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Bill & Ted Talk About Pot
- By Michael Levine
Meet "Bill and Ted". Both are seniors at UMass and both
are fed up. Despite the fact that they both hold jobs, do not
harm others, and maintain respectable grade-point-averages, they are still seen as criminals in the eyes of the law.
The reason being, both smoke marijuana daily.
"I am a peaceful person,"explained Bill. "I haven't been in
a fight since I was a kid and I don't vandalize things or drive
drunk. I don't understand why the government would spend
tax dollars to arrest a person like me whose only crime is
smoking a plant which comes from the earth, while there are
people out there pouring chemicals into water supplies and
chopping down rainforests!!"
"Bill and Ted" (who have chosen to remain anonymous),
harbor strong feelings concerning the drug issue. While both
are outraged over the current legal status of their favorite
drug, both are also extremely scared. They resent their
government for allowing more harmful drugs to be legal but
fear voicing their opinion too loudly. They do not want the
government to make yet another "example" of them. They
fear for their future and how the drug war will affect them,
the casual pot smoker.
"I work for a living and I don't harm anyone else," pleaded
Ted. "But someone says it's not okay ifl want to come home_
at the end of each day, do a few bong hits and relax. And that
areover21,youcangoout
same someone says if you
and drink as much alcohol
as you want. Then people
get in their
(continued on page 5)

Bush Whacking - By David Caputo
C.I.A. Loots U.S. Banks
A scandal is brewing which could blow a serious hole in
the CIA, FBI, and the Bush Administration. According to
detailed reports published in The Houston Post, the Central
Intelligence Agency, in conjunction with the Mafia and
other organized crime groups, has stolen at least 13 billion
dollars from 22 Savings & Loan institutions. These actions
led to the collapse of all22 banks. The FBI and the Justice
Department are cooperating with this scam by not investigating, and in some cases covering up, these allegations.
One might think that an explosive story like this would
be aggressively pursued by the press, but the New York
Times, Washington Post, Wall St. Journal, and Boston
Globe have all either only carried very short wire stories
(buried on page 12), or have ignored it completely. This is
a common tactic of the mainstream press when something
is potentially uncontrollable, but there is so much information out there already that they have to at least mention it.
A one paragraph wire story buried in the back is a useful
tool to deflect charges of censorship. ("Look, we're carrying it, see ... it's right here on page 27 ... ") Media control and
suppression in the modem era of widespread access to
independent communication is much more difficult to do,
so thought control has become a battle of emphasis. Read
the back pages of newspapers carefully, choice info-nuggets abound. This story will be a good candidate for Project
Censored's top 10 list this year.
The U.S. Savings & Loan crisis is of staggering proportions. At least 150 billion dollars will be required to pay off
federally insured depositors in failed thrifts. Considering
that the Massachusetts budget deficit of $500 million is
causing severe cutbacks in education, housing, health care
and other social services, the true size of the problem
becomes evident: Three hundred times the size of the
(continued on page 3)
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Over breakfast on January 15, 1989 a new samizdatstyle underground newspaper was formed. The Weekly
News will be published every possible Thursday for the
forseeable future. Our purpose is to bring the ignored
truth to light, keep it in the light, and make sure something gets done about it. We are computer and photocopier based. The power of desk-top publishing combined with the widespread availability of photo-copyiers has revolutionary potential for those who wish to
engage themselves actively in our planet and the problems that confront it. If you have access to a photocopier, subscribe to The Weekly News. When you get
it, copy it a couple of times and hand it out to your
friends. If you work at an office, don't get yourself in
trouble, but there is usually an acceptable level of
personal use that is considered an unspoken fringe
benefjt. If you own a photo-copier, then make lots of
copies and give them out. Individuals and groups may
add extra pages to the paper when they do this, as long
as they are clearly marked as to their origin. This is an
open-ended exercise in participatory journalism. We do
collective editing and try to become better writers as we
practice. I hope you send us your address so that we may
send you a free issue.
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If you have missed any issues of The Weekly
News and want to catch up, send$1.00perissueto
the paper's address. Be sure to indicate the issue
number(s) you want. Special for new readers:
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Social Thought & Political Economy Program's
Desktop Publishing Task Force. We are a nonprofit information networking service and sell
advertising to pay for printing costs. Writers and
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office,E-27Machmer, UMass,Amherst,MA01002.
The views expressed in The Weekly News are
those of the individual authors.

The Weekly News needs YOU!!
If you are sick of corporate media newspeak and
government brainwashing then write to us.
Outrage is a terrible thing to waste....
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of a CIA contra resupply flight which triggered the whole
Iran/Contra scandal. This is not a case of the fox loose in the
henhouse, the foxes OWN the henhouse and have hired a
Sales - Service - Rentals
couple of actors to pretend that they are farmers. MeanCalculators & Office Products
while, the bulk of the corporate media fails to mention this
obvious conflict of interest, and instead focuses on whether
Authortzed Dealer
or
not Poindexter lied to Congress once or twice. These lies
for
are only petty incedents in a criminal enterprise which stole
SMITii-CARONA
OLIVETTI, ADLER
billions of dollars and killed thousands of people.
Despite the big media ignoring this story, the word is
65 North Pleasant St. Amherst, MA 01002
Robert W. Green
(.:l13) 253-5087
getting out. People are clued in that the whole thing is a
scam. The progressive media (Nation, Utne Reader, etc ... ),
books (especially Inside Job: The Looting of America's
Savings and Loans by Pizzo/Fricker/Muoio), the video
CROSSROAD$ COMICS
Coverup, lectures, and other creative interactions are servThe bast in com1cs and games
ing up a rich harvest of information about who is doing what
A OM$10ttf OF ~LO OOM.~H~l!ON E:NTfRP~!StS
to whom (exploitation, environmental degredation, poisoning, torture, rape, starvation, murder). People are using this
information to organize and fight back. A major march and
demonstration in Washington to end the war in Central
America and remember Archbishop Oscar Romero of El
John Risley
96 N. Pleasant St
George Brace
Amherst, Ma
Salvador is slated for March 24. This is ten years to the day
413-253-3480
01002
after Romero was gunned down in cold blood while giving
communion. Roberto D' Aubisson, President-for-Life of
(continued from page 1)
the ARENA party and man behind the throne in El Salvador,
Massachusetts shortfall.
ordered
the killing. He probably also ordered the barbaric
Fraud was the prtncipal cause of death for each of the 22
S&L's listed in the Post report. The CIA, using its usual torture/murder of the six Jesuit preists, their cook, and her
network of front companies and Mafiosi, infiltrated and/or daughter last November. It's so much his style.
There will also be marches that day in San Francisco, Los
bought up S&L's, then proceeded to make large "loans"
(never intended to be paid back) to agents and groups Angeles, and Austin, Texas. The rally following the Washinvolved in gun running, drug smuggling, and aid to the ington march will be at the White House. After the rally
there will be a non-violent civil disobedience action. This
~icaraguan Contras. This represents a back door appropriations process, since the Congress is now obliged to allocate will be sure to attract the attention of the scores of TV
vast sums to pay off the failed S&L depositors whose money · cameras permanently parked in the White House breifing
room. The principal contradiction of modem capitalism is
was stolen.
This information is coming to light just as the mock trial that global communication internationalizes people and
oflran-Contra commander John Poindexter, National Secu- gives them the power to create positive change faster than it
rity Adviser under Reagan/Bush, gets underway. Poindex- gives the assholes the ability to fuck things up. Having a
ter was originally charged with thirteen felonies in connec- worldwide television audience for this demonstration and
tion with the Iranscam operation. This has been reduced to CD action will greatly enhance the cause of international
almost none because the Bush Justice Dept. has convinced peace and justice. Stay tuned, this should get interesting.
Special Prosecutor Lawrence Walsh to drop most of the
charges on the grounds that pursuing them would "endanger For more information on this story send $2.00 to The
national security." The motives for the Bush Administra- Weekly News to cover postage and photocopying costs or
tion wanting to squash the charges are obvious enough, but call Pete Brewton at the Houston Post for a photocopy of all
what is less well known is the fact that Prosecutor Walsh Post stories on this subject to date.
himself is complicit in the coverup. His law firm used to
Houston Post (713) 840-5600
register planes for Southern Air Transport, a CIA front
company which owned the C-130 cargo plane that Eugene Write to your Congressperson and local newspaper. This
Hasenfus was shot down in. It was that shootdown/capture is a huge scam and should not remain underexposed.
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(continued from page 1)
cars and drive around and kill people. It's ridiculous!"
"The war on drugs has affected me by raising the price of
pot and cheapening the price of cocaine. I really can't figure
it out,"said Bill.
Although both began drinking alcohol before smoking
pot, in time marijuana became the drug of choice for each.
While they still use alcohol somewhat frequently (on weekends), they admit their smoking habit far exceeds their
drinking.
"There is no justifiable arguement to allow alcohol, or for
that matter tobacco, to be legal while marijuana is not,"
proclaimed Bill. "Alcohol and tobacco are unquestionably
more harmful to you than pot."
N.O.R.M.L.- the National Organization for the Reform of
Marijuana Laws, strongly agrees with Bill. A recent advertisement from the group urged citizens to ask their doctor
which of the following was the least harmful to their health;
showing a photo of a cigarette, a drink, and a joint. Underneath the picture it read, "Now ask your Congressman why
it's illegal."
"Nearly 490,000 Americans will die this year from accidents or illnesses related to alcohol or tobacco," the ad goes
on to read. "But Marijuana is no killer. In fact, medical
ev1dence indicates many foods we commonly consume
pose a greater danger to human health than marijuana. Still
it remains illegal - consuming $5 billion of our tax dollars for
our law enforcement each year. But if regulated, marijuana
sales would generate $10 to $15 billion dollars in annual tax
revenue."
The ad then aims itself at people very much like
5 Bill and Ted. People who can be described as casual,

responsible, working-class pot smokers.
"400,000 people are arrested each year on marijuana
charges ... If you enjoy occasional recreational use, this fact
should trouble you. Because while these laws remain on the
books you're in jeapordy. You risk social and financial
disaster. In many states you can still be sent to prison for
possessing even a small quantity of pot. Now consider the
escalating 'War on Drugs,' penalties for marijuana possession are being severely increased (In Massachusetts you can
lose your driver's license for up to five years and receive a
federal civil fine of up to $10,000) - putting you at greater
risk than ever before."
Undoubtedly, it is the federal government's "War on
Drugs" that led to the enlargement of a group such as
N.O.R.M.L. Responsible drug users have banded together
to fight against a law they feel threatens many of their
constitutional rights .and is simply unfair.
Lately, groups who advocated legalization for years have
gained some unsuspecting allies when conservative intellectuals such as economist Milton Friedman, former Secretary of State George P. Schultz, syndicated columnist William F. Buckley, (the list goes on and on), spoke out on what
they feel is the only solution to this nation's drug problem:
Legalization. But when it comes to Bill and Ted, two
average, run of the mill pot smokers, the issue oflegalization
is one where their opinions differ.
"I think all drugs should be legal," said Bill, "and I mean
everything. It is the illegality of the drugs that brings about
the violence. All the fighting is over money. If the government sold it they could regulate it and control it, thus
removing the profit aspect from drug dealing. Look at how
much power the druglords in Columbia have; if it was made
(continued on next page)
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(continued from page 5)
legal the third-world governments could sell it and it would
help their economy."
Ted, on the other hand, has a different opinion. Not only
does he not advocate the legalization of all drugs, he is
steadfast against it. He thinks the only way to defeat the
"harder" drugs is through education and, he said, it will take
time.
"People didn't care as much about drugs until cocaine and
crack came along,"said Ted. "Then there was a drug that
was so addictive it began to affect people who did not even
do drugs. Somehow marijuana got stuck in the middle of all
this only because it was made illegal over fifty years ago. To
the government, if you smoke pot or you smoke crack it's
basically the same thing, you are using illegal drugs and you
have a problem. If marijuana was made legal it would make
space in prison for other criminals and serious drug offenders. The violence is over crack, not pot. "
Ted went on to explain the confusion the drug laws created
for him as a youth. "The only way marijuana led me to do
other drugs is because of the fact that it is illegal," argued
Ted. "Let me explain. After smoking pot and finding absolutely nothing wrong with it, I decided that if the government thinks pot is bad and they made it illegal, then maybe
all the other drugs that they tell you are bad and made illegal,
are really good too. I would go as far as to say that if
marijuana was legal, I would not have tried other illegal
drugs."
Although Bill and Ted have different ideas about the drug
problem, both agree on one thing strongly: The legalization
of marijuana. They feel it is an issue that is commonly
overlooked and swept under the table in the current "drug
hysteria" but look forward to a day where they will be
allowed to freely smoke marijuana without being arrested.
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*&%#!Manic?&%!# Countdown
By Ralph Reed
Shakedown Street
"In the future US influence will derive from a quid pro
quo in which allied nations defer to Washington because
it is effectively defending the world and allowing them to
spend less of their own money for military uses."
Sen. Richard Lugar, Senate Foreign Relations Committee, as reported by
Adam Pertman and Peter G. Gosselin in the Boston Globe, pg. 8, March 7.

So there you have it in a nutshell: "Bankrupt Empire
Forced to Resort to Big Stick." Or perhaps more accurately:
"Global Capital's Mad-dog Rationalized as Watchdog."
In the division of labor between states, the US is shaping
up as protection racketeer. For the domestic population its
function is presented as "Our Leadership Role," "Waging
War on Drugs," "Fighting Terrorism," "Promoting Peace
and Stability." For the rest of the world the US is clearly ever
more disposed to violence as tool of first and last resort.
In Europe and East Asia, the other core regions of global
capitalism, this US role as robo-cop state is seen as a mixed
blessing. On the one hand, it helps keep the international
economic system's exploitative and dominating functions
humming, the old "good for business" angle. On the other
hand, it makes the US a violent wildcard in international
relations, a friend who must be placated and pacified with
yen, marks, and diplomacy lest his furies be misdirected at
"Japs and Huns" etc. This is the old "intra-capitalist
competition" angle that helped bring us such lovelies as
WWs I & II among other gifts to humankind.

down before they can read their scorecards, the Yankee
vultures who perch precipitously over the tormented land
are likely to meet a maelstrom of shrapnel if they venture out
in search of their decaying dreams onto the killing fields of
coca leaf and "indigenous" forces.
Peru is the land of coca production, of state death squads
galore, of Columbian drugistas, of angry peasants, of US
special forces, and of the Sendero Luminoso-the Shining
Path. The alternative scenarios for the near future are
fortuitous for nobody. The US is positioned for intervention, having constructed two fire bases in the large valley
where coca is grown. Vargas Llosa will probably become
president, replacing the "socialist" Alan Garcia who has
provided a humanitarian mantle to what is essentially a
right-wing death squad state parallel to Guatemala's. Vargas Llosa praised the US invasion of Panama, and is an
unabashed right-winger. The Peruvian population is demoralized and angry: starving slum-dwellers in Lima, the
(continued on next page)

A Decrepit Colossus
"The President roared into the meeting site in a fleet of
three Marine Corps helicopters, which skimmed the
treetops and conducted a series of high-speed maneuvers to foil any possible attack. Columbian and United
States warships patrolled offshore while United States
counterterrorist units and frogmen guarded the land
and sea approaches to the meeting site."
Feb 16,1990 Andrew Rosenthal, "3 Andean Leaders and George Bush Pledge
Drug Cooperation," New York Times pg 1. col6.

This "objective" prose is lurid with a sort of Latino
magical realism coupled with Yankee vigor. As reporting
it's patriotic gonzo kiss-ass, as fiction it's nearly art. So on
the homefront it may keep jingoistic fires burning, but will
it play in Peru? Hardly. For although Peru is about to enter
a violent surrealist phase of historical intensity, with a playboy rightwing literati, Mario Vargas Llosa, set to be elected
presidente, in a land so filled with armed and danger7 ous protagonists that gringo journalists are mowed

31 6oltwood
Walk
through
the Alley

(continued from page 7)

capital city; peasants who are either growing coca or dirtpoor; a collapsed labor movement; alienated indians in the
mountains. And the Shining Path is as tough as ever, and
much better funded.
The Shining Path is a guerilla army that identifies itself as
Maoist. It has a nearly impenetrable cell structure, tremendous discipline, and religious fervor. For years it survived
on the basis of its will, receiving little funds from anywhere.
Recently, however, it positioned itself as the collective
bargaining agent for the peasant farmers who grow coca leaf
in their dealings with the Columbian drug-capitalists, who
had previously depressed the price of coca leaf through their
monopoly position vis a vis growers. When the peasants
tried to organize against the drugista depredations, the
drugistas used violence to keep prices down. In stepped the
Shining Path, who now bargain with the drugistas, pushing
the farmers' selling price up and taking a percentage cut for
themselves. The Shining Path is also capable of defending
peasants from all sides against the drugistas, the Peruvian
military, and US Special Forces, who were growing more
active until the Shining Path burned them out. The USians
withdrew to construct Vietnam-style fire-bases, and are
now poised to renew operations. Probably, after Vargas
Llosa is elected, the US forces will be unleashed.
The Shining Path have alienated some of their popular
base through their extreme tactics: massacres of peasants
suspected of being disloyal etc. However, they are little
concerned with the propaganda effects their acts cause
elsewhere. They regard US imperialism as a white-supremacist scourge to be combatted by whatever means
necessary. The Peruvian state too is regarded as a tool of US
imperialism that commits genocide against Peruvian agrarian society. Their anti-racist and anti-intelligentsia stance
takes their concept of "class war" to an extreme analogou~
to that of the Cambodian Khmer Rouge. The worst thing for
the Peruvian people right now would be an application of
US firepower. If you remember, it was after the US killed
aroun d400 ,000 Cambodian peasants in the early 70's that
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the Khmer Rouge went totally overboard.
This is not to say that I think the Shining Path are all bad.
That position may be defensible by a Peruvian peasant, but
it is not for a citizen of the US ian republic. The Shining Path
is about to be fitted into a new psychological warfare
campaign against the USian population, where our bloodletting cowboys will get to wear white hats and continue the
militarization of our culture. The Other is always evil, even
if they are brown and most of us are white, and this has often
been a recipe for white supremacist genocide cloaked in the
rhetoric of moral superiority. Our job isn't to reform Peru's
state, it's to smash our own before it's too late.

Without the State, We Can Be of the People
With the State, We Can Only be Cops & Bureaucrats
So the Sandinistas lost an election. Another victory for
US imperialism? Sort of. But those of us who oppose imperialism from within are much better served to make a
sweet lemon out of this latest episode of the tragedy in
Nicaragua.
What if the Sandinistas won? Could they have done
anything good with their state apparatus at this late point?
The fact is that the US will not allow a nationalist state to
succeed in the Central American/Caribbean region. The
only exception to this rule has been Cuba: "success" at what
price? The Sandinistas can go back to their popular base,
and work from the bottom up. Or they can try to hold onto
the army, and perhaps achieve a coup in the near future, or
another costly revolution later on. Then what?
For a state to effectively oppose global capitalism, it must
have factors that Nicaragua lacks. Either it needs vast
resources and institutions that can prevent imperial exploitation, or it must have international allies that are themselves
opposed to the global system. Perhaps if Cardenas won
power and consolidated in Mexico, or Lula in Brazil, or the
Soviet Union tried to reform itself with the Third World
instead of supplicating to the First, ad nauseum. Or perhaps
we could pull a Romania in this country (for our state
guardians are not so civil as those of East Germany, anyone
for a homegrown Tianenmen Square?). Perhaps, perhaps,
perhaps. But history is filled with losers, and does seem
determined by "Blood and Iron" as Bismark termed it. All
the Global Village harmonics, Peace Dividend bullshit in
the world won't rescue us from our imperial role, which at
this point is partly determined by international economics.
Those of us who hail from the US ian state will have to keep
revolutionizing at home before we can feel redeemed by
Mandela or Nicaragua. Our system kills more blacks than
South Africa's does, after all. Or maybe better: our system
is also South Africa's, is also Israel's, is also El
Salvador's, is also Poland's, is also the Phillipines' ... 8

The Post-Cold War Hot War
By Noam Chomsky
lhis is the fourth of a series of reflections on the reactionary drive of the past two decades, culminating in the advocacy of a violent and powerful state dedicated even beyond
the norm to the service of private priviledge, a complex of
ideas and practices for which Ronald Reagan was constructed as a convenient symbol.
These reactionary statist tendencies arose in response to a
dual challenge: the decline of U.S. dominance of the international order, and the popular activism of the 1960s, which
challenged the dominance of the same privileged sectors at
home. Neither Kennedy's "Grand Design" nor the efforts of
the Nixon administration succeeded in restricting Europe to
its "regional interests" within the "overall framework of
order" managed by the United States, as Kissinger urged.
The costs of the Vietnam war and the rising economic power
of Germany and Japan left no alternative to the trilateralism
embraced by the Carter neoliberals, who , like their predecessors, were no less troubled by the popular democratic
thrust at home-their "crisis of democracy."
These challenges inspired a campaign of ideological
warfare to restore the population to apathy and obedience,
and what UAW President Doug Fraser described in 1978 as
"a onesided class war ... against working people, the unemployed, the poor, the minorities, the very young and the very
old, and even many in the middle class of our society," as
business leaders have "broken and discarded the fragile,
unwritten compact previously existing during a period of
growth and progress." A year later, in another recognition
of reality, Cleveland's populist mayor Dennis Kucinich told
a UA W meeting that there is only one political party in the
United States, the pro-business "Demipublicans."
The period of growth and progress was over. The challenge of rival powers was real for the first time since World
War II, and the fragile social compact could not be sustained, as the Demipublicans and their corporate sponsors
well understood. Programs designed through the 1970s
were implemented, with an extra touch of crudity, during
the Reagan years, with the general support of the other
faction of the business party and the ideological institutions.
The previous parts of this series reviewed the domestic
impact (May 1989), the great power context(July/August),
and the problems of population control arising from the loss
of the traditional Great Satan. Left to last, with appropriate
symbolism, are the traditional victims of Western power:
the Third World. Let us consider first the question of how
U.S. policy towards the Third World is likely to evolve in
general in what is termed "the post-Cold War" era.

For present purposes, we may think of the Third World in
the terms used in early post-World War II planning, as the
region that is to "fulfill its major function as a source of raw
materials and a market" for the Western industrial societies.
The primary danger, then, is an economic transformation
"in ways which reduce their willingness and ability to
compliment the industrial economies of the West"-the threat
of"Communism "'as identified by a prestigous study group.
In fact, the term "Communism" is regularly applied to
varieties of nationalism that interfere with the assigned
functions.

Creeping Colonialism
The current delight over the collapse of "Communism"
can be understood in these terms. One major function
leading to the Cold War was the failure of the Soviet empire
to fulfill its function in the required way. This problem, it is
hoped, will now be remedied as Eastern Europe advances
towards the status of Mexico and the Philippines. The fear
of "creeping Communism" can then be put to rest, as the
modern forms of colonialism expand toward their natural
borders.
The three major power groupings are eagerly swooping
down upon the collapsing Soviet empire (as China, earlier)
in search of markets, resources, opportunities for investment and export of pollution, cheap labor, tax havens, and
other familiar Third World amenities. These efforts to
impose the preferred model of two-tiered societies open to
exploitation and under business rule are, of course, accom. panied by appropriate rhetorical flourishes about the triumph
of political pluralism and democracy. We can readily determine the seriousness of intent by a look at the reaction to
popular movements that might actually implement democracy and pluralism in the traditional Third World countries,
and to the "crisis of democracy" within the industrial
societies themselves. The rhetoric need not detain us. If the
(continued on next page)
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prise provide a useful weapon against government policies
Soviet empire can be guided in the direction of the Third that might benefit the general population, and of course,
World models, then one aspect of the Cold War will indeed capitalism will do just fine for the former colonies and the
have ended.
Soviet empire. For those who are to "fulfill their functions"
The goals are clear enough when we turn to practice and in service to the masters of the world order, the model is
policy, and even its ideological cover. Consider, for ex- highly recommended; it facilitates their exploitation. But
ample, the "Z document", now arousing much excitement, the rich and powerful at home have long appreciated the
having displaced ruminations on "the end of history" and need to protect themselves from the destructive forces of
the Hegelian Spirit, last year's fad. This document, pub- free market capitalism, which may provide suitable themes
lished under the pseudonym "Z" (to remind one of George for rousing oratory, but only so long as the public handout
Kennan's "X" article of 1947, the classic formulations of the and the regulatory and protectionist apparatus are secure,
containment doctrine), advises the West on the proper and state power is on call when needed.
response to "communism's terminal crisis."
Bush's New Thinking
We may put aside the framework, explaining how Stalin What, then, is the likely evolution ofU .S. policy towards the
, was "the hero of the left," while "the liberal-to-radical Third World in what many see as a post Cold War era? An
mainstream of Anglo-American Sovietology" regarded answer to this question is suggested by the previous articles
Stalinism as having "a democratic cast" with "blatant in this series [published in Z magazine], but before having
fantasies ... about democratic Stalinism"; or his description the chance to give it, I was upstaged by the Bush administraof how "Brezhnev intervened at will throughout the Third tion, which announced it loud and clear; More of the same.
World" and "Russia bestrode the world"; and other insights
But not precisely the same. One problem is that some
that help explain why the author prefers anonymity.
adjustments are needed in the propaganda framework. The
The document contains one general thesis and an accom- U.S. invasion of Panama in December is a historic event in
panying policy recommendation. The thesis is that "there is one respect. In a departure from the routine, it was not
no third way between Leninism and the market, between portrayed as a justifiable response to a Soviet threat. When
bolshevism and constitutional government." The recom- the U.S. invaded Grenada six years earlier, it was still
mendation is that Western aid should be limited to "the possible to portray the act as a defensive reaction to the
piecemeal development of parallel structures in a private machinations of the Russian bear, seeking to strangle us in
sector operating under International Monetary Fund condi- pursuit of its global designs. Through the 1980s, the attack
tions" spreading from the periphery to the interior of the against Nicaragua has been justified by the danger that if we
USSR.
don't stop the Russians there, they'll be pouring across the
The thesis has a minor defect; its first dichotomy rules out border at Harlingen, Texas, two days drive away. There are
of existence all the state capitalist democracy (not to speak more sophisticated (and equally weighty) variants for the
of South Korea, Taiwan, and all the other "economic mir- educated classes. But in the case of Panama, not even the
acles"), all of which depart from market principles; its imagination of the State Department and the editorial writsecond dichotomy also denies the existence of most of the. ers extended that far.
world. The recommendation, however, is straightforward
Fortunately, the problem had been foreseen. When the
enough; the Soviet empire should be converted into another White House decided a few years ago that its friend Noriega
region of the Third World.
was getting too big for his britches and had to go, the media
We may take note, in passing, of the broad if tacit under- took their cue and launched a campaign to convert him into
standing that the capitalist model has limited application; the most nefarious demon since Attila the Hun, a repeat of
business leaders have long recognized that it will not do for the Qaddafi project a few years earlier. The effort was
them. The successful industrial societes depart signifi- enhanced by the "drug war," a government media hoax
cantly from this model, as in the past-one reason why they launched in an effort to mobilize the population in fear that
are successful industrial societies. In the United States, the it is becoming impossible to invoke John F. Kennedy's
sectors of the economy that remain competitive are those "monolithic and ruthless conspiracy," the "Evil Empire" of
that feed from the public trough: high tech industry and Ronald Reagan's speech writers.
capital-intensive agriculture, along with pharmaceuticals
The propaganda operation was a smashing success.
and others. Departures are still more radical in most of the "Manuel Noriega belongs to that special fraternity of interother state capitalist systems, where planning is coordinated national villains, men like Qaddafi, Idi Amin, and the
by state institutions and financial-industrial conglomerates, Ayatollah Khomeini, whom Americans just love to hate,"
sometimes with democratic processes and a social contract Ted Koppel orated, so "strong public support for a reprisal
of varying sorts, sometimes not. The glories of Free Enter(continued on next page)
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was all but guaranteed." Why did Americans hate Noriega
in 1989, but not in 1985? Why is it necessary to overthrow
him now and not then? These are the questions that immediatly come to mind. They were systematically evaded,
ensuring that state policy-and the media role in serving itwould be shielded from scrutiny. With a fringe of exceptions, mostly well after the tasks had been accomplished, the
media rallied around the flag with due piety and enthusiam,
funneling the most absurd White House claims to the public
(even cocaine disguised as tamales), while scrupulously
refraining from asking the obvious questions, or seeing the
most obvious facts.
The Bush administration was, naturally, overjoyed that
"the Republican conservatives are happy because we were
willing to show some muscle, and the Democratic liberals
can't criticize because it's being so widely seen as a success." These salutary developments "can't help but gives us
more clout," the same offical continued.
As for the general population, many doubtless were also
enthusiastic about the opportunity to "kick a little ass" in
Panama-to borrow some of the rhetoric designed by George
Bush's handlers in their comical effort to shape an effete
New England aristocrat into a Texas redneck. But it is
interesting to read the letters to the editor in major newspapers, which tend to express hostility to the aggression, along
with shame and distress, and often provide information,
analysis, and insights that the professionals have been
careful to avoid.
I
A more professional reaction is given by the respected
Washington Post correspondent David Broder. He notes
that there has been some carping at "the prudence of Bush's
action" from "the left"(meaning presumably, the National
Council of Churches and some centrist liberals, anything
else being far beyond his horizons, as is the idea that there .
might be criticism in grounds other than prudence). But he
dismisses "this static on the left" with scorn as "nonsense."
Rather, the invasion of Panama helped clarify "the circumstances in which military intervention makes sense." The
"best single definition" of the "new national consensus," he
goes on to explain, was given by Reagan's Defense Secretary, Casper Weinberger, who outlines six "well-considered
and well-phrased" criteria. They state that intervention
should be designed to succeed, deemed"vital to our national
interest," and a "last resort" to achieve it.
Oddly, Broder neglected to add the obvious remark about
these impressive criteria: they could readily have been
invoked by Hitler.
Broder believes that "Democratic nominee Michael
Dukakis, after floundering around on the question of military interventions, came up with a set of standards strikingly
similar to Weinberger's" during the 1988 presidential

campaign. These were that U.S. force could be used "to
deter aggression against its territory, to protect American
citizens, to honor our treaty obligations and take action
against terrorists," after peaceful means had failed. "The
Panama invasion met all of those tests," Broder concludes
with satisfaction.
One can appreciate the joyful mood among State Department propagandists. Even they did not claim to be deterring
Panamamian aggression or taking action against terrorists.
And while there was the ritual gesture towards international
law, it was hardly intended seriously. In fact, it is transparently impossible to reconcile the invasion with the supreme
law of the land, as codified in the UN charter, the OAS
treaty, or the Panama Canal treaty. Hardly less ludicrous is
the claim, to which we return, that the invasion aimed to
protect American citizens.
Despite the abysmal intellectual and moral level of the
performance, Broder may be right about the consensus. His
evaluation recalls a comment by one of the more significant
figures in 20th century America, the radical pacifist
A.J.Muste:"The problem after a war is with the victor. He
thinks he has just proved that war and violence pay. Who
will now teach him a lesson?"
Since the latter days of the Indochina wars, elite groups
have been concerned over the erosion of popular support for
force and subversion ("the Vietnam syndrome"). Intensive
efforts have been made to cure the malady, but in vain. The
Reaganites assumed that it had been overcome by the
propaganda triumphs over the suffering of the societies
ravaged by U.S. terror in Indo'
china, the Iran hostage crisis, and
the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan. They learned differently
when they tried to return to the
traditional pattern of intervention in Central America, but
were driven underground by the
public reaction, forced to retreat to clandestine measures
of terror and intimidation.
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its childish obsession with the rule oflaw and human rights.
His "new consensus," however, is largely illusory, restricted to those who have always recognized that the global
designs of u.s. power require the resort to state violence,
terror, and subversion. The new consensus is more properly
described as a heightened self-confidence on the part of
those who shared the old consensus.
This renewed self-confidence may well reduce some of
the internal constraints on violence and subversion. But
there are conflicting factors that limit these options. In
particular, it is understood across the spectrum that it would
be "imprudent" to attack anyone capable of fighting back.
It's one thing to strike many poses after attacking Panama,
already under virtual U.S. military occupation; or Grenada,
defended by a handful of militia and Cuban construction
workers with no military training; or Libya, defenseless
against bombardment. But those who revel in the new
jingoism are surely aware that the consensus is fragile, and
will vanish if violence faces resistance, while much of the
population remains stubbornly infected by the Vietnam
syndrome. Intervention is further constrained by the relative
decline in U.S. power, accelerated by the economic mismanagement of the Reaganites. The "new clarity" on the
right of forceful intervention is likely to have limited consequences.
The elite reaction to the invasion did not pass unnoticed
abroad. An editorial in Canada's leading journal condemned
"the shallow, boosterish U.S.media" with their "chilling
indifference to the fate of innocent Panamamians who have
been victimized by this successful little military deployment," and a columnist commented on "the mood of jingoism" fostered by the media, the "peculiar jingiosm so
evident to foreigners but almost invisible for most Americans." "Reporters seeking alternative comments on the
invasion typically have to go to the fringe of U.S. society
merely to gather opinions on the invasion that would be
common in other countries," and the foreign consensus in
opposition to this use of force was "given short shift in the
U.S. media." A typical example is the (null) reaction to the
U.S. veto of a UN Security Council resolution condemning
the ransacking of the residence of Nicaragua's ambassador
to Panama by U.S. troops, voted 13 to 1 with only Britian
abstaining. As always, if the world is out of step, it's their
problem, not ours.

The Roots Of "Old Thinking"
There are several reasons why it makes sense to expect the
post-Cold War era to be much like what came before, apart
from tactics and propaganda.
The Cold War is conventionally portrayed as a super
power conflict, an effort by the U.S. to contain the expand-

ing Russian empire. The superpower conflict has been real
enough, but that is only a fraction of the truth. Reality
protrudes when we look at the typical events and practices
of the Cold War.
On Moscow's side, the Cold War is illustrated by tanks in
East Berlin, Budapest and Prague, and the invasion of
Afghanistan, the one case of Soviet military intervention
well outside the historic invasion route from the West.
Domestically, the Cold War served to entrench the power of
the military-bureaucratic elite whose power derives from
the Leninist coup of 1917.
For the U.S., the Cold War has been a history of worldwide
subversion, aggression and state terrorism, with examples
too numerous to mention. Secondarily, it has served to
maintain U.S. influence over the industrial allies, and to
contain independent politics, labor, and other popular activism, an interest shared by local elites. The domestic counterpart has been the entrenchment of the "military-industrial
complex," in essence, a welfare state for the rich with a
national security ideology for population control. The major
institutional mechanism is a system of state-corporate industrial management to sustain high tech industry, relying
on the taxpayer to fund research and development and
provide a guaranteed market for waste production. This
crucial gift to the corporate manager has been the domestic
function of the Pentagon system (including NASA and the
Department of Energy); benifits extend to the computer
industry, electronics generally, and other sectors of the
advanced industrial economy. The Cold War has provided
a large part of the underpinnings for the system of public
subsidy, private profit, that is proudly called Free Enterprise.
For the USSR the Cold War has been primarily a war
against its satellites; andforthe U.S. a war against the Third
World, with ancillary benefits with regards to other indus(continued on next page)
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trial societies. For each, it has served to entrench a particular
system of domestic privilege and coercion. The policies
pursued within the Cold War framework have been unattractive to the general population, which accepts them only
under duress. Throughout history, the standard device to
mobolize a reluctant population has been the fear of an evil
enemy, dedicated to our destruction. The superpower conflict served the purpose admirably. The Cold War has had a
functional utility for the superpowers, one reason why it has
persisted.
These central features of the Cold War system help
explain its typical events and practices, and also the ideological constructions that have accompanied it. In the West,
it is commonly conceded well after the fact (the fact being
some exercise of force in the Third World, or renewed
benefits through the Pentagon system at home) that the
threat of Soviet aggression was exaggerated, the problems
misconstrued, and the idealism that guided the actions misplaced. But the requisite beliefs remain prominently displayed on the shelf. However fanciful, they can be served up
to the public when needed-often with perfect sincerity, in
accord with the familiar process by which useful beliefs
arise from perceived interests.
Now, one side has called off the game, at least temporarily. It is not true that the Cold War has ended. Rather, it has
perhaps half ended; Washington remains a player as before.
Describing the new Pentagon budget, the press reports that
in the view of President Bush and Defense Secretary Dick
Cheney, the United States will continue to need large
intervention forces'" to deal with brushfire conflicts and
threats to American interests in places like Latin America
and Asia." The war against the Third World will continue.
Furthermore, budget changes must be geared to a capitalintensive military if it is to serve its function for advanced .
industry. Alternatives proposed by advocates of conversion
are theoretically possible, as has been understood by business from the origins ofthe Cold War, but they tend to have
undesirable effects:to interfere with managerial prerogatives, mobilize popular constituencies and extend the "crisis of democracy," redistribute income, and so on. The
problem is not one of economic theory, but of power and
privilege.
The change in the rules of the game requires new forms of
propaganda and some tactical adjustments; a problem. But
there is a compensating gain. The withdrawal ofthe limited
Soviet deterrent frees the United Sta~es to be more unconstrained in the exercise of violence. Washington thus has
"more clout".
Recognition of these welcome effects has been explicit in
public discourse from the early stages of the recent Soviet
initiatives towards detente (see part II, July/ August). Ex-

pressing his pleasure over the invasion of Panama, Elliot
Abrams observed that "Bush probably is going to be increasingly willing to use force." This is more feasable than
before now that "developments in Moscow have lessened
the prospect for a small operation to escalate into a superpower conflict" (reporters paraphrase). Similarly, the test of
Gorbachev's "New Thinking" is regularly taken to be his
willingness to withdraw support from those whom the
United States is trying to destroy; only if he allows us to have
our way will we know that he is serious about detente.
The Russian moves have helped to dispel some conventional mystification. The official story has always been that
we contain the Russians, deterring them and thwarting their
global designs. But the reality, as has long been evident, is
that the fear of potential superpower conflict has served to
contain and deter the United States and its far more ambitious global designs. The frightening "Soviet intervention"
in the Third World has, commonly, consisted of moves by
the Kremlin to protect and sustain targets of U.S. attack.
Now that they are limiting, and perhaps terminating these
efforts, the U.S. is more free to pursue its designs by force
and violence, and the rhetorical clouds begin to lift.
To summarize, one reason to expect that U.S. policy
towards Central America will be "more of the same" after
the Cold War has ended is that the crucial event hasn't taken
place. Viewed realistically, the Cold War has (at most) half
ended. Its apparent termination is an ideological construction more than a historical fact, based on an interpretation
that masked some of its essential functions. For the United
States, much of the basic framework of the Cold War
remains intact, apart from the modalities of population
control. The latter problem-a central problem facing any
state or other system of power- still remains, and will have
to be addressed in new and more imaginative ways as
·
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received scanty but generally favorable coverage in the U.S.
traditional Cold War doctrine loses it efficacy.
media, which described them as "a milestone for the United
There is also a deeper reason why U.S. policy toward the States, which has used Honduras as evidence that the
Third World is likely to pursue much the same course as democratically elected governments it supports in Central
before. Within a narrow range, policies express institutional America are taking hold."
needs. U.S. policies have been stable over a long period
A closer look shows just how they are taking hold. The
because the dominant institutions are stable. Politics and November elections were effectivly restricted to the two
ideology are largely bounded by the consensus of the traditional parties. One candidate was from a family of
business community. On critical issues, there is tactical wealthy industrialists, the other from a family of large
debate within the mainstream, but questions of principle landowners. Both parties represent large landowners and
rarely arise.
industrialists and have close ties with the military, the
The basis for policy is outlined with considerable clarity effective rulers, who are independent of civilian authority
in the internal record of planning. As documented else- under the Constitution but heavily dependent on the United
where, the Third World was to serve the industrial States, as is the economy. The programs of the candidates
societies, which were to be reconstituted within a global were virtually indistinguishable, as their top advisors conorder subordinated to the needs ofthe United States (mean- ceded. Popular participation was limited to ritual voting.
ing: dominant elites within it) . It was understood that this . The legal opposition parties (Christian Democratic and
entailed ultimate reliance on force-police repression, the Social Democratic) charge massive electorial fraud.
military, or, if need be, direct U.S. intervention-to prevent
Human rights abuses by the security forces escalated as
the rise of "nationalist regimes" that respond to domestic the election approached, with bomb and gunfire attacks
concerns instead of the interests of foreign investors and against independent political figures, journalists, and union
their local associates.
leaders. in preceding months, the armed forces conducted a
These policies are givens, subject to no challenge. They campaign of political violence, including assassination of
have certain consequences, among them, the striking corre- union leaders and other extrajudicial executions, leaving
lation between U.S. aid and human rights abuses noted in tortured and mutilated bodies by roadsides for the first time.
several studies; the general U.S. opposition to social reform; The human rights organization CODEH reports that at least
and the unremitting hostility to democracy, based on the 78 people were killed by the security forces between Janurecognition that a functioning democracy will be respon- ary and July, while reported cases of torture and beatings
sive to popular concerns, succumbing to excessive "nation- more than tripled over the preceding year. But state terror
alism."
remains at low enough levels so as not to disturb U.S. elite
Democratic forms are, of course, acceptable, even praise- opinion.
worthy, if only for purposes of populations control at home.
Starvation and general misery are rampant, the extreme
But only when they function within the prescribed bounds. concentration of wealth has increased during the decade of
Honduras is a case in point. Its November 1989 elections
(continued on next page)
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"democracy," and 70 percent of the population are malnourished. Despite substantial U.S. aid and no guerrilla conflict,
the economy is collapsing. But there is no major threat to
order, and profits flow.
In short, Honduras is a praiseworthy democracy, by U.S.
standards, and there is no concern over the "level playing
field" for the elections.
Even the gangster states run by the U.S.-backed military
are considered democracies. Elite opinion expresses considerable pride in having established and maintained these
charnel houses, with "free elections" permitted after mass
slaughter, torture, disappearance, mutilation, and other
effective devices of control. Physical destruction of the
independent media and murder of editors and journalists by
the security forces passed virtually without comment-often
literally without report- among their U.S. colleagues.
Occasionally, one hears an honest comment. Joachim
Maitre of Boston University, one of the leading academic
supporters of Reagan administration policies in Central
America, observes that the U.S. has "installed democracies
of the style of Hitler Germany" in El Salvador and Guatemala. But such candor is far from the norm.
Although democracy is acceptable when meaningful
participation of the popular classes has been barred, strong
measures must be taken when they organize and threaten the
control of the political system by the business-landowner
elite and the military. Signs of such deviation require that
the death squads be unleashed to administer a dose of reality
and to "level the playing field"so that "democracy" can be
restored. Similarly, alarm bells ring when a government
comes to power "that cares for its people," in the words of
Jose Figueres, the founder of Costa Rican democracy,
referring to the Sandinistas, who, he says, brought Nicaragua the first such government in its history and should be .
allowed " to finish what they started in peace; they deserve
it." For expressing such improper sentiments, the leading
figure of Central American democracy has been censored
from the Free Press in the United States.
Such transgressions plainly require stern disicipline.
Accordingly, hostility to the Sandinistas has been virtually
uniform in media commentary and other elite circles. The
only debatable question is tactical: how to restore Nicaragua
to "the Central American mode" and impose "regional
standards"-those of the U.S. client states. As distinct from
its neighbors, elections in Nicaragua arouse deep concern,
and the U.S. has interfered massively to gain victory for its
candidates by direct funding, and, far more significant, by
White House announcements that a victory by the U.S.
candidate will bring to an end the illegal U.S. economic
sanctions and restoration of aid. In brief, Nicaraguan
15 voters were informed they had a free choice: Vote for
our candidate, or watch your children starve.

Operation Just Cause: The Pretexts
In this context, we may return to the Panama invasion,
inaugurating the "post-Cold War era." After floating various trial balloons, the White House settled on the need to
"protect American lives." There had been "literally hundreds of cases of harassment and abuse of Americans" in
recent months by Noriega's forces, the White House announced-though, curiously, no warning to Americans to
stay away, up until the day of the invasion. A U.S. soldier
was killed after his car had driven "through a military
roadblock near a sensitive military area" (New York Times)in fear for his safety, the Pentagon statement added. Panamanian officals alleged that the U.S.officers had fired at a
military headquarters, wounding a soldier and two civilians,
including a one-year-old girl; a wounded Panamanian soldier in a military hospital confirmed this account to U.S.
reporters.
But what tipped the scales was the threat to the wife of an
officer who was arrested and beaten. Bush "often has
difficulty in emotionally charged situations," the New York
Times reported, "but his deep feelings clearly came through"
when he spoke of this incident, proclaiming in his best Ollie
North rendition that" this President" is not going to stand by
while American womanhood is threatened.
The press did not explain why "this President" refused
(next page)
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even to issue a protest when, a few weeks earlier, an
American nun, Diana Ortiz, had been kidnapped, tortured,
and sexually abused by the Guatemalan police-or why the
media did not find the story worth reporting when it appeared in the wires on November 6, and have ignored
repeated calls for an investigation by religious leaders and
congressional represenatives. Nor were Bush's "deep feelings" contrasted with the response of"this President" to the
treatment of American and otherreligious and humanitarian
workers in El Salvador a few weeks later, a small footnote
to the brutal government actions praised by James Baker at
a November 29 press conference as "absolutely appropriate"- a comment that largely escaped notice, perhaps regarded as not too useful right after the assassination of the
Jesuit priests.
The murder of Sisters Maureen Courtney(from Milwaukee) and Teresa Rosales by U.S.-organized terrorists in
Nicaragua on January 1 also passed with little notice, and no
call for action to protect American womanhood. The same
had been true when Sister Mary McKay was severly wounded
by gunmen firing from a pickup truck in San Salvadore four
days after inflammatory statements by the U.S. Embassy on
the political opposition. The murder of Ben Linder by
contras, Fermin Cardenas, stated in a desposition that contra
commander Enrique Bermudez had ordered Linder killed to
sabotage a small dam project on which he was working in a
remote village- another fact that somehow escaped notice.
Another pretext for the invasion was our commitment to
democracy, deeply offended when Noriega stole the 1989
election that had been won by the U.S.-backed candidate,
Guillermi Endara, now placed by the invasion. An obvious
test comes to mind: what happened in the preceding election
in 1984, when Noriega was still our thug? The answer is that
Noriega stole the election with considerably more violence
than in 1989. These actions successfully barred the victory
of Arnulfo Arias in favor of Nicholas Ardito Barletta, since
knownas"fraudito"inPanama. WashingtonopposedArias,
who it feared "would bring an undesirable ultranationalist
brand of politics to power"(State Department offical), preNow Fenturing lit Sulon Nouveuu. for Hunicures...
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ferring Barletta, whose campaign received U.S. government funds. George Schultz was sent down to legitimate the
fraud, praising the election as "initiating the process of
democracy."
The media thoughtfully looked the other way, uninterested in the report of fraud by ex-congressman Father
Robert Drinan, speaking for foreign observers. There was
no criticism of the election in leading journals,though they
changed tune and began to publish editorial attacks on
Noriega's failure to meet our democratic standards as soon
as the Reagan administration turned against him.
Endara was close to Arias and remained his spokesperson
in Panama until his death in 1988 in self-imposed exile. He
had served as Arias's Minister of Planning in 1968, and
"used to speak, almost dreamily, of the day when Arias
would return' as a sign of providence' to lead the country"
AP reports. The Washington Post now comments that
Endara was chosen to run in 1989 "largely because of his
close ties to the late legendary Panamanian politician Arnulfo
Arias, who was ousted from the presidency by the military
three times since the 1940s"-accurate, but crucially selective. The media once again looked the other way when,
during the invasion, Endara denounced the "fraud of 1984,"
and they do not ask why our "yearning for democracy" was
awakened only after Noreiga had become a nusiance to
Washington rather than an asset.
Perhaps the reason for Noriega's fall from grace was his
gangsterism and corruption? We can quickly dismiss this
idea. Noriega was known to be a thug when he was a U.S.
ally, and remained so with no relevant change as the
government(hence the media) turned against him. Furthermore, he does not approach the criminality of U.S. clients.
The 1988 Americas Watch report on Human Rights in
Panama details abuses, but nothing remotely comparable to
. the record of U.S. clients in the region, of elsewhere, even
the lesser criminals such as Honduras. But the facts did not
disfigure the media blitz. Ted Koppel's version was standard fare. His ABC colleague Peter Jennings denounced
Noriega as "one of the more odious creatures with whom the
United States has had a relationship," while CBS's Dan
Rather placed him "at the top of the list of the world's drug
thieves and scums." Others followed suit.
The Bush administration took pains to make it clear that
Noriega's crimes were not a factor in the invasion. As the
troops landed in Panama, the White House announced new
high technology sales to China, noting that $300 million in
business for U.S. firms was at stake and that contacts had
secretly resumed a few weeks after the Tienanmen Square
massacre. Washington also barred entry to two Chinese
scholars invited by U.S. universities, in deference to
the Chinese authorities. New subsidized agricul- 17
tural sales to China were announced along with a
(next page)
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plan to lift a ban on loans to Iraq, implemented shortly after
to achieve the "goal of increasing U.S. exports and put us in
a better position to deal with Iraq reguarding its human
rights record ... ," the State Department explained with a
straight face. Senate minority leader Robert Dole proclaimed that the capture ofNoriega"proves America won't
give up or cave in to anyone, no matter how powerful of
corrupt." In comparison to Bush's friends in Beijing and
Baghdad, Noriega could pass for a choir boy.
Some sensed a "lack of political and moral consistency"
in the action against Noriega just as Washington "kisses the
hands of the Chinese dictators"(A.M. Rosenthal). The
apparent inconsistency vanishes as soon as doctrinal conROUTE 9
straints are put aside. In all cases, the actions serve the needs
of U.S. power and privilege; it was good for business, as 1980s, George Bush cancelled the small Federal program
White House spokesman Marlin Fitzwater and the State aimed at banks engaged in laundering drug money, and this
Department explained in the case of Iraq and China. The critical link in the trade has been excluded from the current
mediasucceededinoverlookingthesenot-too-subtlepoints- "drug war." Ghetto kids who sell crack arouse our ire, but
not the civilized folk in the plush offices. In the same vein,
and even most of the facts.
Another pretext was that Noriega was involved in the drug drug policy director William Bennett explained that "tough
rackets-as was known long before, while he was on the CIA policy" with aggressive law enforcement and assured punpayroll. Journalist John Dinges, author of a forthcoming ishment is far more effective than "drug education probook on Noriega, reports that Noriega "began to clean up his grams." He knows this because "I know children," knowing
act"in 1984, noting that his criminal indictment after the that the "romantic view of children" is wrong. Don't waste
U.S. government turned against him lists only one charge of time on the mind; use the rod(but only against the weak). A
alleged trafficking after 1984. In a letter of May 1986, DEA perfect expression of modern "conservatism."
administrator John Lawn expressed his "deep appreciation"
Furthermore, after the U.S. government had determined to
to Noriega "for the vigorous antidrug trafficking policy that rid itself of Noriega, it continued to support the Panama
you have adopted," and Attorney General Edwin Meese Defense Force that he headed, though it was well known that
added his praise in May 1987. We may dismiss the idea that the PDF was deeply involved in the rackets. When George
Noriega's role in the drug racket was the reason for the turn Shultz produced an accolade to the PDF in March 1988,
against him.
describing it as " a strong and honerable force that has a
Furthrtmore, whatever Noriega's role may have been, he significant and proper role to play," the New York Times
was surely not alone. Shortly after Noriega stole the 1984 · commented that "it is odd to hear administration officals
elections to U.S. applause, the Federal district attorney in sing the military's praises when it is layered with General
Miami identified Panamanian banks as a major conduit for Noriega's cronies who have shared in the profits from drugdrug money. A year earlier, a Senate report on banking had trafficking and other criminal activities." With the success
described Panama as a center of criminal capital, and a key of Operation Just Cause, the PDF is being reconstituted
link in drug transshipment and money laundering, which under essentially the same leadership, who, it is now exlargely stopped after U.S. sanctions in 1987 virtually closed pected, will be more loyal to their U.S. commanders than the
the banks. The bankers are now being returned to power in unpredictable Noriega. Noriega's successor is Colonel
Panama. When Vice-President Dan Quayle visited Panama, Eduardo Herrera Hassan, whose troops "most energetically
he allegedly recieved assurances that banking practices shot, gassed, beat and tortured civilian prosters during the
would be modified to deter drug money laundering. But waveofdemonstrationsagainstGeneralNoriegathaterupted
President Endara said that any changes would be "not that here in the summer of 1987," the New York Times observes
profound" and that "the bankers want changes that are while reporting that Col. Hassan," a favorite of the Amenreasonable and will not duly change the banking environ- can and diplomatic establishment here," is to be placed in
ment." The artifical Panamanian economy relies heavily on command of the military with their new "human rights"
this "banking environment," and Washington is unlikely to orientation.
interfere.
Government-media doctrine holds that Bush "had few
18 It all makes good sense. As Drug Czar in the early alternatives" to invasion, having failed to oust Noriega by
(next page)
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other means(R.W.Apple). "Mr. Bush may have seen no
alternative to invasion," Tom Wicker added, though as a
dove, he regards Bush's arguments as not "conclusive."
The underlying assumption is that the U.S. has every right
to achieve its aims, so that violence is legitimate if peaceful
means fail. The principle has broad application. It could
readily be invoked by the terrorists who destroyed Pan Am
103, an act bitterly denounced on its first anniversary just as
the U.S. invaded Panama. They too could plead that they
had exhausted peaceful means. But the Doctrine has another
crucial feature: the right to violence is reserved to the United
States.
This doctrine may be Tacitly invoked, as in the present
case. But it cannot be explicitly asserted, because it reveals
far too much.
The fundamental doctrine is further clarified by the treatment of international law. That its precepts were Violated
by the invasion was sometimes noted, but dismissed, on the
grounds that the "legalities are murky"(Wall Street Journal)
or simply an irrelevance. Exactly ten years earlier, Vietnam
invaded Cambodia after muderous attacks against Vietnamese villages with thousands of casualties, overthrowing the
Pol Pot regime. By any standards, the justification for this
invasion is far more plausable than anything that Washington could offer. But in that case, the legalities were neither
murky nor irrelevant. Rather Vietnam's violation of international law deeply offended our sensibilities, establishing
Vietnam as "the Prussians of Southeast Asia"(New York
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Times) whom we must punish, along with the people of
Cambodia, by economic warfare and tacit support for the
Khmer Rouge. The radically different reactions are readily
explained, but the obvious questions remain unasked.
Only a step away, the veil lifts and elementary truths are
perceived. Israel's leading military analyst, Ze'ev Schiff,
comments that there is nothing remarkable about the U.S.
invasion, "neither from a military standpoint- in that the
American forces are killing innocent Panamanian
civilians... nor from a political standpoint, when a great
power employs its military forces against a small neighbor,
with pretexts that Washington would dismiss it at once if
they were offered by other states." Like the bombing of
Libya and other military operations, this one reveals "that
Washington permits itself what other powers, including the
USSR, do not permit themselves, though they plainly have
no less justification."
The mainstream Honduran press bitterly denounced the"
international totalitarianism" of George Bush" in the guise
of 'democracy"'; Bush has "declared plainly to Latin America that for the North American government, there is nola wonly its will- when imposing its designs over the hemisphere." "Operation Just Cause" is a "coarse grotesque
euphemism, neither more nor less than an imperalist invasion of Panama." "We live in a climate of aggression and
disrespect,"" hurt by our poverty, our weakness, our naked
dependence, the absolute submission of our feeble nations
to the service of an implacable superpower. Latin America
is in pain," while Congress gives George Bush a rousing
ovation for his triumph.

Operation Just Cause: The Reasons
The reasons for the invasion were hardly obscure. As is
well known, Manuel Noriega had been working happily
with U.S. intelligence from the 1950s. By 1985-1986,
· however, the U.S. was beginning to reassess his role, A
largely upper and middle class "civic opposition" developed, leading to street proteststhat were brutally suppressed
by the Panamanian military under the command of the U.S.
favorite, Colonel Herrera Hassan. A program of economic
warfare was designed to erode Noriega's support among the
(next page)
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poor and black population who were his natural constituency, while minimizing the impact on the U.S. business
community
One black mark against Noriega was his support for the
Contadora peace process for Central America, to which the
U.S. was strongly opposed. His commitment to the war
against Nicaragua was in question, and when the Iran-contra
affair broke, his usefulness was clearly at an end. On New
Year's Day 1990, administration of the Panama Canal was
to pass largely into Panamanian hands, and a few years later
the rest follows. A major oil pipeline is 60 percent owned by
Panama. Clearly, traditional U.S. clients had to be restored
to power, and there was not much time to spare.
The invasion also served to tighten the stranglehold on
Nicaragua and Cuba, which, the government and media
complain, had been making use of the free and open Pan amanian economy to evade the U.S. trade sanctions and
embargo( declared illegal by the World Court, but no matter). These intentions are signalled symbollically by the
contemptuous violations of diplomatic immunity, including the break-in at the Nicaraguan Embassy(" by error," for
those who believe in Santa Claus) and repeated detention of
Cuban Embassy personnel-all grossly illegal, but that arouses
no concern at home apart from the fear of a precedent from
which the U.S. might suffer; one never knows when the next
Somoza or Marcos will seek shelter in a U.S. Embassy.
Even the vulgar display outside the Vatican Embassy, with
rock music blaring and other childish antics, was generally
considered good clean fun-and by the military, "a very
imaginative use of psychological operations"( Col. Sahlin
of the Kennedy Special Warfare Center). White House
spokesman Fitzwater was "certainly gla~ to s~e t~e A~e?,can sense of whimsey come forward m th1s sltuauon which, as conceded on all sides, was part of a pattern of
gross violation of Federal and international law on diplom~tic ~~vilege. The press adhered to its f~bled canons of
obJeCtlvlty, for example, when TV crews m a hotel ove:looking the Vatican Embassy displayed a pineapple cut m
half outside their room, or when National Public Radio
amused its elite intellectual audience with a long interview
with a fruit and vegtable dealer who was asked whether
Noriega's pockmarked face really did look like a pineapple.
The invasion restored to power the traditional white elite
that had been displaced by General Torrijos in his 1968
coup. The race/class issue has been too obvious throughoutto
be complerely suppressed. Under the heading "Quayle Gets
Warm Welcome in Panama," Times correspondent Robert
Pear notes at the end of his upbeat story that "pro-American
sentiment is expressed more forcefully by affluent and
middle-class Panamanians than by those with lower income," the Black and Mestizo majority. Rita Beamish

reports for AP that "before leaving Panama City, Quayle
took a driving tour of the impoverished Chorrillo
neighborhood ... As his motorcade slowly drove by the area,
onlookers gathered in groups and peered out windows,
watching in stony silence. Their reaction was in stark
constrast to the enthusiastic cheering Sunday from a welldressed congregation at a Roman Catholic church Quayle
attended in another neighborhood,: Prominetly featured on
TV.
The few reporters who strayed from the beaten track found
more to fill out the expected pattern. Diego Ribadeneria
reports a demonstration protesting the arrest of two leaders
of the telecommunications union by U.S. soldiers." Most
political activists and labor leaders" are "on a list of several
hundred people whom the Endara government seeks to
detain," he continues. A senior offical in the U.S. Embassy
professed to have no knowledge of the reasons:" We weren't
givenanydetails,justthattheEndaragovernmentwantedus
to get them. They're bad guys of some sort, I guess." So they
are, like political activists and labor leaders throughout the
region. Leaving nothing to chance, the U.S. military sent
hundreds of psywar specialists into Panama to "spread proAmerican propaganda messages throughout the country" in
a campaign to "bolster the image of the United States and"
stamp American influence on almost every phase of the new
government," the press reports. "These guys are .. . very
sophisticated in the psychological aspects of war," an Army
offical said, "They are engaged in propaganda"-honestly, at
least.
Noriega's career fits a standard pattern. Typically, the
thugs and gangsters that the U.S. backs reach a point in their
careers when they become too independent and too grasping, outliving their usefulness. Instead of just ro?bing the
poor, they begin to interfere with the natural alhes of the
. U.S., the local business elite and oligarchy, or even U.S.
· ....··:: ··.·· ..·.. :::: :: · .... :. ·· · : · · :.:: . ,·;:··:: ·· · (next page)
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interests directly. At that point, Washington begins to vacillate; we hear of human rights violations that were cheerfully ignored in the past, and sometimes the U.S. government acts to remove them, even to attempt to assassinate
them, as in the case of Trujillo. Others who finally lost U.S.
support for such reasons include Marcos, Somoza, and
Duvalier. Noriega's story is partially similar. By 19861987, the only question was when and how he should be
removed, though there were hold-outs. As late as August
1987, Elliot Abrams, obsessed as always by the attraction of
violence in Nicaragua, opposed a Senate resolution condemning Noriega.
Another indication of possible ambivalence in high places
is the curious Israel-Panama relation. Apparently, as in the
case of Somoza, Israel was not told to cancel arms shipments and other assistance to Noriega until virtually the end.
According to the Israeli press, when Noriega stopped being
Washington's "bosom friend" in 1986, "Israel was ordered
to behave-it was permitted to continue to sell weapons, but
required to keep a lower profile in its relations with Noriega." About 20 percent of the half billion dollars of Israeli
weapons sales to Panama in the past decade were from 1986,
in addition to other military equipement, Efraim Davidi
reports in the Labor Party press. He concludes that the
Americans were following the usual plan of providing
weapons to military elements which, they hoped, would
eliminate their specific target-much the same scenario as in
arms sales to Iran through Israel from the early 1980s.
In close analysis of U.S. actions, John Weeks and Andrew
Zimbalist make the plausable suggestion that the timing was
determined by the dismissal of Roberto Diaz Herrera, second-in-command of the PDF after Noriega, in July 1987 · A
cousin of Torrijos, he was considered to represent the
reformist Torrijsta wing of the military and to be "left
leaning," hence unexceptable as a replacement for Noriega.
With Diaz Herrera gone, the U.S. was free to tum to the
traditional interventionist pattern and to initiate the pressures that ultimatly led to the invasion and the restoration of
a compliant regime of rich whites, as it did, from July 1987.
All in all, a successful operation. The U.S. can now
proceed to foster democracy and successful economic
development, as it has done with such success in the Caribbean and Central American region for many years. The
prospect is seriously put forth, in blissful disreguard of the
relevant history, and the reasons for its regular discourse.
The cheery reports on these prospects did not raise even the
most obvious questions: What were the consquences of the
most recent invasions, conducted with the same promises?
It took real dedication to miss the point. On the day of the
invasion, the back pages carried obituary notices for
Herbert Blaize, who presided over the triumph of democ-

racy and reconstruction after the liberation of Grenada to
much acclaim-a perfect occasion for an analysis of the
realization of the promise. Initially, the U.S. poured $110
million into the tiny island to stimulate U.S. investment and
tourism, to little effect. The country is saddled with a foreign
debt of close to $50 billion and a tradedeficitof$60 billion.
InearlyDecember,astrikeofvirtuallyallpublicemployees
demanded payment of wage increases promised from 1987;
funds are unavailable, despite heavy borrowing to curb a
growing budget deficit. The offical unemployment figure is
20 percent,estimated at 40 percent among young workers.
Alcholism and drug addiction are said to have reached
record levels, along with homicides and other signs of social
dissolution. The health care system instituted under Maurice Bishop was dismantled after Blaize expelled the Cuban
personnel who staffed it. Two percent of the population are
estimated to have emigrated in 1986. In June 1987, President Blaize pushed through an Emergency Powers Act that
gave security forces extensive powers, including detention
without trial, house arrest, deportation, and the right to
declare a curfew, also establishing a board to
censor"politically sensitive songs." There are no more
appeals to "Reagan the Provider," who will build us homes,
give us food and jobs, and lead us to the pot of gold atthe end
of the rainbow, as he promised. Instead, graffiti on walls
read "Yankees Out" and "Yankees Go Home." "Recent wall
scrawlings are more likely to say things like'Reagan is the
world terrorist #1'," Gary Krist reports with incomprehension, and" the most flattering description of George Bush"
that he heard on the island was that he' s"j ust another Ronald
Reagan, only not as aggressive"; that was before the rerun
of the script in Panama.
Or we could look to the Dominican Republic, liberated by
a u.S. invasion in 1965 and set on the road to democracy· though only after years of death squad killings and torture,
and the takeover by U.S. corporations of most of what they
had not aquired during earlier occupations. This too is
reguarded as a triumph of democracy, with civilians elected
and the military not taking power-in fact, happy to leave the
job of policing to the civilians and the IMP. But" on an island
blessed like few others with varies mineral resourses, fertile
(next page)
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soils, lush forests, and plentiful fish and fowl," Latin
American scholar Jan Knippers Black observes, "an ingenious and industrious people continus to struggle with little
relief ofrprogress against the ravages of hunger and disease,: and the country remains" a virtual appendage of the
United States," lacking even minimal independence, with
no escape from general misery.While the U.S. troops were
"restoring order" in Panama in January, a boat filled with
Dominicans fleeing to the U.S. sank, with dozens drowned;
another had caught fire a few days earlier, with no survivors.
As usual, these incidents were not reported. AP estimates
that 200,000 such illegal boat people sail through shark
infested waters to Puerto Rico each year, with many drowned,
and thousands arrested and deported. Unlike people fleeing
Vietnam, there is no political capital to be made from
anguishing over their fate, so they remain unknown, much
like the thousands of boat people fleeing Haiti, some 20,000
returned forcefully during the Reagan years, while others
flee to the Dominican Republic-or are captured and brought
there by force-to work as virtual slaves on the sugar plantations.
No such thoughts interrupted the praise of Operation Just
Cause, and its rich promise-which is not entirely empty.
Bush's announcement of$1 billion in aid to reconstruct the
society destroyed by U.S. economic warfare and military attack included $400 million to finance sales of U.S. products
to Panama,another $150 million to pay off bank loans, and
65 million in private sector loans and guarantees for U.S.
investors- all gifts to the rich at home by the U.S. taxpayer.
.·.. : . . .·

The Continuing Cold War

In its essentials, the invasion of Panama is so familiar an
exercise of U.S. power as to be no more than a footnote to
history. As Bush, Cheney, and others recognize, the need to
intervene in the Third World remains unchanged, in Central
America in particular. Rhetoric aside, it remains a high
priority to block independent nationalism and to suppress
freedom and substantive democracy. Arguably, the need is
greater than before as the U.S. seeks to shore up its own domains in the developing conflict with the other two major
world power centers.
The capacity for intervention, however , is undergoing
changes. In one significant respect, it is increasing. The
decline of the Soviet deterrent and of Soviet willingness to
sustain targets of U.S. attack grants Washington greater
freedom to crush anything in its path, as Abrams and others
perceive.
But in other respects the intervention capacity is declining. The major factor is the tenacity and courage of the
indigenous resistance, an astonishing and remarkable phenomenon. A second impediment is the diversification of the
world scene. Though Europe and Japan are now entranced
by the opportunities for exploitation of the new Third World
in the East, they may not readily allow the U.S. to have its
way in its traditional domains. The world is out of control,
as well as out of step.
For the countries of the region, this possibility offers
some advantages. It is better to have three robbers with their
hands in your pocket than only one, since they may fall out
over how to divide up the loot and thereby offer some room
=====~---~·-···,· to maneuver. And constructive initiatives are not unthinkable, particulary
under the influence of domestic solidarity movements.
The third factor is domestic dissidence
in the United States. The popular movements have had significant success in
education and raising consciousness, and
in impossing constraints on state violence, thus enlarging the scope for freedom and justice. It is that factor, whatever its weight, that will be the primary
concern for people who regard themselves as moral agents.
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photo-copies of each issue you receive and distribute them to your friends. We hope you find our
publication useful, informative and thought-provoking. Subscribe today!
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D.P. Dough
Delivers Calzones
(Minimum order 2 Calzones)
Q: What are Calzones? A: Pizza Turnovers I
1 . CHEESE ..................................................... $3.60
(ricotta, mozzarella, parmesan)
2. YEGG IE ..................................................... $3.60
(broccoli,m ushroom,ricotta,mozzare lla,parmesan)

3. SAUSAGE CALZONE .............................. $3.60
(sausage, peppers, mozzarella)

4. .RON I •........................................................ $3.60
(pepperoni, mozzarella, ricotta, parmesan)

5. THE SPINNER ........................................... $3.60
(spinach,mozzare lla,parmesan,ricotta,garlic)

6. ·oH ZONE 1· ................................................ $3.60
(steak -n- cheese calzone)

7. SOUTHERN CAL ..ZONE ...........................$3.60
(hamburg and American cheese a al Mexican)

8. HAMZONE .................................................. $3.60
(imported ham with mozzarella cheese)

9. CHICKEN PARME-ZONE ......................... $3.60
(breaded chicken with mozzarella & parmesan)
All calzo!IE's come with tot'l:\ato sauce on the side

HOURS
SUN-THUR .. 4 - 1
FRI-SAT ...... 4- 2

2)6-1616
Limited deli very area
Prices + 5% sales tax
CoupoN only valid in store

HOURS
SUN-THUR .. 4- 1
FRI-SAT ...... 4- 2
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New Cl

Katina's

Sheehan's

Pearl Street

586-4463
3/31
D.J. Allen Dantz
4/1
Sven Gali
Spoiled Rotten
(All Ages)
4/4
Bim Skala Bim
One Eyed Jake
4/5
Selectrocution
4/6
Max Creek
4/7
D.J. Allen Dantz
4/8
T.T. Strip
Sudden Impact
4/11
Eight to the Bar
CD Release Party
4/13
The Stampers
4/20
Average White
Band
4/22
Britny Fox

586-4258
3/31
Movers
4/1
Acoustic
Open Mike
4/2
Mass Confusion
4/4
Rock & Roll
Open Mike
4/5
Ed Byrne
4/6
Tim Griffin
Bruce Makay
Guy Devito
Rick King
Jeff Stoddard
4/7
Rockin Dave &
The Rent Party
4/8
Acoustic
Open Mike
4/11
Rock & Roll
Open Mike
4/12
Arthur James
& The Truth
4/13
Rippopotumus

584-7771
3/31
Ed Vadas
4/1
The Malarians
4/2
Clarence Brown

(1 8-20 Welcome with I.D)

Iron Horse

584-0610
4/1
Free Press
4/3
Loudon
Wainwright
4/4
4/5
PVFS Open Stage
Blues Traveler *
4/5
4/6
Ronnie Gilbert
Lucky 7 *
4/6
The Rent Party
Bill Morrissey
4/7
4/7
Blue Plate Special
Steve Lacy Sextet
4/9
4/9
Kanda Bongo
Birdsongs of
Man*
The Mezozoic
4/12
Dr. Nerve
Urban Blight *
Forever Einstien
The Ululators
4/13
4/10
Miracle Legion *
Sileas
4/14
4/11
Fugazi
Treat Her Right
(All Ages Show - 2pm)
4/12
Bim Skala Bim
Taj Mahal
(18+- 8:30pm)
4/13
4/16
Schooner Fare
The Hooters *
4/14
4/19
Tigers Baku
Delbert McClinton
4/15 & 4/16
4/22
Jane Siberry
Mighty Lemon Drops
(* = 18+ show)

(All Ages- All Shows)25

