed
in Grenada and had quickly created a
sense of normalcy in a situation that
verged on the chaotic two weeks ago.

Soviet and Libyan diplomats have
been expelled in recent days, and the
Cuban Mission is under guard and may
close after some 600 Cuban prisoners
are returned horne.

The Congressional delegation in-
cludt_as members of the House Armed
Services Committee, the Foreign Af-

t
" fairs Committee and the Intelligence
Committees as well as aides.

In their two-night stay in Grenada,
they are meeting ranking officers of
the 82d Airborne Division as well as en-
listed men and are conferring with
Grenadian officials, visiting the site be-
side the Point Salines airstrip where
Cuban prisoners are being held and
conferring with Grenadian and Carib-
bean officials.

At a briefing late Friday at the still-
incomplete Port Salines airport, Maj.
Gen. Edward Trobaugh, commander
of the 82d Airborne Divison, told the
Congressmen that the Grenadian Peo-
ple’s Revolutionary Army had gener-
ally been an inept combat force but
that the Cubans had fought well.

He said the Grenadians were “‘a go-
along-to-get-along outfit.”

“‘When the firing began,”” the general
said, ‘‘they started to fold. There were
a lot of Grenadians out there who didn’t
believe in Cuba or Communists. They
were there for $7 a day, which is more
than they could make in St. George’s.”

Of the Cubans, he said, ‘“We didn’t

think we’d get into as much of a fight as
wedid.”

General Trobaugh said his troops
found 8.5 million rounds of ammunition
in Grenada. “I don’t get that much in a
year for the 82d,” he said.

‘Just Plain Confused’

Several members of Congress ex-
pressed skepticism about the rationale
for the invasion, and the information
they received today seemed to confirm
some of their doubts.

“I think we are just plain confused
about why the United States went in,”
said Representative Don L. Bonker,
Democrat of Washington, a member of
the Foreign Affairs Committee, as he
walked beside warehouses crammed
with Soviet AK-47 rifles, 82-millimeter
mortars, antiaircraft cannons and
Czechoslovak-made hand grenades.

“What we’re finding is impressive in
terms of Cuban and Eastern European
military equipment,” he said, ‘“but
when the President announced his rea-
sons for the invasion, all he said was
that we were going in to save American
lives and end the political chaos here,

nothing about Cuban weapons.

“I’m still not convinced that rescue-
ing U.S. nationals was a justified case
for an invasion,’’ he said, ‘‘because the
evidence was their lives were not in
danger. In Congress, I think, the jury is
still out, Just why did we invade this
place?”

‘Why Was All That There?’

Nonetheless, one Congressional aide,
who described himself as ‘‘one of the
more left-wing people on this trip,”
said he was impressed at the stacked
warehouses of weapons in Frequente,
on the southern tip of Grenada.

‘“‘What is that warehouse?” the aide
said. “Why was all that there?”’

He said that after the military brief-
ings, the consensus among some of the
Congressmen who opposed the invasion
was that ‘‘there seems to be a potential
threat here, but not an actual threat.””

Such a view was disputed by several
senior Democrats and Republicans on
the Armed Services Committee, in-
cluding Representative Samuel S.
Stratton, Democrat of New York, and
Representative Elwood Hillis, Republi-
can of Indiana.

“Just look at those weapons,” Mr.
Hillis said, gazing at a crate of ammu-
nition that lay open, with a cover show-
ing that it had been shipped to the
“Oficina Economica Cubano — Gre-
nada,” the office of the Cuban econom-
ics office on the island. He added,
‘““What we were beginning to see was a
way-state, a satellite for Cuban
forces.”

Mr. Stratton pointed to the weapons,
saying, ‘‘This alone justifies what Rea-
gandid.”

159 ‘Sympathizers’ Among Cubans

What troubled several of the mem-
bers of Congress was that the number
of captured Cubans did not constitute a
major fighting force. According to
General Trobaugh, 366 ‘‘workers”
were seized, mostly construction men
working on the Point Salines airport, as
well as 141 “combatants,” and 159
“‘sympathizers.”’

It was indicated that ‘“‘sympathiz-
ers’ appeared to be people whose func-
tions ranged between construction
work and taking up weapons.

Of the American medical students,
General Trobaugh told the Congress-

men that he had “‘no information that
they had been threatened.”

After the Army briefing, Mr. Foley
said that “‘military intelligence was not
perfect’ during the invasion.

Representative Michael D. Barnes,
Democrat of Maryland, chairman of
the House subcommittee gn Western
Hemisphere affairs, was even more
blunt. “It’s remarkable,” he said,
“‘how little we knew before we went in
here. The Administration was beating
the drums on Grenada for months, and
when we launched the invasion all we
had were tourist maps. Incredible!”

Representative Edward P. Boland,
Democrat of Massachusetts, chairman
of the Intelligence Committee, asked
General Trobaugh about United States
intelligence before and during the inva-
sion. General Trobaugh replied: “‘In
some cases it was adequate. In some
cases, it wasn't.”

The general said tourist maps were
used by the troops because these had
street by street markings, unlike
reconnaissance maps. “The tourist
maps were best,” he said, “‘done by the
British.”
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Grenada Aftermath: Dissatisfaction Over News Restrictions

In Wake of Invasion, Much Official Misinformation by U.S. Comes to Light

By STUART TAYLOR Jr.
Special to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, Nov. 5 — In the af-
termath of last week’s invasion of Gre-
nada, it has become clear that Reagan
Administration officials and military

authorities disseminated much inaccu- -

rate information and many unproven
assertions. They did so while withhold-
ing significant facts and impeding ef-
forts by the journalists to verify official
statements.

This picture has emerged from a re-
view of initial statements made by Ad-
ministration officials about the inva-
sion in light of evidence that emerged
later, including subsequent official
statements that contradicted earlier
ones.

Some misleading official statements
apparently grew out of inadvertent er-
rors in the confusion of a combat situa-
tion. Others appear to have involved se-
lective and incomplete reporting of
events and assertions designed to put
Administration actions in a favorable
light. But some apparently involved
deliberate distortions and knowingly
false statements of fact.

Criticism of the Administration’s de-
ception of reporters who asked before-
hand whether an invasion was planned
has been muted by a broad consensus
that secrecy, if not lying, was neces-
sary. But inaccurate official assertions
of fact continued long after the invasion
had been launched and publicly an- ¢
nounced.

United Pres neruaiat
CUBAN PRISONERS: U.S. soldiers escorting Cubans captured in Grenada. Over three days Pentagon
estimates of the number of Cuban fighters on the island dropped from more than 1,000 to fewer than 200.

Cuban Strength Inflated

In general, Administration state-
ments in the days after the Oct. 25 start
of the invasion inflated the number of
Cuban military personnel in Grenada,
made other misleading factual allega-
tions to bolster President Reagan’s un-
proven assertion that the invasion was
necessary to prevent a Cuban military
takeover, and exaggerated the evi-
dence that Americans in Grenada had
beenindanger.

The Administration also failed ini-
tially to disclose several mishaps that
cost the lives of Grenadian civilians
and American servicemen, while
praising what Mr. Reagan called the
brilliant performance of the invading
forces. For six days, for example, the
Administration did not report (and, it
says, did not discover) the inadvertent
Oct. 25 bombing by a Navy plane of a
civilian mental hospital, which killed
at least 17 people.

Official statements also understated
the amount of planning for an invasion
that the Administration had done be-
fore a formal request from a group of
Caribbean island-states provided one
of the main stated legal justifications
forit.

At the same time, tight restrictions
on press coverage prevented timely in-
dependent checking of the accuracy of
official statements. The Administra-
tion barred reporters from Grenada
until two days after the invasion began,
strictly limited access to the island
over the next few days, provided only




RESCUED: American medical -
students being evacuated from
Grenada. The students were
divided on whether they were in
danger before the invasion.

sketchy information to official spokes-
men about casualties and other key
facts, and sought to curtail amateur
radio communications regarding Gre-
nada.

News From Official Handouts

The result was that the public re-
ceived most of its information in the
crucial early days from official news
handouts. They portrayed the invasion
in a more favorable light than the full-
er, but less prominently publicized,
picture that has emerged as officials
have backed away from some of their
assertions in the face of evidence to the
contrary.

Administration officials publicly as-
sert that the errors were inadvertent.
They say the restrictions on press
coverage were needed to preserve se-
crecy before the invasion, to prevent

interference with military operations, |

and to avoid putting reporters in dan-
er.

g But many members of Congress,
journalists and other critics have sug-
gested that a politically motivated de-
sign to influence public opinion per-
vaded the Administration’s handling of
information about the invasion.

Senator Robert C. Byrd of West Vir-
ginia, the Democratic minority leader,
complained of ‘‘censored news re-

| rines landed in Grenada.

ports” giving only ““little morsels of in- |
formation.” Senator Paul S. Sarbanes, |
Democrat of Maryland, said the most
disturbing thing about the invasion was
‘“‘the unprecedented treatment of a free
press,” which, together with other Ad-
3jm'stratmn €fforts to control Govern-

ent information, could 1ead to a situa-
tion in which “‘the only sources of infor-
mation are official sources.” Edward
M. Joyce, the president of CBS News,
testified in Congress that in Grenada
“‘some threshold got crossed very early
on, from military censorship to politi-
cal censorship.”

Inaccurate Statements

Some of the inaccurate official state-
ments that have come to light, and un-
proven assertions that have been
made, are summarized below, starting
with official denials up to the eve of the
Oct. 25 invasion that any such thing
was planned.

White House spokesmen Larry

Speakes and aides were asked by re-
porters on Oct. 24 whether United
States troops had landed on Grenada.
They checked with Rear Adm. John
Poindexter, the deputy national se-
curity adviser, who said this was
‘‘preposterous,” while keeping the
| press aides in the dark about the fact
that troops would be landing the next
day. Mr. Speakes and aides repeated
this denial to reporters. They went on
todeny that an invasion was planned.

That same evening, a reporter asked

.a Pentagon spokesman the where-
abouts of the Marine task force ulti-
| mately destined for Lebanon that had
been diverted towards Grenada. “They
are afloat in the Atlantic and headed
for the Mediterranean,” the spokes-
man replied. Hours later the same Ma-

Les Janka, a Speakes aide, resigned
this week, saying his personal credibil-

Count Rises to 1,100

The next day, Admiral McDonald
said at a news conference that cap-
tured documents showed there were at
least 1,100 Cubans on Grenada, all
“well-trained professional soldiers’
who had been ‘“impersonating con-
struction workers.”’ He said 638 Cubans
had been captured and 300 to 350 appar- |
'ently remained at large. Other military
sources said as many as 1,000 Cubans
might have taken to the hills to fight a
guerrilla war.

Then, last Sunday, the State Depart-
ment acknowledged that the estimate
of 784 Cubans on the island that the
Cuban Government had given earlier
was about right. And on Wednesday,
United States military authorities in

Grenada said most of the Cuban prison-
ers had been classified after interroga-
tion as workers, with only about 100
‘“‘combatants.”

Thus, over three days the Pentagon
estimate of the number of Cuban fight-
ers who had met the invading forces

seems to have plunged from more than

estimated 30 to 70 Cubans who were
killed. The up-and-down fluctuations in
the estimates have not been fully ex-
plained. Cuban officials say only 43
Cuban military personnel were on the
island.

' Mr. Reagan also said in his Oct. 27
| speech that Grenada ‘“‘was a Soviet-
| Cuban colony being readied as a major
' military bastion to export terror and
undermine democracy,” and that “we
got there just in time’” to prevent
Cuban occupation of Grenada.

‘A Terrorist Training Base’

The next day Admiral McDonald
added that ‘‘there was a terragist train-
ing base taking place at Calvigny bar-

ity had been damaged. But the White
House has defended the pre-invasion |
deception of its own official spokesmen
aswellasthepressasnecossaryto
safeguard the secrecy of the operation:
Most critics have agreed that secrecy
was necessary, but have accused the
White House of deliberately making
false statements when some kind of
“n?l comment”™ would have served as
well.

Reports in Caribbean Press

Inany event, the secrecy had already
| been compromised by reports in the
Caribbean press and on Grenadian
| radio more than two days before the in-
vasion that such an operation was
being planned by Caribbean leaders.
Adm. Wesley L. McDonald, com-
mander of all United States forces in
the Atlantic region, said Oct. 28 that the
Cubans had known that ““U.S. interven-
Eon was likely”” and had prepared for

Many of the inaccurate official state-
ments about Grenada have involved
vastly inflated estimates of the number
of Cuban military men on the island
and other assertions offered in support
of I:’resident Reagan’s statement, in a
nationally televised speech, that “a
Cuban occupation of the island had
been planned.”

_That Oct. 27 speech was the center-
piece of the Administration’s largely

successful effort to win support for the
invasion from a public that, because of
restrictions on the press, had not yet
seen the kinds of bloody television foot-
age that turned many against the Viet-
nam War. :

Mr. Reagan said the number of
Cubans on Grenada was “much larg-
er” than the initial intelligence esti-
mates of 400 to 600. He said ““they were
a military force” rather than the con-
struction workers they were believed to
have been.

racks,” and that ‘‘the Cubans were
planning to put their Government into
Grenada.” He said captured docu-
ments showed that ‘341 more officers
and 4,000 more reservists’’ were to ar-
rive as part of a plan for ‘‘the Cubans to
come in and take over the island, which
they had already started to do at that
time.”

A senior Pentagon official later said
privately that the Admiral had been
confused about the 4,341 additional
troops, and that they were to have been
Grenadians, not Cubans as the Admiral
had suggested.

Captured documents released Fri-
day by the State Department indicate
that Cuba had an agreement with
Grenada’s Marxist regime to base 27
military advisers there to train Grena-
dian troops, and the Soviet Union and
North Korea had agreed to deliver $37
million in military equipment to the
Grenadians.

The Administration has repeatedly
| said that its assertions were supported
by what Deputy Secretary of State Ken-
neth Dam called ‘““a treasure trove of
documents’’ captured by the invaders.
But there is no evidence that a terrorist
training base existed or that Cubans
had planned to take over Grenada ei-
ther in the documents released Friday
or in any other materials made public
by the Administration.

1,000 to fewer than 200, including the |




Closed-Door Briefings

Democratic and Republican Sena-
tors who received closed-door intelli-
gence briefings agreed that the evi-
dence presented did not support the Ad-
ministration’s sweeping pronounce-
ments.

In his Oct. 27 speech, Mr. Reagan
cited the discovery of three warehouses
of military equipment, including one
with  “weapons and ammunition
‘stacked almost to the ceiling, enough to
supply thousands of terrorists.”

Reporters who inspected the ware-
houses the next day said that this
seemed an exaggeration, and that the
equipment might have been as appro-
priate for defense against an invasion
as for export of terrorism. There were
many Soviet-made weapons and am-
munition, but the warehouses were no
more than half-full, and many weapons
were antiquated.

Mr. Reagan also asserted that the
Soviet Union ‘‘has assisted and encour-
aged the violence’’ in Grenada and that
““it is no coincidence that when the
thugs tried to wrest control of Grenada,
there were 30 Soviet advisers” there,
along with the Cubans. This was a
reference to the Oct. 19 killings of Mau-
rice Bishop, the Marxist prime minis-
ter of Grenada, and several aides fol-
lowing a coup by other Marxists. One
news report quoted a “‘senior Adminis-
tration official”” who said a Soviet-
backed assassination team had been
responsible for the killings.

Killing Denounced by Castro

But the Administration has made
‘public no evidence that supports its
suggestions of a Soviet or Cuban role in
the killings, which were forcefully de-
nounced by the Cuban regime of Fidel
Castro, often described as a close ally
of the late Mr. Bishop.

Whether the 1,000 or so American
citizens on Grenada were in danger of
being harmed or taken hostage, a risk
that Mr. Reagan cited as the primary
reason for the invasion, is in dispute.
Several assertions offered by officials
as evidence that the danger justified
the invasion have proven to be inaccu-
rate.

Mr. Speakes had said the day before
the invasion, Oct. 24, that there was no
indication of danger to Americans.
After the invasion he said they had
been in danger.
| He stressed that the airport on Gre-

nada had been closed Oct. 24, thwarting
any possibility that the Americans,
mostly medical students, could be
evacuated peacefully. This proved to
be false, Mr. Speakes acknowledged
Monday, after witnesses had said the |

airport opened Oct. 24 and that at least
four charter planes had left that day.

Air Links Cut

| Canadign and British planes sched-
' uled to pick up citizens of those coun-
tries from Grenada that day were pre-

vented from doing so because Barba- |

dos and other neighboring Caribbean
states cut off air links to Grenada.
Prime Minister Tom Adams of Barba-
dos was already planning for the inva-
sion with United States representa-
tives.

. In addition, Administration officials
initially did not disclose that during the
days before the invasion both Grena-

fered in the invasion.

CASUALTY: Marine wounded in Grenadabein ed to the U.S.
The Pentagon had offered little detail on American casualties suf-

dian military officials and the Cuban
Government repeatedly provided as-
surances that Americans on the island
would not be harmed and could leave if
they wanted. After this had come to
light Mr. Speakes said the Administra-
tiondid not trust the pledges.

Defense Secretary Caspar W. Wein--

berger said last Friday that there were
“‘indications” from ‘‘intelligence re-
ports’’ of plans to take American hos-
t,a%a. But intelligence sources later
said there was no clear evidence of
sucha threat.

Students at the medical school have

been divided on whether they were in
danger before the invasion, although
most agreed they were terrified during

the fighting and many praised the inva- |

sion. Some school administrators, in-
cluding one who said he approved of the
invasion, have said they had also re-
ceived assurances from Grenadian au-

thorities and did not think there had

' been any danger to the students before

the invasion.
Accounts of Invasion Planning

Questions have also been raised
about whether Mr. Reagan and Secre-
tary of State George P. Shultz gave a
full account last week when they sug-
gested that serious planning for the in-
vasion had begun only after they re-
ceived a request for help by the seven-
member Organization of Eastern
Caribbean States, under a collective
defense treaty, on Oct. 22.

American officials later said that
Mr. Reagan had ordered urgent contin-
gency planning for an invasion on Oct.
20. This was the day after the killing of
Mr. Bishop had prompted a request for
intervention by Prime Minister Adams
of Barbados, which, like the United
States, is not a party to the treaty. Mr.
Reagan also ordered Oct. 20 that a
naval task force carrying Marines to
Lebanon be diverted towards Grenada.

The officials said Mr. Reagan or-
dered that the plans proceed on Oct. 22,
after an informal request from the
Caribbean group had been received,
but before the formal, written request
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that the State Department later made
public had been obtained.

; Thet:e have been news reports quot-
Ing private statements by unidentified
Caribbean leaders that unidentified
United States officials had seemed to
fe_wor military intervention in Grenada
since well before the Oct. 19 killings.

Speech by Adams

_Inaddition, Mr. Adams said in a pub-
llc_speech last week that an American
official had approached one of his aides
on Oct. 15, and offered American help
in launching an operation to rescue Mr.

- Bishop, who had been put under house
arrest. .Whlte House officials did not
deny this account, but said the Grenada
matter did not receive high-level atten-
tion before the Oct. 19 killings.

Evan Galbraith, the United States
Ambassador to France, said in an Oct.
26 interview on French television that
the invasion “‘was an action which had
begun two weeks ago.”’ This statement,
offered to show that the invasion was
not a “‘riposte’” to the Oct. 23 bombing
of a Marine barracks in Lebanon,
placed the beginning invasion planning
before the Bishop overthrow and assas-
sination. It conflicted with the Reagan-
Shultz account.

Mr. Galbraith later said he had ““mis-
spoken,”” and that it would be “‘ridicu-
lous to suggest” that the planning had
begun before the overthrow of Mr.
Bishop. It is not clear whether he had
been privy to the invasion plans in ad-
vance, or whether France had been
asked to participate in it.

One apparently deliberate, although
relatively minor, deception understat-
ing the United States’ dominant role in
the invasion came in a news conference
by Vice Adm. Joseph Metcalf 3d, the
commander of the United States task

force that landed on Grenada. When
asked about the Oct. 29 capture of Ber-
| nard Coard, the deputy prime minister
! of Grenada who helped lead the coup
that deposed Mr. Bishop, he first re-
plied that Grenadians had detained Mr.
| Coard. {

Confronted with a report that in fact
United States Marines had captured

Mr. Coard by threatening to blow up
the house in which he was hiding, Ad-
miral Metcalf said, ‘‘Okay, let’s be
_technical, okay.” Pressed further, he
conceded that he had known all along:
that Mr. Coard had been captured by
Marines.

Admiral Metcalf answered many

n’t the foggiest idea.” He threatened at

press queries with the words, ‘I have-. .

| one point, perhaps in jest, to fire upon

unauthorized press boats that tried to
reach the island. This contrasted with
Mr. Weinberger’s statement Oct. 26
that reporters had been barred from
Grenada for their own protection.
Henry E. Catto, Jr., who was Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense for Public Af-
fairs from March 1981 until September
1983, cited “the buzzing, with open
bomb-bay doors, of small ships carry-
ing reporters — and cameras,” as
shown in television news, as an exam-
ple of what he called the military’s un-
duly hostile attitude towards the press.
Mr. Catto, who is now contributing edi-
tor of the Washington Journalism Re-
view, made the observation in an op-ed
article in The Washington Post Oct. 30.
There has also been misinformation,
lack of information and confusion
about casualties in Grenada, including
those of Grenadian civilians and sol-
diers, American troops and Cubans.

Reports on Civilian Casualties

For example, a senior Administra-
tion official who briefed reporters just
before Mr. Reagan’s Oct. 27 speech
stressed that there had been no known
civilian casualties. The Pentagon held
to this position through Sunday Oct. 30.
Official spokesmen pointed with pride
to the surgical precision with which the
invaders had supposedly avoided in-
flicting civilian casualties.

Then a Canadian journalist who had
visited the site of a civilian mental hos-

. pital reported that it had been bombed
on Oct. 25, the first day of the invasion,
with as many as 47 dead. The Pentagon
finally confirmed on Monday that a
Navy plane had bombed the hospital

| without realizing what it was, killing 12

| or more Grenadian civilians. The count
| later rose to at least 17. Officials said

- they had not disclosed this sooner be-

cause they had not known of it.

Mr. Speakes suggested Monday that
United States forces had not discovered
the bodies initially because “I am told
there is a religious custom that the
Grenadians bury their dead very soon
after they die.”’” He later said the prac-
tice “may not be religious.’’ Bodies are
usually buried quickly in tropical cli-
mates.

On Oct. 27, after most of the fighting
had been finished but before Mr. Rea-
gan’s televised speech, officials re-
ported 8 American servicemen dead, 39
wounded and 8 missing. The latest offi-
cial figures are 18 dead, 89 wounded
and none missing. Most of the casual-
ties apparently occurred on the first

day, Oct. 25.

Detai‘s on American Casualties

The Pentagon provided little detail
on how the American casualties had
been incurred until after news reports
based on interviews with soldiers and
witnesses had described accidents in
which some servicemen had been
killed and wounded. On Monday, six
days after the invasion, the Pentagon
issued a statement that 12 soldiers had
been wounded when a Navy jet inad-
vertently dropped a bomb on their posi-
tion, four Navy commandos had died
when their landing craft tipped over in
rough seas early Oct. 25, and two men
were injured when a helicopter dis-
abled by enemy fire collided with an-
other helicopter.

The Pentagon stressed, however,
that no Americans had been killed in
Grenada “‘as a result of friendly fire.”
It said the mishaps were typical of
those that occur in combat.

There has been persistent confusion
about the number of Cuban casualties.
On Thursday, nine days after the inva-
sion started, an Administration official
in Washington said at least 60 Cubans
had been killed, while an Administra-
tion official in Grenada placed the
number at 38.

The Pentagon’s early statements
also understated the number of Ameri-
can troops that would be used in the in-
vasion. On Oct. 26, Mr. Weinberger
said he thought that the 3,000 troops
then reported to be on Grenada would
probably be “sufficient” to secure the
island.

Two days later, Admiral McDonald
disclosed that the number of United
States troops on the island had jumped
106,000. It was also learned that the in-
vading forces had used heavier fire-
power, including bombing and naval
bombardment, than the Pentagon had
originally implied. On Thursday it was
announced that the United States force
on Grenada had been cut back to about

3,000. ;
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Letters

Of Grenada and the Right of a Great Nation

To the Editor: i
In your Oct. 30 editorial regarding
the U.S. invasion of Grenada you
grant the worthiness of America’s ob-
jective (removing a potential Cuban
springboard for regional subversion)
but ultimately condemn the operation
because the price the U.S. must pay is
too high. This is none other than “loss
of the moral high ground”’ and a
demonstration that “America has no

more respect for laws and borders, *

for the codes of civilization, than the
Soviet Union’’ (my emphasis).

Your readiness to conclude that the
United States exercise in Grenada has
squandered the ‘‘moral high ground”
reveals an erroneous appreciation of
just what constitutes “‘civilization” in
international relations. The primary
code of civilization in world politics,

- which dates back to the emergence of
the European state system after the
breakup of the Holy Roman Empire, is
not the relatively recent provision of
the United Nations Charter against the
violation of borders.

- Rather, it is the assumption that

great powers have the right, indeed
the obligation, to defend their legiti-

mate national interests, with or with-
-out the use of force. It is this predict-
ability of the behavior of states that
accounts for the small, but nonethe-

- BobGale
less essential, amount of order in
world politics.

On the other hand, what has been
traditionally viewed as immoral is
gratuitous and unpredictable aggres-

sion that stems not from a sense of
one’s legitimate security needs but
from pure lust for power. . :

If the U.S. ion in Grenada, or
the Soviet in of Afghanistan (to
which it has been compared), corre-
spond to this second type of behavior,

then they violate the codes of civiliza-
tion that govern the atomistic, anar-
chical world of international rela-

tions. It is precisely because Hitler’s
foreign policy expressed an una-
dorned desire for expansion that the
Third Reich provoked such concern.

The invasion of Grenada conforms
perfectly to the classic, legitimate
and moral behavior of responsible
great powers acting in their own
interest.

Whether the Soviet invasion of
Afghanistan reflects the workings
of a traditional great power or rather
of an expansionist, outlaw state is
still a matter for speculation. An-
swering this question would shed
much more light on the relative
morality of the superpowers than
continued musings over the Grenada
affair. PETER S. RASHISH

Washington, Oct. 31, 1983



No Time to Invite
A Critical Press

To the Editor:

- Whenover half the nation (as many.
as 71 percent in a New York City poll)
support the President’s action in Gre-
nada, the public is not being ‘‘kept in
the dark,” as you contend in an Oct.
28 editorial.

When the Marines hit the beach, is
that the time for reporters to be
there? If the press condemns the
operation — which your editorial cer-
tainly indicates it does — might its
presence in the initial phase not be
counterproductive? This was not Iwo
Jima, one battle in a very different
conflict.

The journalistic responsibility to
235 million Americans was appar-
ently met, at least from the coverage
I observed. There was enough infor-
mation, both pro and con, to fill the
major dailies and the various televi-
sion news shows.

Perhaps it is difficult for the jour-
nalistic establishment to accept,
amid frustration, furor and bruised
egos, that the success of this mission,
necessitating precise execution, did
not require reporters on location con-,
templating its ethics and morality.’
Attempts at discrediting the move
could be made later, as many Con-
gressional leaders acknowledged.

For better or for worse (and I often
concur that it is for worse) the Ameri-
can people elected Mr. Reagan Presi-
dent, not Walter Cronkite, Dan
Rather or The Times. If nothing else,
the President demonstrated decisive-
ness when procrastination and uncer-
tainty on foreign policy issues seemed
the order of the day.

Unfortunately, the journalistic es-
tablishment fails to see itself as just
another vested interest — a powerful
one, albeit with an awesome responsi-
bility, but at times no different from
the Pentagon. The issue here is not
whether government should be ex-
posed to public scrutiny but when.
There is a difference.

LEONARD WEISS
New York, Oct. 31, 1983

To the Editor:

When the President addressed the
nation on Oct. 27, I was still shocked
by the attack on the Marines in Bei-
rut and the invasion of Grenada, but
during the speech I experienced an
emotion — unfortunately somewhat
foreign to me in recent years —
which mitigated that shock and.
which I knew would soon replace it:
pride in our country, the men and
women who serve it and the spirit
that unites us. THOMAS J. MINET

Lynbrook, L.I., Oct. 27, 1983

‘A Failed ‘Hidden Agénda’. on the Americas

Tothe Editor:

Your editorials ‘“Harvest of Failure
in Grenada” [Oct. 21], and ‘“Which
Threat in Grenada?”’ [Oct. 26] and
Tom Wicker’s Oct. 21 column, “A
Policy of Hypocrisy,”’ point to a funda-
mental malady that afflicted U.S.
policy long before the failure to sup-
port a moderate regime in Grenada,
the continuing policy failures in El Sal-
vador and Nicaragua and the illegal
invasion of Grenada.

The sickness and the hypocrisy have
become so obvious .under President
Reagan that one must suspect a hid-
den agenda that goes even beyond the
‘“geopolitical and cold-war reasons”
suggested by Mr. Wicker.

The ‘‘unstated, political reasons”
noted in an Oct. 28 news article might
be on that agenda, which I believe
calls for a battery of covert and overt
actions to prove that no left-leaning
nationalistic government in the
Americas can be allowed to succeed.

This would mean that any govern-
ment, even if democratically elected
(witness Allende’s Chile), which
seeks a transfer of power away from
an oligarchy of ruling families,
armed forces and multinational cor-
porations is to be replaced, ‘‘destabi-
lized”’ or otherwise neutralized. That
attitude would make a stable, pros-
perous political environment in Latin
America an impossible goal.

The fact is that it may be necessary
for a developing social system in
which pre-constitutional institutions
are still strong to pass through an ar-
bitrary developmental stage — in

which a so-called leftist government
controls and aids the economic insti-
tutions — before a democratic consti- -
tutional system can develop. The iat-
ter may be either a pseudo-demo-
cratic alliance of semi-feudal institu-
tions with those of an industrialized
economy (Mexico style?) or a more
mature, person-oriented system for
which we have neither a name nor an
established example. y

However, we do have transitional
examples — e.g., Guyana, Nicaragua
and Grenada (before the extremist
takeover that precipitated the inva-
sion) — in which uncontrolled free- .
market industrialization and demo-
cratic elections are seen to be harmful
or meaningless until the population
has acquired a new social awareness.
The late Prime Minister Bishop’s
phrase, ‘“‘cooperative socialism,” de-
scribes a policy of that kind, aimed at
basic literacy and self-sufficiency.

In Iran under the Shah and in the
Philippines under Marcos we have
examples of the failure of an alterna-
tive developmental policy — imposi-
tion of premature industrialization
with an equally premature ‘‘democ-
racy’’ as animagined goal.

There is still a chance that talks and
elections in El Salvador and thoughtful
‘“‘carrot and stick” attention to Nicara-
gua can undo the failures of hidden
ideological agendas. I pray that a bet-
ter understanding of the realities may
lead to a reversal of current counter-
productive policies before it is too
late. ROY V. JACKSON

Wilmington, Del., Oct. 28, 1983

Beyond the Limit of a President’s Legal Power

To the Editor:

The debate about the invasion of
Grenada seems to have missed a key
point. The President’s use of U.S.

_troops to occupy the island — an action

unrelated to the rescue of U.S. medical
students — violates the Constitution’s
limits on Presidential war-making
powers. In the absence of Congres-
sional authorization or the need to pro-
tect the United States from imminent
attack, the President has no right to
order troops to occupy a country or
overthrow a government. And no re-
quest from a foreign government can

confer on the President powers denied

him by the Constitution.

Acquiescence by Congress and the
public in the Grenadian occupation
would set an extremely troublesome
precedent — there would be nothing to
stop any President from unilaterally
and unconstitutionally invading and
occupying other foreign countries.

Under Mr. Reagan’s justification *
for the Grenada incursion, ‘“‘to restore
democracy,” dozens of nations would
be eligible for U.S. military takeover

-simply on the President’s say-so. The

Constitution never intended to place
such awesome powers in the hands of a
President acting alone. :
The 1973 War Powers Resolution re-
quires the President to withdraw the
troops in 60 days. But the act also al-
lows Congress to order their return be-

- fore then. Congress should do that.

We cannot let the need to counter
tyranny abroad become an excuse for
constitutional usurpation. That was
the bitter lesson of Presidential war-
making in Vietnam and the illegal
bombing of Cambodia. It would be a
pity if that lesson were to be forgotten
now. ELIZABETH HOLTZMAN

Brooklyn, Nov. 3, 1983

The writer, Brooklyn District Attor-
ney, is aformer U.S. Representative.
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years of the Reagan Administration,
said today that based on descriptions of
the agreements he had seen in news re-
ports, ‘‘it appears that Grenada was
| going to be used by the Soviet Union
and Cuba as a contingency depot to fa-
cilitate the export of revolution in this

: ' hemisphere.”

Mr. Inman, who resigned last year to
go into private business, added: “I
| can’t draw an automatic conclusion
about the degree of Soviet and Cuban
control these agreements meant for
Grenada. In democratic countries,
where military aid is usually overt, the
control that flows from such agree-
ments is relatively limited, but in na-
tions with an authoritarian govern-
ment, whether right or left, the poten-

tial for a handful of outsiders to exert

control becomes much greater.”’

A former senior Defense Department
official who served in the Carter Ad-
ministration said: “The amount of aid
specified in the agreements was far
more than Grenada could absorb forits
own use, suggesting that the weapons
weregoingtobege@gpaftedorused

for training paramilitary forces from
other nations. But if y:%gea.k it down
over five years, $7 or $8 million a year
in military@id doesn’t buy control of a
country, even oneras small as Gre-
nada.” | e 4

Differing Interpreiations

|/ Another former Defense Department

official 'who specialized in military
assistance matters for the Carter Ad-
‘ministration said the military aid pack-
‘ages with Grenada could be interpreted
|several ways.

The official said: “If you're predis-
posed to see a Soviet and Cuban threat,
then you can find evidence of a signifi-
cant military buildup in Grenada and
carry it one step farther to see the mak-
ings of a Soviet-Cuban puppet state. On
the other hand, if you bring a different
‘bias to the agreemerits, it’s possible to
argue that a paranoid, Marxist leader-

ship was rushing to improve its armed

JSIR Tinug (- b 1%

Experts Say 5 Arms Pacts Suggest
Moscow Had Designs on Grenada

forces for fear that Grenada might be
invaded someday.”

The official added, ‘It might not be
convincing, but the Russians could take
the United States military assistance
program in El Salvador or Honduras
and by just presenting the raw num-
bers of guns and ammunition make the
propaganda argument that the United
States is turning those countries into a
military bastion.”

Minutes of Grenadians’ Meetings

Reagan Administration officials said
that minutes of meetings among
Grenadian leftist leaders showed a
growing dependence on Cuba, with fre-
quent references to meetings with the
Cuban Ambassador and repeated con-
cern about how the Cubans would react
to various political decisions. These
records were also made public by the
State Department on Friday.

Deputy Secretary of State Kenneth
W. Dam told an editors’ conference in
Kentucky on Friday that, taken togeth-
er, these pieces of intelligence informa-
tion suggested ‘‘that Grenada would
have become a fortified Soviet military
outpost.”

He said the Soviet and Cuban pres-
ence the United States found in Gre-
nada “may be summed up as the mili-
tary underpinnings’’ for the use of Gre-
nada as ‘“‘a staging area for subversion
of nearby countries, for interdiction of
shipping lanes and for transit of troops
and supplies from Cuba to Africa and
from Eastern Europe and Libya te
Central America.”

Administration officials denied today
that the State Department, concerned
that the documents would not fully sup-
port the Administration’s statements
about Soviet and Cuban activities in
Grenada, intentionally delayed public
release of the papers until early
evening on Friday to limit coverage
television news broadcasts. !

The officials said that the release of
the documents was delayed because of
mechanical problems in copying and
assembling the papers and getting final
approval for their publication from Sir
Paul Scoon, the Governor General of
Grenada.
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Bloody Wednesday and Aftermath Began as a Personal Feud

“or Grenada, a Small, Sad Revolution

United Press International

Shoppers lining up for food last week in St. George’s, Grenada.

By MICHAEL T. KAUFMAN

ST. GEORGE'’S, Grenada — Ten years ago,
ist as Grenada was becoming independent, Ber-
:ard Coard, a Brandeis University-trained
conomist, sat in the house of his old friend, Mau-
ice Bishop, a London-trained lawyer, and told a
-eporter from New York that Eric M. Gairy, the
nan about to become Prime Minister of this tiny
sland state, was ‘‘clinically mad.”

Now, Mr. Bishop, who overthrew Mr. Gairy in
1979, is dead, killed by soldiers apparently loyal
0 Mr. Coard. Mr. Coard is in the custody of
United States forces. Mr. Gairy says he plans to
return from exile. And ordinary people say pas-
sionately that they want no more politics after
suffering the effects of a schism
among revolutionaries that, in its
small way, was as sharp as those that
turned Robespierre against Danton
and Stalin against Trotsky.

A power struggle that seems to

American landing here would not have been so

welcomed. It was Mr. Bishop who first an-
nounced and approved the building of the large
airfield that aroused Washington’s suspicions. It
was he who approved the creation of the Marxist-
style rhass organizations and welcomed Cuban
and East German support. Mr. Bishop also trav-
eled to Washington last summer in what appears
to have been an overture to the West, perhaps
brought on by his growing isolation within the
ruling clique.

The legacy of bizarre politics continues to
shape events on the island. Mr. Gairy, while in of-
fice, sought to alert the world to the menace of
flying saucers. He squashed all opposition using
a group of gunmen who had styled themselves
the Mongoose Gang and which he renamed first

Objections' to an Unwitnessed War

ment handouts, Pentagon film and amateur

the Secret Police, then the Night Ambush Squad
and finally Volunteers for the Defense of Funda-
mental Human Liberties.

At the basis of the power struggle that ensued
four years after Mr. Bishop ousted Mr. Gairy, as
nearly anyone can figure it out, was simple jeal-
ousy on the part of those who thought that Mr.
Bishop was too charismatic and that people liked
him too much. As for Mr. Bishop, he appears to
have been corrupted by power, according to
those who knew him. ‘‘At the beginning, Maurice
was really interested in social justice, not social-
ism,”’ said Lloyd Noel, a lawyer and former At-
torney General. Last week, Mr. Noel was freed

from the jail cell where he had been detained

without charges for more than two years with the
approval of his longtime friend. But, he ex-
plained, ‘‘it was easier to be in opposition than to
govern. At first, I noticed that we never imple-
mented any of the things we had demanded as op-
position. We had attacked Gairy for confiscating
estates but we never returned them. Little by lit-
tle I could see Maurice proving the truth of Lord
Acton’s phrase’’ about absolute power corrupting
absolutely.

Evidence of the break between the Bishop and
Coard factions lies in the notes of the Central
Committee meeting on Sept. 19, 20 and 21. The
waterlogged mimeographed minutes were found
in the ruins of Mr. Bishop’s home. They involve
endless discussions by the 16 members of the
Central Committee of a plan submitted by Mr.
Coard, calling for collective leadership and a

‘curb on Mr. Bishop’s power. The Prime Minister

would still deal with the masses but the decisions
on economic development and the army were to
be made by the Coard faction. Mr. Bishop ap-
pears to have rejected Mr. Coard’s plan. The
coup and Bloody Wednesday followed.

When some of the eastern Caribbean islands
and the United States moved in to fill the power
vacuum, their forces, reviled weeks before as
agents of imperialism, were welcomed as sav-
iors. Mr. Bishop, who did some of that reviling
himself, is now being called a martyr and is
being disassociated from the policies of the New
Jewel Movement he founded. The Governor Gen-
eral, Sir Paul Scoon, is expected to name a ‘“‘non-
political”’ provisional administration this week
and has promised elections within a year. Mem-
bers of Mr. Bishop’s movement and Sir Eric
Gairy will be allowed to participate, “provided
they had no criminal charges against them.”
More bizarre politics may be in the offing.

3

have invoived a personality clash
cloaked in revolutionary jargon came
into the open last month and led to
“Bloody Wednesday,” the day when
Mr. Bishop, freed from house arrest
by youthful followers, was carried to
the fortress. There troops, acting in
support of Mr. Coard, the Deputy
Prime Minister, fired and killed Mr.
Bishop and at least 16 of his support-
ers, according to eyewitnesses.
“That was the day the revolution
died,” said James Sylvester, a
worker who, like many Grenadians,
admired Mr. Bishop and accepted his
guidance and leftist rhetoric without
apparently taking it too seriously.

But the fight within the Central
Committee of the party that gov-
erned this island of tourism, sun and
nutmegs, may have changed the poli-
tics of the Caribbean. Certainly if it
were not for Mr. Bishop’s death, the

““The press, we welcome the press,’’ Deputy
Secretary of State Kenneth Dam said last Sun-
day. But the commander of United States forces
on Grenada expressed a different view. “I know
how to stop those press boats; we’ve been shoot-
ing at them,” Vice Adm. Joseph Metcalf 3d
joked. No shots were fired but Navy planes
buzzed one press charter boat away from the is-
land; another was turned back by Navy ships.

Journalists and Congressional leaders, includ-
ing many who approved of the invasion, were out-
raged by what some saw as an assault on the pub-
lic’s right to know. The Senate voted, 53 to 18, that
the restrictions should “‘cease.” As fighting on
the island subsided last week, the House of Rep-
resentatives dispatched its own fact-finders.
Press groups said the blackout on combat cover-
age had no precedent in World War I1, Korea or
Vietnam. ‘““The Defense Department has Jet
down the American public,” the American Soci-
ety of Newspaper Editors said.

Information was confined at first to Govern-

radio broadcasts. Later, reporters got brief es-
corted tours. As protests swelled, news people
were allowed to remain on their own.

Defense Secretary Caspar W. Weinberger said
permitting direct coverage might have jeopard-
ized the operation and journalists’ safety. A
House judiciary subcommittee looked for
broader implications. Chairman Robert W. Kas-
tenmeier, a Wisconsin Democrat, saw the curbs
as part of “‘a swing back toward restrictions on
civil liberties” that included President Reagan’s
executive orders. The orders have expanded au-
thority for political surveillance, the use of lie de-
tectors to discourage unauthorized disclosures,
lifetime censorship of the writings of high-level
officials and tightened restrictions on scientific
communication. Senator John Tower, Texas Re-
publican, told the admirals who took responsibil-
ity for the Grenada restrictions, ‘‘You have done
the right thing.”” This view was shared in many
letters published by the newspapers.
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Reagan Gains
By Grenada,

But Mostly on
His Own Turf

By BERNARD GWERTZMAN

ITH the fighting in Grenada over
American troops on their way home, taill?eng-e
ggg Adg;inistration was exulting last week
e A 3
bl Ml t it regarded as a major foreign
Mr. Reagan, who had seemed bel
pressed by the death of the 230 marin&ia igu Eer%:nao!:?aiz.
by his inability to make much headway in any diplomatic
area, was bl_:oy_eq by highly favorable polls and the mut-
ing of any significant criticism over Grenada. The ma-
rines and soldiers, who defeated some 750 Cubans and
E‘helr Grenadian allies on the Caribbean island, are
heroes of freedom,” Mr. Reagan said. As for the United
Nations, which voted 108 to 9 to condemn the invasion
Mr. Reagan said ““it didn’t upset my breakfast at all.”
There {las: been criticism raised in the past two weel':s
about limits on press freedom, Administration credibii-
ty, loss of allied support, an undue haste to use force, and
abandonment of tl}e “high road”’ in world diplomacy, but
Mr. Reagan and his aides have swept them aside.

The Administration views the Grenada :
a major gain not only in political but in stra‘t)ggeir:gorrxlnass
This may turn out to be an exaggerated estimate: Gre-'
nada is, after all, only a tiny island. But for the m(’)ment
there were few in Washington ready to argue. '

Several White House officials said that politically,
the use of force had had a cathartic effect on =nian):
Americans, particularly Mr. Reagan’s hard-line conser-
vative backers who had been grumbling over his
of William P. Clark, a darling of the political right, from
national security,.adviser to Secretary of the Interlo'r.

The popularity of the Grenada operation, pai‘tim-
larly the fact that it was carried out with relatively few
casualties, was seen as a setback for the Democrats, who
had been expressing concern over policy in Central
America. Senator Patrick J. Leahy, Democrat of Ver-
mont, who has opposed covert aid to anti-Sandinista
forces in b{}caragua, said ““I’m a political realist — I can
also count” in explaining why he did not contest a voice
vote in the Senate approving continued secret funding.

——
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'Pluses and Minuses

A senior State Department official said, ‘I guess
what really is significant is that it is the first time there
has been a rollback of the Brezhnev Doctrine.” He was

referring to the late Soviet leader’s policy enunciation

after the Soviet-led invasion of Czechoslovakia in 1968
that Moscow would not allow any Soviet-bloc country to
slip out of its orbit.

The trouble with this “‘rollback" is that it is not clear,
captured documents notwithstanding, that Grenada was
viewed by the Soviet Union as part of its camp. And it is
questionable whether such an easy opportunity for a
‘“‘rollback’ will appear again. The documents released
Friday by the State Department included three secret
treaties with the Soviet Union, one with Cuba and one
with North Korea. The treaties provided for military
equipment, which Deputy Secretary of State Kenneth W.
Dam previously said amounted to $37.8 million.

Another official said that the Soviet Union, Cuba and
Nicaragua will now know that ‘‘we are not paper tigers.”
In the same breath, however, he said no invasion of Nica-
ragua was planned. _

Among the minuses, the Grenada operation caused
new problems with E ‘allies. Only Britain was
told about the invasion plans ahead of time, and Prime
Minister Margaret Thatcher chose to distance herself
from her friend, Mr. Reagan. None of the Europeans
voted with the United States in the United Nations. The
move gave new ammunition to the critics of American
missile deployment who have argued that the United
States could not be trusted with avoiding a nuclear war in
Europe.

Efforts were made to restore allied.confidence. Mr.
Dam is going to Europe this week, and a new arms con-
trol proposal is being readied for Geneva.

‘Nervous Nellies’ in Europe

Needless to say, with President Reagan riding the
anti-Soviet tiger, the episode did nothing to improve the
atmosphere for Soviet-American relations. In keeping
with the toughened mood in Washington, a key Reagan
official, commenting on European reaction said, “It may
be my own prejudice, but it reveals the Europeans are so
parochial and such Nervous Nellies. They moan bitterly
when the United States doesn’t do something, and when
we do. They moan when we don’t have good communica-
tion with the Soviet Union, and they moan when we do,
saying we are forming a condominium over their heads. I
just don’t have much patience with their criticism.”

“I'suppose our biggest minus from the operation,”
one official said, ““is that there now is a resurgence of the
caricature of Ronald Reagan, the cowboy, ready to shoot
atthedrop of ahat.”

Others have suggested that the United States now
faces difficult problems in taking the diplomatic ‘high
ground”’ against the Soviet Union and Cubans. In New
York, the United Nations General Assembly is due to
take up again the condemnation of Soviet occupation of
Afghanistan. It is possible that the Russians, their shoot-
ing down of the Korean airliner a thing of the past now,
will be able to deflect attention from Afghanistan by talk-
ing about Grenada.

But Mr: Reagan, at least, did not seem fazed. Whena
reporter compared Grenada to Afghanistan, Mr. Reagan
expressed surprise and shot back:

“Well, for heavens sakes, anyone who would link Af-
ghanistan to this operation. . .”” The difference, he said,
was that the Russians were still in Afghanistan, have in-
stalled their own leader and had “‘used every vicious
form of warfare, including chemical warfare,”” against
the Afghan people. While in Grenada, he said, ‘it was a
successful rescue operation and the people that have
been rescued, and the Grenadians that have been liber-
ated are delighted with and giving every evidence of ap-
preciation and gratitude to our men down there.”
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- U.S. soldiers in St. George’s, Grenada, last week; Sir Paul Scoon, Governor General of Grenada, announced plans to ap-
point a nonpolitical interim government this week and hold elections within six months or a year.




Grenada Aftermath: Disputes Within the Party
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GRENADIANS' DATA

SHOW PARTY RIFTS

Marxist Rulers Were Engaged
in Quarreling as Economic -
Problems Heightened

Special to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, Nov. 5 — Docu-
ments seized in Grenada by United
States forces show that the island’s
Marxist rulers were engaged in such
disarray and factional struggles in the
months before the Oct. 25 invasion that

they feared “‘possible disintegration of

_ theparty.”

The documents, issued by the State
Department late Friday, include hand-
written notes, minutes and summaries
of meetings of the New Jewel Party,
which ran the Government. The docu-
ments are strewn with Marxist revolu-
tionary jargon that would seem almost
juvenile and comical but for the deadly
ending of the struggle on the tiny tropi-

,calisland. ‘

The documents also show that the
small group of rulers was having great
difficulty feeding the nation’s army
and providing the most rudimentary
public services to the population of
110,000, while amassing a considerable
arsenal of Soviet-made weapons.

Chagrin at Cuban Statement

President Reagan and other Admin-
istration officials have hinted that the
Soviet Union and Cuba were behind the
killings of Prime Minister Maurice
Bishop, the leader of the party and
Government, and several aides on Oct.
19, six days after Mr. Bishop was put
under house arrest.

But a set of handwritten notes dated
Oct. 21 reflect chagrin on the part of
some of Mr. Bishop’s more militant
“comrades” at a ‘‘sharply worded
statement’’ by Cuba condemning the
killings

“The Cuban position creates an at-
mosphere for speedy imperialist inter-
vention,” the notes assert. In a refer-
ence to the Cuban leader Fidel Castro,
they complain of the ‘‘deep personal
friendship between Fidel & Maurice
which has caused the Cuban leadership
.to take a personal and not a class ap-
proach to the developments in Gre-
nada.” The words ‘‘personal” and
“class”’ are underlined in the notes.

Sprinkled through the party records
are such vintage revolutionary phrases
as “lumpen elements,” “‘socialism or
death,” “persistent ideological back-
wardness and economism’’ and “‘right
opportunist path.”

There arepaalso curious Caribbean
variants such as ‘“‘one-manism,”’ a sin
attributed to the late Mr. Bishop, who
was popular with ‘“‘the masses” but
was seen by his militant colleagues as
leading the masses toward ‘‘counter-
revolution.” Another document ex-
horts party leaders to ‘‘sink, but not
‘drown yourself amongst the masses.”’

A Party ‘at the Crossroads’

A summary of a party meeting
stated that as long ago as October 1982,
members of the Central Committee:
criticized “the weak chairmanship and
leadership of Comrade Maurice Bish-
op” and said the party “stood at the
crossroads.”

The document, which appears to be

dated Sept. 20 or 28, 1983, says one pos-

BACK HOME: Returning from Grenada, a member of the 82d Air-
borne Division celebrates his arrival at Fort Bragg, near Fayetteville,
N.C. About 1,800 men of the 82d returned yesterday; approximately

3,000 remain.

Associated Press

L
sible path “is the petty-bourgeois
route,’’ which would be “‘easy to follow,
given the objectively based backward-
ness and petty bourgeois nature of the
society’’ but which ‘‘will surely lead to
the deterioration of the party into a so-
cial-democratic party and hence the
degeneration of the revolution.”

. The document continued: ‘“‘The sec-
ond route is the communist route. The
route of the Leninist standards and
functioning. The route of criticism and
collective leadership.” It said the Cen-
tral Committee agreed in October 1982
that “‘the party must be put on a Lenin-
ist footing.”

~ This document went on to conclude
that ‘‘the main problem’’ was Mr. Bish-
op’s leadership. Despite his “‘tremen-
dous strengths, his ability to inspire
and instill confidence in people, his
ability to urtite the masses and hold so
high the banner and prestige of the
revolution regionally and internation-
ally,” Mr. Bishop did not have such
“Leninist’’ qualities as ‘‘great depth in
ideological clarity’’ and *brilliance in
strategy and tactics.”

Bernard Coard, the Deputy Prime
Minister, who was later to lead the
coup against Mr. Bishop, was identi-
fied in the document as the person with
the qualities needed to surmount ‘‘the
growing complexities and difficulties
on the economic, political and military
fronts facing us.” '

It said the Central Committee had
decided that the best solution would be
““joint leadership,”” with Mr. Bishop re-

. death under circumstances that are

sponsible for rousing support among
the populace and abroad and Mr. Coard
in charge of party organization, ‘‘strat-
egy and tactics.”

Mr. Bishop apparently resisted any
dilution of his power, leading to a pro-
tracted struggle and, eventually, to his

still not entirely clear.
Long, Doctrinaire Debates

Records of a series of party meetings
in August and September portray long,
doctrinaire debates and harangues in
which other party leaders were critical
of Mr. Bishop for traveling abroad at a
time when the party was in what one
member called its ‘“‘worst and most
dangerous crisis ever.” The Marxist
group had seized power four years
earlier in a coup against an elected
leader who was viewed as corrupt.

There was talk of “‘open dissatisfac-
tion and cynicism’’ among the masses,
disintegration of the militia, battered
morale among party members and the
threat of an ‘“‘upsurge of counterrevolu-
tionary activity.”

There were also complaints about
inadequate food supplies for the army
at a time when party leaders were driv-
ing new cars along deteriorated roads.

According to a handwritten report on
a 15-hour meeting on Oct. 12, Mr.
Bishop was accused of spreading false!
rumors that Mr. Coard and his wife
were plotting to kill him. It was then
that a decision was made to confine
him to his house, disarm him and cut
off his telephone.
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Grenada Invasion: Sound Poliﬁcs vs. Spurious Legitimacy

¥

Tothe Editor: :
Anthony Lewis (column Oct. 27) is
wrong. Devotion to “legitimacy” —
the sanctity of borders — is not
America’s strength. Rather, Ameri-
ca’s strength is the chief bulwark of
legitimacy in this world. Indeed, both
realpolitik and morality may have re-
quired the invasion of Grenada. ‘
It is now clear that Grenada prom-
ised to be a replay of the Soviet
Union’s favorite gambit. In order to
swell their growing power, Moscow-
bypasses a strict constructionist con-
cept of legitimacy. As in Czechoslova-
kia in 1948 and Afghanistan in 1978-80,
indigenous forces — “‘thugs” is not
too strong — first topple a shaky gov-
ernment, i.e., one already heavily
mortgaged to leftist politics, while

more disciplined - instruments of

Soviet foreign policy stand by ready
to take advantage.

It turns out that several hundred
armed Cubans, Moscow’s favorite
Hessians, were in place in Grenada.
Anyone who doubts they were suffi-
cient to the task lives under too many
illusions to dispel in a letter. But even
if the requirements of realpolitik are
unsettled in the case of Grenada, it is
not so for morality.

Morality is like mathematics. Both
initially exist in the abstract. As

mathematics deals with the real
world only when joined to physics, so
morality is in the world only when
wed to politics — it does not breathe
in the real world unless politics al-
lows for it. As a matter of fact, in the

world in which we live, only regimes’

which are responsible allow for
morality, even if imperfectly.

A necessary condition of responsi-
bility in the world I live in is account-
ability. Governments which are not
accountable to their subjects are,
strictly speaking, not responsible.
They are irresponsible. They are
closed to moral considerations aris-
ing out of the political process except
for tactical reasons and hence only
fitfully, if at all.

The record is clear. No government
which is part of the Soviet empire —
including collaterals, e.g., Nicaragua
— has ever had a genuine election.
None are accountable. They are all ir-
responsible.

(The fate of Flight 7 is not so much

ay

an instance of Soviet ‘‘paranoia’” — a
term which even hands-on psychia-
trists use with caution when dealing
with individuals — but of Soviet im-
morality. The Soviet Government is
not accountable. It acted irresponsi-

—

f o

bly. It still does so. It has yet to offer .

compensation.)

Cuba is a prime example of the so-
cialist pattern. Fidel Castro, the boss,
has been ruling for over 20 years. He
has not the political courage to stand
in free elections. Even political cow-
ardice is a species of immorality.

Grenada’s fate was as tolerably
clear as human affairs allow. Until
and unless the Soviet Union and its
allies respect-a meaningful concept of
legitimacy, thoughtful observers will
be prepared to see the U.S. tiptoe
around a world where spurious *‘legiti-
macy” must at times be sacrificed to
‘'sound politics. JOSEPH GONDA
* Associate Professor of Philosophy

"/ Glendon College, York University

2 Toronto, Oct. 31, 1983
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NATO After Grenada

By William Safire

In the U.S., our successful action
blocking Cuba’s takeover of Grenada
has met with the approval of all but
our most die-hard doves; in Europe,

however, President Reagan’s deci-

sion to prevent further Communist
penetration of this hemisphere has
‘met with disapproval from what we
thought were our most reliable allies.

In West Germany, protected by a
third of a million American troops,
Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Gen-
scher announced, “We would have
advised against the intervention.”
Chancellor Helmut Kohl — who re-
tained Mr. Genscher, the neutralist
center-party leader, instead of re-
placing him with anti-Communist
Franz Josef Strauss — did not direct
his U.N. Ambassador to support the
U.S. when Nicaragua led the General
Assembly to demand our ‘‘immediate
withdrawal” from Grenada.

In France, Mr. Mitterrand’s Gov-
ernment raised its eyebrows at our
‘“surprising’’ action, then had its U.N.
Security Council representative vote
to deplore our “flagrant violation of
international law.’’

In Great Britain, for whose claim to
the Malvinas the U.S. risked the en-
mity of millions of Latin Americans,
Prime Minister Thatcher huffed that
we should not have used force ‘“to

walk into other people’s countries.”

The British then left the U.S. isolated
in the Security Council. It may be that
Elizabeth II, in her role as Queen of
Grenada, could not pass on to the
Prime Minister of Great Britain all
she had been told about requests for
rescue; still, the pique of Mrs.
Thatcher at the United States for pro-
tecting its own citizens where the
British lacked the power and the will
was the unkindest cut of all.

What does this dmrus of denuncia-
tion from our European allies about
an action the U.S. considers to have
been in its vital security interest
teach us about the Western alliance?

Not, as doves here. say, that our
allies are right about American se-
curity; and not, as apologists for
Euro-isolationism say, that West Ger-
man and British conservatives need
to placate their leftists with anti-
American rhetoric so that they can
deploy U.S.-made missiles.

The lesson is that our NATO part-
ners are interested exclusively in
having the United States defend Eu-

and are resentful of any action
the U.S. takes elsewhere to protect its
own security.

That obsessive self-concern is why
Western Europeans grow furious at
our aid to anti-Communist forces in
Central America. The Euro-isolation-

ists demand the right to be protected
by American troops and America’s
nuclear umbrella while reserving the
right to undermine American se-
curity everywhere else.

That removes the “mutual” from
mutual defense. In the 50’s and 60’s,
we agreed that Europe was ‘‘Ameri-
ca’s first line of defense,” but that is
ancient strategic history. Our first
line is now our nuclear deterrent.

In today’s reality, American troops
are no longer in Europe to help our

‘Western allies turn back a Soviet in-

vasion in a war limited to that conti-
nent; our men are there as hostages,
to make certain that an attack would
draw us into a nuclear war between
superpowers, fought over Europe’s
head rather than on Europe’s ground.

We now know that on the one-way
street known as the NATO alliance, the

‘U.S. cannot depend on diplomatic sup-

port for our non-European moves from
even the most conservative and hawk-
ish politicians in power in London and
Bonn. Europe’s turning away, begun
with the gas pipeline deal, has now es-
calated to diplomatic isolation.

The anti-U.S.-Grenada reaction goes i
beyond the normal criticism within an
alliance; it reveals a profound differ-
ence of strategy about the way Soviet
expansionism should be countered, and
calls for a reassessment of our out-
dated Europe-first defense. .

In arms control, the Soviet Union
- has long sought to split Europeans
from the U.S.; we have resisted that
mightily, which is what the cruise
and Pershing deployment is all about.
But Europe’s Kohl and Thatcher, in
lashing at the U.S. on our Central
American defense, are showing the
nervousness that comes from incipi-
ent weakness; they are signaling an
accommodation to Soviet pressure.

“If that is the case, might we not
think about applying jujitsu to the
force of change? The time is coming
for an independent European de-
fense, with the U.S- offering for sale
the latest intermediate missiles but
‘not the rental of our :

In that world, the U.S. could negoti-
ate with the Soviet Union the control |
of strategic nuclear arms while the
Europeans negotiated limitations on
intermediate-range weapons. At the
superpower Start talks, we would not
bear the burden of Europe’s missiles;
General Rowney would stay and Paul
Nitze could come home.

“Wayward sisters, depart in
peace,” Horace Greeley told the
seceding states. As Western Euro-
peans turn inward, the U.S. should
wish them well and look to its own
vital interests.

|
|
<
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Settling Down
Iin Grenada

Nearly three weeks after the inva-
sion, American forces on Grenada
were settling in for an indefinite stay
despite President Reagan’s initial

assurances they would be out in a

matter of days. C

sources said last week they had re-
ceived private estimates ranging

from two or three more weeks, from
members of the Joint Chiefs of Staff,
to six months, from Sir Paul Scoon,
Grenada’s Governor General.

Defense Secretary Caspar W.

Weinberger said they would be hame

“within a short time,” possibly
within the 60-day period set by Con-
gress in the War Powers Act. But he:
declined to set a date. The Senate
and House have passed measures in- -

voking the War Powers Act, but final

action on this has been blocked by an
unrelated parliamentary wrangle.

Despite the apprehension of crit-
ics, opinion polls and most politi- .

cians agreed the Grenada operation
has been a coup for Mr. Reagan.
House Speaker Thomas P. O’Neill,
who had fiercely attacked *“gun
diplomacy,” retreated after li
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ing to the reports of colleagues he
had sent to the island for a first-hand
look. Because of the ““potentially life-
threatening situation,”” Mr. O’Neill’
said last week, the invasion was
““justified under these particular cir-
cumstances’’ — although a repeat
e in another country
““would be hell on earth.”
. Three dissenters among the 14
House members who returned from
- Grenada insisted they knew of no
evidence of that there had been a di-
rect threat to the Americans there.
_But hundreds of rescued medical stu-
" dents applauded Mr. Reagan at a
Rose Garden ceremony. ‘It is very
‘easy for some smug know-it-all in a
plush protected quarter to say that
you were in no danger,”” Mr. Reagan
said. Seven other House Democrats
contended the invasion violated Arti-
cle I of the Constitution, which em-
powers to declare war. Ad-
mitting to small hope of success,
they introduced a resolution calling
for impeachment of the President.
On the island itself, Maj. Gen.
Jack Farris, the Army commander,
“said 2,000 troops were still searching
- for holdout Cubans, weapons caches
and graves. Soldiers exchanged fire
with snipers in the hills and retrieved
~ the presumed remains of the mur-
dered Marxist Prime Minister, Mam
rice Bishop, from a shallow grave. A
‘Grenadian nurse said Mr. Bi
cried out just before he died at
hands of those who ousted him
my God. They have turned
against the people.” 2"

imposed, Mr.

be a quon we would ad-
' with the Grenadian authori-
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In Grenviile, Grenada, American soldiers inspect a vehicle traveling to the airport. There have been some sniping incidents, the Pentagon asserts. _

U.S. Aides Put Toll of Grenadians in Invasion at 21

Special to The New York Times

ST. GEORGE'’S, Grenada, Nov. 12 —
American officials here said today that
a total of 21 Grenadians had been killed
in the United States-led invasion of this
Caribbean island. But they left open the
possibility that the toll might be higher
because some of the 42 unidentified
bodies now presumed to be those of
Cubans might actually be Grenadians.

The figure of 21 Grenadians was an-
nounced hours after a military trans-
port plane flew the 42 bodies to Barba-
dos, where they were to be shipped to
Cuba for forensic examination.

Maj. Gen. Jack B. Farris, com-
mander of American forces here, said
today of the 42 bodies that ‘“‘some num-
ber of that number may also be Grena-
dians.”

The officials said the figure of 21
Grenadians known dead included 18 pa-
tients of a mental hospital that was
bombed during an American air raid in
the early stages of the invasion. One of
the other three, the officials said, died
of wounds after the invasion in an
American medical unit here; the other
twodied in a Grenadian hospital.

vt

The figure of 21 Grenadians indicates

that American officials believe that all

of the combatants at the time of
the actual battle were Cubans, and not

Grenadian soldiers. \ B

Since the invasion, United States
military and civilian authorities have
stressed that mest of the resistance
that American troops met on the island
had come from Cubans, not Grena-
dians. X

Cuban authorities have asserted that
only 27 Cubans were killed in the inva-
sion.

American Toll Put at 18

Officials have put the American toll
in the invasion at 18. They said they ex-
pected to make no adjustments in that
figure. ;

The Americans originally had hoped
to ship the 42 unidentified bodies to
Barbados and to have a forensic team
and Cuban representatives inspect
them there. The Barbadian Govern-
ment balked, however, contending that
certain hygienic standards had not
been met.

American officials said they did not

S

‘expect to find any more Grenadian or

Cuban dead. ‘“That is all we can find,”
said General Farris.

Jim Dandridge, an American spokes-
man here, said, ‘“We don’t know any-
thng about any other graves.”

Mr. Dandridge said that Kendrick
Radix, who held a variety of top-level
positions in the Government of Prime
Minister Maurice Bishop, had been de-
tained overnight by Americans and
members of other foreign forces here.
Mr. Radix, who was one of the Grena-
dians who met with a Congressional
delegation that visited the island a
week ago, was released early this
morning.

Three More Suspects Found

Capt. George Wright, a military
spokesman, said Mr. Radix had been
detained because he had been cited by
members of the local populace as ‘““an
instigator in spreading bad will among
the people in public places.” Captain
Wright and other American officials
here declined to elaborate.

They said, however, that American
paratroopers, continuing their efforts

to ferret out Cubans from the hills and
forests, had apprehended three sus-
pects on Friday in an area east of Point
Salines in the southern part of the is-
land.

American officials are operating
under the assumption that there are, 2
one of them put it, “10 to 60" Cubafas
still hiding on Grenada. ]

Mr. Dandridge said that America‘h
military personnel, along with those
from other nations, were using a com-
puter printout in an effort to find people
of ““certain categories of interest to the
Government,”’ such as former officers
of the People’s Revolutionary Amgr )
and members of the group that over:
threw the Bishop Government shortly
before the American landing.

He said that two Americans were in-
cluded on that printout. An American
official, who spoke on condition that he
not be identified, said later that one of
them was under Federal indictment in
the United States for arms running and
the other, who also held a passport
from a second country, had been in-
;llolved in some revolutionary activities

ere.
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Protesters Scorn Reagan on
Policies in Latin America
and Caribbean Region

By ROBERT PEAR
. Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Nov. 12 — Thou-
sands of people gathered here today
near the White House and the State De-
partment to protest President Rea-
gan’s policies in Central America and
the Caribbean.

Planning for the protest began in
June, but many demonstrators said in
interviews that their concern about
United States intervention in the region
had deepened after the recent invasion
of Grenada.

The protesters included people from
civil rights, Hispanic and religious
groups, labor unions and organizations

seeking an end to the nuclear arms
race. There were many young people
and college students, but also many
veterans of the movement against the
Vietnam War.

Blustery, Overcast Day

Some demonstrators said they had
hoped to see more people at today’s
protest. Preliminary estimates by the
United States Park Police put the size
-of the crowd at 20,000.

They marched on a cool, blustery,
overcast day from three small rallies
to one big rally on the Ellipse, just
south of the te House. One rally,
outside the headquarters of the Immi-
gration and Naturalization Service, ex-
pressed sugport for refugees from El
Salvador, Guatemala and Haiti, some
of whom were in the crowd.

At another rally, outside the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services,
speakers complained about the ‘“‘social
costs” of military intervention in Cen-
tral America, saying it drained money
from social programs in the United

States. ‘“Feed the People, Not the Pen-

tagon,” said one sign. .

Noting polls that showed public sup-
port for the Grenada operation,. .
Ehrlich, a mathematics teacher
New York City, said she was pess
tic about the pros[;}ects for .

lack of modesty and res

nations’ right to self-deter
Susan C. wards of
. deplored what she said was the new
““bully mentality”’ e United States.

“I can’t stand what our Government is
doing, the invasion of Grenada and, I
think, the imminent invasion of Nicara-
gua,” she said.

Sister Joan Winn, one of eight Sisters
of Mercy who came here from Wind-
ham, N.H., said, ‘‘Our military inter-
Yention in Central America does not
meet the needs of the people there.”
She said the United States should in-
stead be providing scientific, medical
and technical assistance to the region.

/] LS

<Ashamed of Our Nation’

Connie Hogarth, who came on one of
three buses from Westchester County,
lamented what she said was ‘‘the ex-

ion of militarism’’ in United States

oreign policy. “I'm ashamed of our

nation,” she said. ““In 1984, people will
repudiate President Reagan, his false
patriotism and his policies of machis-
mo.” -

Representative Ted Weiss, Demo-
crat of Manhattan, told people why he
was supporting a resolution to impeach
Mr. Reagan. In ordering the invasion
of Grenada, he said, the President had
authorized several unconstitutional
acts. The invasion, he said, was ‘“‘a
usurpation of Congress’s right to de-
clare war’’ and a violation of

ligations that were supposed d-
ing on the United States. F , he
said, mtricti% on | rafe of
the invasion ' g ation of the
FirstAmendm?t.-i‘ S

Mr. Weiss said that ‘‘at the moment,
public opini uch more supportive
of the

ition than ours.”

at Riverside Church in

denounced Reagan Administra-
licies in Central America. ‘“The
‘American people,” he said, ‘“‘are
meekly acquiescing in policies they are
unwilling to examine in depth.”

JVEY - /S

jam Sloane Coffin, sen-
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Weinberger Is Linked to Press Curbs in Grenada

By JONATHAN FRIENDLY
Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Nov. 12 — A Penta-
gon spokesman said this week that De-
fense Secretary Caspar W. Weinberger
approved in advance the restrictions
imposed on reporters in the first days
of the invasion of Grenada.

Mr. Weinberger himself said at a

- news conference on the second day of
the invasion Oct. 26 that the policy had
been made by commanders in the field
and that he would not overrule them.

The Pentagon spokesman, Michael I.
Burch, said in an interview that Mr.
Weinberger had discussed the issue of
news coverage before the troops landed
and had decided to keep the press
away. ;

On the same issue, the White House
chief of staff, James A. Baker 3d, said
he had not known about the restrictions
in advance but did approve of them and
would use them again in a similar
situation, which he characterized as “‘a
commandoraid.”

Reporters were excluded from the is-
land for the first two days of combat in
a move criticized by some members of
Congress and the press as having
denied the public independent verifica-
tion of military progress reports. In the
next two days, a small number of re-
porters were allowed on the island, and
then only for short, closely controlled
visits to areas chosen by the military.

No Written Plan

_ Mr. Burch and Mr. Baker said that.
there was no written plan for handling

the press and that the issue was not

raised in National Security Council

meetings before the invasion. Mr. |
Weinberger was thus the highest rank-

ing civilian to pass on the propriety of

the restrictions.

In the initial days of the invasion, of-

ficials implied that the curbs had been
imposed almost as an afterthought by
the task force commander, Vice Adm.
Joseph Metcalf 3d. In an interview in
which he said he had made the deci-
sion, he added, apparently in jest, that
press boats would be shot at if they
tried to land. Four American reporters
who did manage to get ashore on the
second day were picked up, taken to the
helicopter carrier Guam and held in-
communicado for two days.

The restrictions have prompted de-
bate both inside and outside the Admin-
istration.

The Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff, Gen. John W. Vessey Jr., is form-
ing a panel] of officers and journalists to
examine how the press curbs worked
and to suggest guidelines for future
operations. Mr. Burch said Mr. Wein-

berger was also discussing the issue
with reporters to see what policies|

might be acceptable both to
and to the military.

Lawsuit Being Considered

Journalists who protested the con-
trols are considering bringing a lawsuit
against Mr. Weinberger and the De-
partment of Defense. Jack Landau, di-
rector of the Washington-based Report-
ers Committee for Freedom of the
Press, said, ‘‘We are exploring the pos-
sibilities and looking at the types of law

journalists

_available.”

 Mr. Burch repeated the Pentagon’s
‘earlier assertions that reporters had
been excluded because of a need for se-

‘crecy and because the military could

notassure their safety.

Reporters have dismissed both argu-
ments. They say any element of sur-
prise had already been weakened be-
cause Grenadian and Cuban leaders
knew the invasion was coming. They
also said journalists had historically

not held the military responsible for
their safety.

Mr. Burch said live reports transmit-
ted by broadcast correspondents might
have given the opposing forces infor-
mation about the disposition of Ameri-
can troops. Journalists have said that
they did not violate security embargoes
in the past and would not have done so

-in this case.

Mr. Burch also said that reporters
might have been captured by enemy
forces and that the military would have
felt compelled to go to their rescue.

=<

MarChe“ré._ih Rumania Assail
Arm§ Plans of East and West

BUCHAREST, Rumania, Nov. 12
(AP) — About 30,000 people joined a

| Government-sponsored march today

against missile deployment in Europe
by both East and West. :

The Soviet Union has reportedly been
pressing Rumania to accept deploy-
ment of Soviet missiles if Soviet-
American arms talks fail and new mis-
siles are deployed in Western Europe.
According to the reports, the issue was
raised by Marshal Viktor G. Kulikov,
commander of Warsaw Pact forces,
during a visit here Sept. 13.

So far only East Germany and
Czechoslovakia have been declared
ready to station new Soviet weapons in
response to any Western deployment
starting next month. Rumania has pur-
sued an independent foreign policy and
is the only Soviet-bloc country that does
not contribute soldiers to Warsaw Pact
maneuvers and does not allow Soviet
troops on its territory.

Mr. Baker said the White House
would have had trouble selecting a pool
of reporters to accompany the landing
forces, as some journalists have sug-
gested and as has been done in the past.

“We have 1,800 people accredited
here,”” he said. ‘“We would have had
such backbiting and scratching that the
hue and cry would have been worse.”’

But he criticized the military for bar-
ring reporters on the second day of the
invasion, when the original decision
called for giving them access. He said
the military had control of the situation
and the President believed ‘“‘that the
commander should make that deci-,
sion.”

There are no firm rules governing
when reporters and cameramen should
be allowed on the scene of combat, and |
Pentagon press officers say there is no
written policy on the matter.

Many in the press say frequent con-
flicts between military claims and the
reality, as in Vietnam in the late 1960’s,
has made the public distrustful of the
Government even when it is telling the
truth. Public opinion sampling about
Grenada, however, has indicated gen-
eral support for the President and no
immediate or widespread skepticism
about Pentagon claims.

Mr. Baker, who has authority over
the White House press office, said the
need for secrecy also led to the decision
not to tell that press office about the
plans in advance.

On the night before the landing, the
White House press office dismissed as
‘‘preposterous’’ reports that such an
action was imminent. Later the chief
spokesman, Larry Speakes, said the in-
cident had undercut his credibility with
reporters, and his deputy, Les Janka,
resigned, protesting the fact that he
had not been told the truth.
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U.S. Detention Camp On Island Is Closed

- The Return to

Normal Is a

~ Slow Journey
For Grenada

By DAVID SHRIBMAN

ST. GEORGES, Grenada — Its tourist planners like

to portray Grenada as an exotic spice island, full of ro- .
mance, sparkling beaches and tropical drinks with rum

and a twist of lime. But even more exotic than its nut-
megs, cacao and bananas are its politics.

Grenada’s recent political history has been a pecul-
iar progression from revolution to an alignment with
Cuba to a military coup and finally to last month’s inva-
sion by American troops. Former Prime Minister Mau-
rice Bishop’s revolution “for work, for food, for decent
housing and health revenues” is dead, along with its lead-
er, and the alliance with Cuba is shattered. While once
Grenada was the focus of American concerns in the East-
ern Caribbean, the United States is now the focus of

" Grenadian hopes.

The response to these hopes is seen as important to
the United States position throughout the hemisphere.
For the time being, the Americans are the heroes, bring-
ing Grenada a breath of fresh air, an infusion of dollars
and, perhaps most important of all, an armada of road
repair equipment to level the grades and fill the potholes
that make travel around the 133-square-mile island
treacherous. But American officials, secure in resort
hotels behind sand bags and barbed wire, know that be-

fore long the people of Grenada will grow weary of the .

American presence here, with its military transports,
jeeps and armed foot patrols. _

So they are struggling to mold a policy that is at once
firm but gentle, trying to fill the vacuum created by the
departure of the Cubans and the Russians, making it
clear that Grenada is to remain in the American sphere,
but rendering that palatable with the sorts of induce-
ments that only money can buy. “I think it would be a
mistake for us to duplicate the Rus- 3
sian or Cuban presence,’”’ Charles A.
Gillespie, chief of the United States
Mission, said. “I think we should try
toavoid that.”

Ominous Beginnings

For some Grenadians, the
American stay began omi_nously
enough, the swift invasion being fol-
lowed by the establishment .of a de-
tention camp with grim 1so[at1op
chambers. Last week, perhaps in re-
sponse to a public outcry in the
United States, the camp was abruptly

~ closed and the number of roadblocks
was diminished. These actions, alqng
with the swearing-in of an interim
governing council, seemed to sxgpa]

- 2
back to its customary relaxed tone.

It is, however, an enforced calm.
Grenada is something of an occupied
country. American proraganda post-
ers cover many of the slogans of Mr.
Bishop’s New Jewel Movement.
American soldiers direct traffic, all
but run the only radio station on the
island, have taken control of the aix-
port the Cubans were helping to build
at Port Salines and are occupying
hotels and homes. “We love our
beaches here,” said one Grenadian,
“but now the barbed wire has taken
away thetaste.”

At the same time, many questions remain about the
independence both of the council and of the Governor
General himself, Sir Paul Scoon. American officials are
quick to deny that they are playing a part in governing
Grenada. ‘“The people who have surfaced in the Govern-
ment were not chosen by Americans,”’ said a senior State
Department official. But the new administration is aca-
demic and technocratic in flavor, and the leading role
played at its swearing-in by the council’s legal adviser, a
retired British Foreign Service officer named Anthony
R. Rushford, did little to calm fears that the council
would be prevented from acting as it wished.

Not all Grenadians are enthusiastic about their new

. Government but won’t have any choice or much say for a

while. No timetable for elections has been set and some
emergency powers remain in force. :

Perhaps the most curious development in the new at-
mosphere that prevails here is the revisionist view of Mr.
Bishop being taken by American officials. Even his
Grenadian opponents regarded Mr. Bishop as a popular
and brilliant leader, ruling both by force of personality
and by intelligence. He was, for many years, a nemesis
to the United States, but now American officials, under-
taking a psychological offensive on the island through
posters and loudspeakers in the remote countryside, take
pains not to cast aspersions on him.

‘‘Prime Minister Bishop was a very charismatic fig-
ure,” said Col. Jim Ashworth, head of Military and Psy-
chological Operations on Grenada. *“‘His death was very
tragic.” )

‘Jobs, Jobs, Jobs’

There is concern about his followers and sympathiz-

* ers, including the 600 members of the People’s Revolu-

tionary Army and the militia who were detained at the
American camp. Many of them are teen-agers, and when
the American road crews and soldiers have gone, these
young people will remain. The struggle for the future of
Grenada is a struggle for their allegiance.

The major issue may be, as American politicians are
fond of putting it, “jobs, jobs, jobs.”” Mr. Bishop’s entire
army is now unemployed and so are the 400 who worked
at the airport project. Youth unemployment, a chronic
problem in the West Indies, is especially severe on Gre- _
nada. ‘‘You've got to give these people jobs,”’ said an En-
glishwoman, a long-time resident. “We need so many
things on this island, and for the cost of one of those heli-
copters we could put some young people to work. They’re
on the streets at an explosive age.”

So the familiar phrase ‘“hearts and minds’’ is now on
the lips of Americans again. This time, the United States
begins with a formidable advantage, the genuine good
will of a foreign people. How it uses that good will may

_ help determine what good will the United States will have

throughout the Caribbean and Central America.

United Press International

brush in Grand Anse, Grenada.

U.S. Army paymasters paying Grenadians for filling sandbags and clearing
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By DAVID SHRIBMAN

ST. GEORGES, Grenada — Its tourist planners like
to portray Grenada as an exotic spice island, full of ro-
mance, sparkling beaches and tropical drinks with rum
and a twist of lime. But even more exotic than its nut-
megs, cacao and bananas are its politics.

Grenada’s recent political history has been a pecul-
iar progression from revolution to an alignment with
Cuba to a military coup and finally to last month’s inva-
sion by American troops. Former Prime Minister Mau-
rice Bishop’s revolution ‘‘for work, for food, for decent
housing and health revenues” is dead, along with its lead-
er, and the alliance with Cuba is shattered. While once
Grenada was the focus of American concerns in the East-
ern Caribbean, the United States is now the focus of
Grenadian hopes.

The response to these hopes is seen as important to
the United States position throughout the hemisphere.
For the time being, the Americans are the heroes, bring-
ing Grenada a breath of fresh air, an infusion of dollars
and, perhaps most important of all, an armada of road
repair equipment to level the grades and fill the potholes
that make travel around the 133-square-mile island
treacherous. But American officials, secure in resort
hotels behind sand bags and barbed wire, know that be-

fore long the people of Grenada will grow weary of the .

American presence here, with its military transports,
jeeps and armed foot patrols.

So they are struggling to mold a policy that is at once
firm but gentle, trying to fill the vacuum created by the
departure of the Cubans and the Russians, making it
clear that Grenada is to remain in the American sphere,
but rendering' that palatable with the sorts of induce-
ments that only money can buy. “I think it would be a
mistake for us to duplicate the Rus- A
sian or Cuban presence,”’ Charles A.
Gillespie, chief of the United States
Mission, said. ‘I think we should try
toavoid that.”

Ominous Beginnings

For some Grenadians, the
American stay began ominously
enough, the swift invasion being fol-
lowed by the establishment of a gle-
tention camp with grim isolation
chambers. Last week, perhaps in re-
sponse to a public outcry in the
United States, the camp was abruptly

was diminished. These actions, along
with the swearing-in of an interim
governing council, seemed to signal
“na island may be inching.
back to its customary relaxed tone.

It is, however, an enforced calm.
Grenada is something of an occupied
country. American proraganda post-
ers cover many of the slogans of Mr.
Bishop’s New Jewel Movement.
American soldiers direct traffic, all
but run the only radio station on the
island, have taken control of the air-
port the Cubans were helping to build
at Port Salines and are occupying
hotels and homes. “We love our
beaches here,” said one Grenadian,
““but now the barbed wire has taken
away thetaste.”

At the same time, many questions remain about the
independence both of the council and of the Governor
General himself, Sir Paul Scoon. American officials are
quick to deny that they are playing a part in governing
Grenada. ‘“The people who have surfaced in the Govern-
ment were not chosen by Americans,’” said a senior State
Department official. But the new administration is aca-
demic and technocratic in flavor, and the leading role
played at its swearing-in by the council’s legal adviser, a
retired British Foreign Service officer named Anthony
R. Rushford, did little to calm fears that the council
would be prevented from acting as it wished.

Not all Grenadians are enthusiastic about their new
Government but won’t have any choice or much say for a
while. No timetable for elections has been set and some
emergency powers remain in force. :

Perhaps the most curious development in the new at-
mosphere that prevails here is the revisionist view of Mr.
Bishop being taken by American officials. Even his
Grenadian opponents regarded Mr. Bishop as a popular
and brilliant leader, ruling both by force of personality
and by intelligence. He was, for many years, a nemesis
to the United States, but now American officials, under-
taking a psychological offensive on the island through
posters and loudspeakers in the remote ¢ountryside, take
pains not to cast aspersions on him.

“Prime Minister Bishop was a very charismatic fig-
ure,” said Col. Jim Ashworth, head of Military and Psy-
chological Operations on Grenada. ‘His death was very
tragic.”

‘Jobs, Jobs, Jobs’

There is concern about his followers and sympathiz-
ers, including the 600 members of the People’s Revolu-
tionary Army and the militia who were detained at the
American camp: Many of them are teen-agers, and when
the American road crews and soldiers have gone, these
young people will remain. The struggle for the future of
Grenada is a struggle for their allegiance.

The major issue may be, as American politicians are
fond of putting it, ““jobs, jobs, jobs.” Mr. Bishop’s entire
army is now unemployed and so are the 400 who worked
at the airport project. Youth unemployment, a chronic

problem in the West Indies, is especially severe on Gre-

nada. “You’ve got to give these people jobs,”” said an En-
glishwoman, a long-time resident. ‘““We need so many
things on this island, and for the cost of one of those heli-
copters we could put some young people to work. They’re
on the streets at an explosive age.”

So the familiar phrase ‘‘hearts and minds’’ is now on
the lips of Americans again. This time, the United States
begins with a formidable advantage, the genuine good
will of a foreign people. How it uses that good will may

_ help determine what good will the United States will have

throughout the Caribbean and Central America.

United Press International

U.S. Army paymasters paying Grenadians for filling sandbags and clearing

brush in Grand Anse, Grenada.
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RANGERS HONORED: John O. March, Secretary of the Army, awarding
Combat Infantry Badges to 210 Rangers who took part in the Grenada
‘ operation. The ceremony was held Friday in Fort Lewis, Wash.

Grenada’s New Airport
Seems on Hold for Now

By DAVID SHRIBMAN
Special to The New York Times

POINT SALINES, Grenada, Nov. 16
— The runway here is unfinished, elec-
trical wires hang from the ceiling of the
cinder-block terminal building and it is
unclear when the airport that Cubans
were helping to construct before the in-
vasion of Oct. 25 will be completed.

Neither the United States nor the
Grenadian authorities appear to be cer-
tain who will pay for the airport, which
the Government of Prime Minister
Maurice Bishop had planned to com-
mission next spring.

Before Mr. Bishop was deposed and |
slain by soldiers loyal to Marxist hard- | -

liners in the ruling New Jewel Move-
ment, his Government had declared

1984 to be the Year of the International |

Airport, to coincide with the fifth ann-
niversary of his seizure of power. Pic-
tures of the airport appear on the cover
of the current telephone directory and
on calendars throughout the island.

In the aftermath of the invasion,
however, American officials say the
United States has no formal plans to
press for the completion of the airport.

““But that doesn’t mean we’re ignor-
ing it,”” said James Dandridge, a State
Department spokesman here. ‘“We just
have no official project on the comple-
tion of the airport. Right now we have
to get the country moving again.”

‘See What the Situation Is’

“At the moment, we’ve stopped to
see what the situation is,” said Alex
Forbes, site manager for I-lessey, the
British company that was installing the
power, baggage handling, public ad-
dress, navigation and communications
Systems at the airport. “We don’t know
whether we carry on or not,’” he said.

Negotiations are under way among
local construction officials, the new
Grenadian Government, United States
officials and international lenders to
find financial commitments for the
completion of the project..

Much construction equipment was
damaged in the invasion, and some has
been vandalized since then. The run-
way still lacks one of the five levels of
pavement required to seal it for the use
of jumbo jets, and there is concern that
the traffic of American C-130 and C-141
military transport aircraft may al-
ready have damaged it. Meanwhile,

the nearly 400 Grenadian workers who
had been employed in airport construc-
tion are without jobs.

United States officials expressed sus-
picions before the invasion that the air-
port was intended for military pur-
poses. Now, while the airport is unfin-
ished, it has emerged as the fulcrum of
American military activities.

Huge American military transport
planes sit on the tarmac, the uncom-
pleted terminal is full of American
military officers and a large flag flut-
ters from a nearby hill.

A few miles away, on the campus of

the St. George’s University Medical |

School, the scene is similar. Barbed
wire and sandbags line the campus,
which is being used as the headquar-
ters of the 82d Airborne Division, and
olive jeeps are parked beside the stu-
dents’ beached canoes and sailboats.
The medical students are gone, their
classes having been temporarily relo-
cated to New Jersey, Long Island and
Barbados. The sign-up sheets for intra-
mural basketball and volleyball are
fading in the Caribbean sun. The 115
local employees remain, mingling with
the soldiers and their equipment, but
all but a handful of the university’s
American employees are gone.

Classes are expected to resume on
the Grenada campus in January.

““We have no structural damage any-
where, just some bullet holes here and
there,”” said Gary J. Solin, bursar of the
school. “The big problem will be the
parents, who will wonder if it is safe.”’

United States military personnel alsc
control another symbolic power center,
the nation’s air waves. From a one-
room studio set up by the Navy, Radio
Spice Island broadcasts news, weath-
er, music and announcements.

That, too, is temporary, according to
Col. Jim Ashworth, commander of
military psychological operations on
Grenada. When Grenadians are ready
to resume operating the station, ‘“‘we
will depart the area,”’ the colonel said.

At the Point Salines airport, Ronald
G. Smith, the project manager, re-
mains confident. It will get finished,”
he said. “By whom, and how, and ex-
actly when, I do not know, but it will get

finished.””
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Reporters, Allowed Into Cuba, Found Familiar Curbs

By RICHARD J. MEISLIN
Special to The New York Times

HAVANA, Nov. 15 — The Govern-
ment of Fidel Castro, conscious that
the battle over Grenada was one of
image as well as military might, was
unusually open in allowing foreign re-
porters into Cuba after the invasion.

But once here, the journalists found
their access to other than the official
line virtually as limited as always.

The openness, according to officials
and foreign diplomats here, was in-
tended to insure that Cuba’s side of the
story was presented internationally as
well as to pose a contrast to the Reagan
Administration’s prohibitions against
reporters traveling to Grenada in the
first days of the conflict. In a country
that is normally a stickler for red tape,
one reporter from The Los Angeles
Times was even permitted to enter
without his passport.

‘““What they obviously wanted,”” Mr.
Castro said of the Reagan Administra-
tion, ‘“was to monopolize and manipu-
late the information so they could lie
without hindrance to world public opin-
ion, including the people of the United
States.”

A Contrast Is Made

He said: ‘‘There W
tion of the news, nothi s hidden
from the people, in our country. All re-

ports concerning the invasion that were
manaivad dirocely (rOM Grenada were

transmitted to our population just as
they arrived, even though the ones on
Oct. 26 turned out to be exaggerated.
As a matter of principle, at no time
were efforts made to play down the
seriousness of the situation or to mini-
mize the magnitude of the dangers fac-
ing our compatriots.”’

Although Mr. Castro did not say so,
the Oct. 26 report he mentioned was be-
lieved to be one that said the last six re-
sisting Cubans had wrapped them-
selves in the Cuban flag and set them-
selves afire.

Reporters covering the story from
Havana were given relatively rapid ac-
cess to Government communiqués and
official statements and unusual access
to diplomatic notes passing between
the Cuban and the United States Gov-
ernments.

While questions remain over some of
the information offered — where the
Cuban troops were fighting on the is-
land and what Cuba’s long-range inten-
tions for Grenada might have been, for
example — the vast majority of factual
information was subsequently shown to
be correct.

‘Fidel Is Running This One’

“It’s uncharacteristic,”’ one Western
diplomat here said, “but Fidel is run-
ning this one himself, and when that
happens, the information flows.””

The improved access extended to
some interviews with officials as well,
but, as usual, only with those the Gov-
jernment felt it appropriate for report-
ers to see. Mr. Castro himself had a

news conference the night after the in-
vasion, and the Deputy Foreign Minis-
ter, Ricardo Alarcén, was available for
news conferences and private inter-
views several times.

Other interviews, however, were |
handled as they are during most visits-

by reporters tg Cuba — a formal re-
quest was made to a reporter’s Foreign
Ministry liaison (the people referred to
by the press corps as ‘“‘the nannies’’)
and a judgment was made on whether
or not the person would be available.

“They kept asking me to make a list
of the people I wanted to see, so I fi-
nally did,” one United States newspa-
per reporter said. “They came back
the next day and said, ‘Sorry, we can’t
dothese this time.” ”

Embassy Contacts Are Limited

Reporters wanting to visit Cuba are
generally asked to provide such a list
before their visas are considered, and
whether the interviews will be ap-
proved influences the decision on
whether the visa is granted. A Foreign
Ministry spokesman said the Govern-
ment might divine what a reporter’s in-
tentions were from the list but that this
was not fundamental to deciding
whether a visa would be issued.

i EFg%use of the limitations of this sys-
eovering-Cuba seldom

b
have a group of independent, knowl-

edgeable people they can call to give
additional insight into official state- |

ments.

In addition, since the United States
‘Interests Section here is strictly lim-
ited in its contacts with Cubans, it
tends not to be able to offer much in the
way of inside information, as United
States embassies elsewhere in the re-
gion often do.

One United States official here dis-
piritedly gave an assessment of Cuban
publi¢ opinion based on ‘‘my usual

Cuban source’” — a member of his
household staff.
Looser Rein on Reporters

With more than 120 foreign reporters
in the country at the peak of the crisis,
the Government was unable to monitor
their movements as closely as usual.
While it made up for this by scheduling
frequent news events that brought

to miss the third landing of an aircraft
bringing back prisoners from Grenada
could wander Havana without any ob-
vious difficulty, trying to get a sense of
the Cuban people and their impressions
‘of what was happening.

With the tightly controlled press,
radio and television and the influence
of labor committees and the Commit-
tees for the Defense of the Revolution
— block organizations that keep close

track of individuals’ movements —

those impressions were quite consis-
tent, although one could get a sense
that Cuba’s policy of ‘‘international-
ism”’ did not have universal support.

Some reporters were wary of making
too many unauthorized forays, how-
ever, lest they hurt their chances of re-
turning in the future.

A spokesman for the Foreign Minis-

!

| everyone together, those who preferred |

try said this fear was groundless. “You | visas to Cuba were granted. He said re-
have full access to this country,” he |quests by Cuban journalists to cover
said, adding that about 98 percent of |the United States were routinely

‘United States journalists’ requests for | denied.

section of The Times today.

Cuba Takes Out Ad in Times ;\
To Publicize Castro Speech

The Cuban Government, in a paid ad-
vertisement in The New York Times
today, is publishing the complete text
of a speech given by Fidel Castro last
Monday denouncing the United States
invasion of Grenada.

A Cuban official in the Cuban inter-
ests section of the Czechoslovak Em-
bassy in Washington said in a telephone
interview yesterday that the speech’
was being publicized in the United
States ‘‘because we think it’s a good
time to do it.”” Mr. Castro’s speech was
widely reported by foreign correspond-
ents in Havana.

“It is a simple element of transmit-
ting this to the North American press,”’
the official said. ‘“‘We think it’s impor-
tant to give what Fidel said in this
speech.” The advertisement appears
on pages 40 and 41 of the main news
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Cuba Loses a Foothold but Keeps Its Cool

By RICHARD J. MEISLIN

HAVANA

AVING watched the revolution it had nurtured in

Grenada collapse under internal divisions and

then get swept aside by the American invasion,

the Cuban Government last week turned its at-

tention to containing the damage to its prestige and influ-

ence. Havana seemed to be seeking to portray itself as a

country whose stake in Grenada, aside from the safety of

its citizens there, was limited — suggesting that it could

afford to be unconcerned about events on the island save

. as evidence of the “‘imperialist Yankee aggression” it
says is threatening the Caribbean and Central America.

While the United States was barring reporters from
Grenada, Fidel Castro invited the foreign press to
Havana en masse. He deluged reporters with daily com-
muniqués, news conferences, and copies of usually se-
cret, low-key diplomatic notes exchanged with the Rea-
gan Administration.

Mr. Castro even displayed a dry sense of humor
Asked about the military role of the Cubans on Grenada,
he said ‘“‘the proof that they are workers and constructors
is the excellent airport they built in a very brief time,
where dozens of American aircraft were able to land de-
spite the fact that it was not yet finished.’’ The understat-
ed, nonprovocative tone, a Foreign Ministry offic al said,

was calculated to give a statesmanlike Wm
abroad while persuading people at home that their

was not at stake. ‘It shows a maturity,’” the official said.

“We are not a great power, but we do have a role.””

At home, it seemed to work. Things in Havana, sofar
as reporters had the opportunity to see, went on normal-
ly. The lives of most Cubans seemed to be interrupted lit-
tle more than the lives of most Americans during a for-
eign policy crisis. The relative speed with which the
United States took control of the island and repatriated
the Cubans there also seemed to be working in Mr. Cas-
tro’s favor by preventing impatience from developing.

Abroad was another matter, however. Mr. Castro
was forced to remind the outside world of a reality often
forgotten. “We do not have the means’’ in terms of planes
or ships, he said, to give direct military assistance to
allies under assault by the United States. Nor did Mr.
Castro appear eager to get into a grand-scale test of wills
or force with the United States, a Cuban official said pri-
vately. “If there are hostilities between the United States
and Cuba,”” he added, “they will involve not only the
United States and Cuba.” Who else would become in-

© onOct.25. :
_ ‘David and Goliath’

“ volved was not entirely clear. East European diplomats

in Havana reminded reporters that there was no mutual
defense pact between Cuba and the Soviet Union, any
more than between Grenada and Cuba.

The danger for Havana was that its caution would be
viewed abroad as a sign of weakness. The influential
French newspaper Le Monde, in a front-page editorial,
asserted that ‘‘Cuba, severely checked, appears to be the
big loser of the Grenada operation.” A more common
view expressed by Cuban officials and Western diplo-
mats in Havana was that while Grenada was a setback
for the Cubans, it would probably have little long-term ef-
fect on its “internationalist’’ stand. ‘‘We have not, we are
not, going to reconsider our internationalist policy,” in-
sisted Ricardo Alarcén, the Deputy Foreign Minister. ““I
would say it is the United States that has to reconsider its
policy when by continuing this aggressionist, interven-
tionist policy in the area it provokes more opposition,
more anger, more denunciations.”

Without doubt, however, the Grenada events caused
nervousness. among some Cuban allies. Nicaragua,
which has long feared that the United States-supported
insurgency against it could turn into

‘““Certainly Reagan has kept him off balance,” the
diplomat said of Mr. Castro, but to gain an advantage,
the Administration would have to “get across the idea
that the Cubans were really up to something dirty.’”’” The
Reagan Administration last week made public copies of
what it said were secret military agreements by Cuba,
the Soviet Union and North Korea to supply Grenada with
military equipment and advisers.

The wounded Cubans flown back to Havana from
Grenada last week did not give the impression of being
members of the crack fighting force described in Wash-
ington. Nor, from their own reports, did they appear to.
have been the people who offered the unexpected resist-
ance reported by the Pentagon during the first days of
fighting. Several returnees spoke of lacking guns or guid-
ance on how to battle the Americans.

In their conversations with foreign 1ouma11sts at
least, the construction workers had little to say about the
legitimacy of their task in Grenada. ‘I would like to stay
here,” said Miguel Adama Gay, a 44-year-old steam-
roller operator who returned home from Grenada last
week. ‘“‘But if Fidel tells me to go, I'll go again.”

direct United States military inter-
vention, has been issuing daily de-
mands for condemnation of the Gre-
nada attack since the Marines landed

Lieut. Col. Dési Bouterse, the
leftist leader of Suriname who had
enjoyed friendly relations with Hava-
na, surprised Cuban and Western dip-
lomats by expelling the Cuban Am-
bassador. Although the Cuban Gov-
ernment has not commented, a West-
ern diplomat said Colonel Bouterse
had been made nervous by the
Cubans’ contacts with lesser Suri-
name officials and may have feared
that Cuba was sowing dissent in his
ranks. A Western diplomat friendly
to the Reagan Administration, mean-.
while, said the impact on the Cubans
would depend on how well they sus-
tained the “David versus Goliath,
image — noble Cuban construction
workers battling thousands of invad-
ing troops.”

Associated Press '
Fidel Castre and brother Raiil at ceremony for wounded Cubans last week.
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To Ordeals
InGrenada,
Add aTrial

By JOSEPH B. TREASTER
Special to The New York Times

ST. GEORGE'S, Grenada — In &
smatl, bare courtreom, high on a wind-
swept pinnacie overlooking the pieture-
postcard harbor dotted with sailing
yachts, steamers loading bananas and
cruise ships unleading tourists, 17 men
and a woman are being tried here on
charges of committing one of the most
spectacular murders the Caribbean
has ever witnessed.

It was a crime that not only took the
life of the leftist Prime Minister of Gre-
nada, Maurice Bishop, and 10 others
nearly three years ago. it also brought
about the death of a revolution pro-
claimed by the leftists, whose Goverr-
ment was seen by the Reagan Adminis-
tration as a festering threat to the
United States and its allies throughout
the Western Hemisphere.

The killings grew out of a dispute
over leadership of the radicai Govern-
ment, which was then four years oid.
After Mr. Bishop’s death, a hard-line
faction that called itseif the Revolu-
tionary Military Council! took over and
imposed a 24-hour curfew that made
residents of the spectacularly beautiful
littie island prisoners in their owa
homes. Six days later, the United
States sent in more than 5,000 marines
and paratroopers in the first use of
force in the Caribbean by American
military units in nearly twe decades.

A Return to Tranguillity

The American troops, along with a
small force of Caribbean soldiers, ar-
rested the members of the Revolution-
ary Military Council and instalied an
interim Government that administered
Grenada until electicns were held in
the fall of 1984. In that election, Herbert
A. Blaize, a 66-year-old seif-educated
lawyer who is an admiver of Ronald
Reagan, became Prime Minister.

Now, for the most vart, fascination
with international politics has waned in
Grenada. More than $8¢ million in
United States aid has made Grenada
more prosperous than some of the
neighboring islauds in the eastern
Caribbean, but it is gradually returning
to the sleepy pace that had once made
it a favorite with the international
yachting set and other foreigners who

reamed of & tropical hideaway.

The trial, however, is a pamful re-
minder of the avtocratic regime of Sir
Eric Gairy, which dated from pre-inde-
pendence days and was overthrown in
1978 by the lefiists, and of the years
that followed, in which Grenada’s econ-
omy went into disastrous decline and
the leftist Governmenit itself finally ex-
ploded in violence.

Stunning Ferocity

Witnesses have described a kiliing of
stunning ferocity. Mr. Bishop, who was
an enormously popular Prime Minis-
ter, and three sentor menbers of s
Government, including the Mimstey of
Education, Jacaneline Creft, whe was
pregnant with Mr. Bishop’s mdu were
lined up against a wall at a {ort in the
heart of the ca;;i,; atong with four

e

Acting Chief Justice Dennis
Byron,above, is presiding in
trial of 18 defendants for the
murder of Maurice Bishop,
top right, former Prime
Minister of Grenada, and 10
others. Among members of
the prosecution team are
Giric 3. Dougan, far right,
and Karl Hudson—Pthhps.

slit his throat well after it was clear
that ne was dead, a witness has told the
court. Then all the bodies were dumped
in an open pit, doused with gasoline and
set afire. Only fragments of bone,
ciothing, jewelry and scraps of charred
documents were recovered.

The police and many Grenadians say
they believe that as many as 106 other
supporters of Mr. Bishop may have
been kilied in other shooting at the fort.
The defendants zre accused of killing
three others in addition to those cut
down by the firing squad, but no other
bodies have been found and a coroner’s
inquiry has been postponed until after
the murder trial.

A Political Drama

To tne dismay of most Grenadians,
the defendants and their team of eight
Jamaican lawyers have succeeded in
turning the trial inte a long-running
political drama that is likely to con-
tinue for months, it not years, through,
appeals and possibly even a retrial. Ali’
the defendants ave accused of murder
and face the death penalty.

Al their arraignment 21 months ago,
the defendants refused to plead guilty
or not guilty. They referred to them-
selves as prisoners of war and said they
had been tortured and otherwise mis-
treated in  jail. Prison authorities
denied the accusations, '
In an cu (h“ st in court,
W ;%’f, ade
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\.
slit his throat well after it was clear
that he was dead, a witness has told the
court. Then all the bodies were dumped
in an open pit, doused with gasoline and
set afire. Only fragments bone,
clothing, jewelry and scraps of charred

cuments were recovered. N

he police and many Grenadians say
thewbelieve that as many as 100 other
supporters of Mr. Bishop may have
been kiNed in other shooting at the fort.
The defexndants are accused of killing
three others in addition to those cut
down by the\firing squad, but no other
bodies have bé? found and a coroner’s
inquiry has been postponed until after
the murder trial.\

A Political Drama

To the dismay of most Grenadians,
the defendants and thelr team of eight
Jamaican lawyers have'succeeded in
turning the trial into a Jong-running
political drama that is likely to con-
tinue for months, if not years, through
appeals and possibly even a reti\'\z;l. All
the defendants are accused of murder
and face the death penalty. X

At their arraignment 21 months ago,
the defendanis refused to plead guiity
or not guilty. They referred to them-

elves as prisoners of war and said they
had been tortured and otherwise mis-
treated in jail. Prison authorities
denied the accusations.

In z!ﬁ\gui burst in court, Leon Corn-
wall, a defendant who had been a mem-

ber of the raling party’s Centrai Com- '

mitice and e lefisi Government’s
Ambassador toCuba, its principal ally,
said he and the «)Q;.cs’.s had beer: “‘kid-
anapped” and “pub on trial” by the
United States zo thal\/they can justify
their illegal invasion”™\

The Americans, he said, had organ-

ized *these vulgar proceedings,”” hop-
ing to “physically eliminate us.”
Defense Lawyers Withdraw

In mid-April, shortly before the jury
was sworn in and after many attempts
to have the case dismissed had failed,
the leader of the defense team an-
nounced that he and his colleagues
were withdrawing from the “supposed
trial,” leaving their clients to fend for
themselves. Eventually, the lawyer,
lan Ramsay, was charged with con-
tempt of court.

Mr. Ramsay, who went on to de-
scribe the Grenada court in a letter to
Jamaica’s leading newspaper as a kan-
garoo court, told Acting Chief Justice
Denmis Byron that his chients had or-
dered him to withdraw. But one defend-
ant, whe later testified for the prosecu-
tion in exchange for a conditional par-
don, said in a sworn statement that Mr.
Ramsay had told his clients to dismiss
their lawyers as part of an overall
strategy to disrupt the proceedings.

Government and court officials say
that no Grenadian lawyers would take
the case and that because the defend-
anis said they had no money, the Gov-
ernment paid the Jamaican team’s
fees and expenses, which came ta a
total of nearly $430,000.

Mr. Rarnsay has continued to meet
with the defendanis outside the court
and to pursue various appeals. The de-
fendants have filed haif a dozen mo-
ions maintaining that the Grenada Su-
preme Court, winch many of the de-
fendanis helped the radical Govern-
{ create, is uncanstitutiopal and
should not be hearing their case.

The court, which the new democratic
Govermment has tlemporarily retaineg,
is identical to one it superseded,

e —— e s i

except that the old practice of taking
appeals to the Privy Council in Britain,
a holdover from colonial days, was
eliminated. Now, independent Grena-
dian lawyers say, what the defendanis
most want is to have their appeal heard
by a court that is thousands of miles
from the scene of the crime.

Protests in Court

As the prosecution began presenting
witnesses in April, the defendants
broke into loud chants, clapping their
hands and stamping their feet until the
judge ordered themn handenffed and re-
moved from the courtreorn.

Then, after each witness testified,
the defendants were led back into court
and asked, one by one, if they wished to

ross-examine. They  consistently
refused, but often took the opportunity
to denounce the court and proceedings.

As the irial continued, the defendants
insisted that they were not participat-
ing. But in an awkward version of legal
language, they often raised objections
about “the said witness,”’ the proserci.
tion lawyers and the impossibiity of

their getting a “free and fain” tnal, | |
The prosecution rested its case early in |

the second week of july, and the ac-
cused were invited to speak in their
own defense. Some declared their inne-
cence in a few words; others rambled
on for several hours.
There is strong local sentiment
apainst the defendants. Nearly everv-
> seems convinced that thev arv
guilty, and many seem distressed the
the proceedings have takern so lor
have becorne a platform for politi
speeches. There are unhappy mutter-
mgs, teo, over the cost of the 1
which Senator Derek Knight estina
inay run Lo nearly $2 miilion.
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