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overtAction Quarterly was founded twenty years ago to document U.S. intelligence activities at home and abroad. Our
research on these and other vital issues is controversial; therefore, we now open our pages to readers with a new Letters
section. Write us. If you do not wish your name printed with your letter, let us know.

Dear CovertAction:

The entire issue of CovertAction Fall
1998 is excellent! And depressing. It
makes me think of Marcuse’s repressive
tolerance. U.S. state terrorism is well
known and growing.

“Seeing Yugoslavia Through a Dark
Glass” is the best answer to the ques-
tion of what concretely should be done
to alter the media (both mainstream and
alternative) image of Yugoslavia, or bet-
ter, how to oppose the dominant ideo-
logical bias that imposes black and
white interpretations of “goods” and
“bads” in Yugoslavia. A short history of
Yugoslavia without simplifications is un-
avoidable (double Serb-Yugosglav identity,
appropriation of the name of the terri-
tory by Shgiptares and Muslims, regional
inequalities, econamic and debt crisis,
chronology of nationalisms, etc.).

Another ingredient is intermational
context: globalization exposed as U.S.
multinational capital hegemony (nation
states obsoclete everywhere except U.S.
and Germany, transfer of Nazi identity
and guilt on Serbs instead of attempt at
reconciliation, weakening of U.N. and
strengthening of NATO, NGOs’ search for
compliant defenders of transnational
interests presented as civil rights’ de-
fense, privatization of the left).

Vera Vratusa-Zunjic
Faculty of Philosgophy
Belgrade, Yugoslavia

Diana Johnstone’s coverage of ex-Yu-
goslavia [CovertAction Number 65, Fall
1998] is a welcomed balance to the fare
we’ve been getting.

I suspect that Sean Gervasi’s warning
about a Balkan Vietnam (CovertAction
Quarterly, Numbersg 43, Winter 1992-93 and
55, Winter 1995-96) could prove to be
correct. One of the main obstacles I see
is that the so-called outside peace-
keepers are anything but objective
sideliners.

NATO attacks are gtill on the agenda
if Belgrade doesn‘t fulfill the agree-
ment. Strange. What conditions must the
Kosovo Liberation Army (KLA) fulfill, if
any? Germany had been supporting the
Albanian separatists because it had given
up hope that demonstrations in Belgrade
would topple Milosevic. Joint German-Al-
banian maneuvers were held in the Fall
of ‘96, again in ‘98, etc.

It had been a known fact for some time
that the U.S.A. and Germany had been

building Albania up as a base of sta-
bility, placing their bets on that great
democrat, Berisha. William Perry (former
Secretary of Defense) was there in ‘96
giving away some $100 million in hi-tech
military equipment. It’s a fact that the
USA maintains spy and military facilities
there. Back then, the BND (German CIA)
and MAD (military intelligence) began
supplying Albania with the latest in
weaponry (scme produced in Singapore and
shipped directly) as well as military
and intelligence training, in violation
of German law.

Auslands-Journal, a good TV news pro-
gram, interviewed a KLA representative
who admitted that the goal was a future
Albania made up of Kosovo, Albania, one-
third of Macedonia and Montenegro each,
plus a large part of northern Greece and
parts of Serbia. A KLA gpeaker said, “We
have enough weapons to last until in-
dependence.”

I can imagine that NATO is concentra-
ting on forming a strong southern flank
extending all the way from Albania, Cro-
atia to Turkey to the Mideast. This is
also known as “peacekeeping.”

Other reports told of border area
camps where instructors from Germany, the
USA, Pakistan, Chechnya and Croatia were
training KLA recruiters in classical
terrorism, supported by the usual drug
and arms dealing, the centers of which
can be traced to Germany, Switzerland
and Demmark.

R.T.G., Wehrheim, Germany

The other night, after the election, I
began to research Jeb Bush and the Bush
family. I found a fantastic article
entitled “The Family That Preys Together”
by Jack Colhoun in CovertAction (Number
41, Summer 1992). It is so important to
get that information out, as the new
political season begins. This family is
not finished with us, yet most of the
U.S. citizenry looks upon them as a mor-
al guide! Please help!!

S.K., Dexter, Oregon

I must critique [an article] in
CovertAction #64, Spring 1998. After
reading the excellent first article on
the unilateral forced starvation and
emiseration of the Iragi population by
the U.S., I was immediately appalled by
the subsequent article [about Iraq] by a
Britigh professor Paul Rogers, “Near War,

Real Fear.” It seems to me that Mr.
Rogers doesn’t see much of a problem
with the rich nations’ weapons of mass
destruction, those who brought about the
monstrosity of this technology in the
first place and profit from it, and the
United States in particular. This is
outrageous hypocrisy! How concerned the
U.S. is with U.N. procedure! [What of}
Thomas Pickering’s thug-like tactics in
1991 or of Madeleine Albright‘s current
arrogant dictates.

We have Mr. Rogers concerned about the
“plunging morale among U.S. Air Force
units” in Saudi Arabia. Would that Mr.
Rogers could express the same degree of
concern for the morale of thousands of
Iragi survivors whose family members were
mercilegsly slaughtered in their homes
and neighborhoods by the U.S. attacks
and the civilians who continue to be de-
liberately starved and deprived of medi-
cine due to the policy of U.S. oli-
garchs.

Just received your 20th anniversary
issue. I'm overwhelmed at how excellent
it is! It ranks as one of your best and
most important.

L.S., Connecticut

I have to hand it to you—you folks
break the stories sometimes years before
anybody else. Case in point: Operation
Condor and Pinochet. I read about it in
‘94 in CovertAction [No. 50, Fall 1994].
Keep up the great work!

B.J., Berkeley, Califormia

thank god for the cia. sometimes I
need to have good laugh so I surf the
web for nonsense like yours according to
noam and the boys and girls on your
staff. (incidently, how many of your
writers are draft doggin scum like prez.
Clinton?), the u.s.a. is responsible for
all social, economic and political ills
of every subgroup american in the
country and the world. I wonder how many
trees were chopped down to publish this
drivel, and how many chemicals were
refined to build this screen its printed
on the net on? the sixties are dead, and
america is having the wool removed from
its eyes as to the true intentions of
people like yourselves. you will bitch
about any and everything but do nothing
when its your turn to put your ass on
the line.

Anonymous e-mail message
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U.D. INVOLVEMENT

some years alter Sudanese independence
in 1956, the U.S. hegan to get deeply
involved in the country. According to An-
drew and Leslic Cockburn’s Dangerous Li-
aison, collaboration between the CIA and
Isracli inteiligence to support a secession-
ist movement in the Sudan can be traced
back to at least 1968.%2 And when the pre-
sent government, which came to power in
1989, refused to support the bombing of
Iraq during the 1991 Gulf War, Washing-
tons attitude towards Khartoum  grew
sharply hostile.

In 1990, President Bushs Assistant
Secretary of State lor African Affairs, Her-
man Cohen, had praised the new regime.
He remarked how, in comparison to the
former government, it had done particu-
larly better in relieving the suffering of
victims of the civil war. He recommended
political and economic support, tied to hu-
manitarian aid. > But that changed 180 de-
grees when, in 1991, Sudan opposed the
Gulf War, And in mid-1992, as Sudanese
forces regained much of the territory that
had been controlled by rebels, the U.S.
media began to report “ethnic cleansing”
and other human rights violations, and,
within days. the U.S. Congress voted sanc-
tions against Sudan.**

Over the years since then, the U.S.
has maintained a campaign to destabilize
sudan. On November 10, 1996, the
Wushington Post reported that the U.S.
would send $20 million in military
cquipment to Ethiopia, Lritrea and U-
ganda, even though these three countries
were embroiled in the bloody war in
southern Sudan. The paper said its
congressional sources doubted the aid
would be kept from rebel forces fighting
the Sudanese government.?> Shortly
thereafter. Africa Confidential reported,
"It is clear the aid is for Sudan’s armed
opposition” and added that U.S. special
forces were on “open-ended deployment”
with the rebels.’ The day after the
the New York Times
brought up the issue again:

The Clinton administration de-
nies it supports the rebels directly,
but it acknowledges giving military
aid. not including weapons, to the
neighboring  countries of Uganda,
Critrea, and Ethiopia, which have in

missile  strike,

32. Andrew Cockburn and Leslie Cockburn, Dangerous
Ligison (New York: Harper Collins, 1991).

33. “Series of Strikes Against Sudan,” Sudanow magazine
(Khartoum), Jan. 1998, p. 20.

34, Ibid.

35. Washington Post, Nov. 10, 1996.

36. Africa Confidential, Nov. 15, 1996.

ISRAEL’'S CHEMICAL WEAPONS:

A DOUBLE

Is the U.S. government so concerned about
the existence of chemical weapons? If so,
why has it contributed to the development
and distribution of chemical weapons to
Istael, a policy which, according to an
article in the London Sunday Times (Octo-
ber 4, 1998), is responsible for an assassin-
ation attempt in Palestine and an environ-
mentally hazardous accident in Amster-
dam in 1992.

According to the article, Israels F-
16s are now equipped to carry chemical
and biological weapons manufactured at
a secret biological institute in the Tel A-
viv suburb Nes Ziona. Dutch authorities
recently confirmed that an El Al plane
that crashed in Amsterdam in 1992 was
carrying 42 gallons of a chemical used to
make sarin nerve gas, the gas that
wreaked havoc in Tokyo in 1995, Iis
destination was this secret plant in
Israel.

“The Israeli plant,” the article stated,
“manufactures not only chemical and
biological weapons for use in bombs,
but more unusual arms as well. It sup-
plied the poison for a bizarre attempt
last year on the life of Khaled Meshal, a
leader of the Hamas [slamic fundament-
alist group.... Israel has accused Egypt,
Libya, Syria and Iran of developing
chemical and biological weapons, but
has never acknowledged its own pro-
grams to develop weapons of mass de-
struction.”

An unnamed biologist, a former

turn funneled arms, radios, and oth-
er equipment to the rebels.

American officials have also
made it plain that the United States
supports the rebellion’s goals. Secre-
tary of State Madeleine K. Albright
even met with the main rebel leader,
John Garang, last December during a
visit to Uganda 37

The involvement with Garang is
compelling. In 1997 the Sudanese govern-
ment signed the Khartoum Peace Agree-
ment with six of the seven rebel groups, all
but the one led by Garang, the Sudan Peo-
ples Liberation Movement (SPLM). This
agreement confirms the federal nature of
the government, accepts a referendum for

37. New York Times, Aug. 21, 1998, p. AS.

STANDARD

high-ranking Israeli intelligence officer,
was quoted: “There is hardly a single
known or unknown form of chemical or
biological weapon...which is not manu-
factured at the institute.”

“The institute,” the article notes, “is
one of the most secretive in Israel.
Founded in 1952 as a single building
hidden in an orange grove, it now
sprawls over several acres. It is sur-
rounded by a 6-foot-high concrete wall
topped with sensors that reveal the exact
location of any intruder but is erased
from local and aerial survey maps.”

According to a London Times report
(October 2, 1998), the Israeli govern-
ment confirmed that the chemical,
DMMP, used in the manufacture of sarin
gas, was on the plane, along with two
other sarin ingredients. There was
enough on board, reportedly, to produce
594 pounds of sarin. The DMMP, in fact,
came from a Pennsylvania company, Sol-
katronic Chemicals, Inc.

Of course, Washington does not
threaten to bomb Nes Ziona, even
though Israel will not allow inspection
of its facilities, even though Israel has
never ratified the Chemical Weapons
Convention, and even though Israels
military has the ability to deliver the
weapons that could be produced there.
The threats and the bombs are reserved
for Sudan and Iraq, whose people now
lack basic necessities to sustain the lives
of the majority of their population.

self determination for the south, and offers
amnesty to rebel groups that enter a politi-
cal dialogue. Garang, the Sudanese insist,
remains the “sole obstacle to peace.”™

The irony is that while the U.S., since
1991, has attacked Sudan’s human rights
record, saying civilians are targeted in the
war and slavery is practiced by the govern-
ment, it is the SPLM that has been found
to practice such gross abuses.

Lven according to John Prendergast,
the director of East African Affairs at the
National Security Council, the SPLM “has
attained possession of adequate means of
coercion and has terrorized the southern
population into passive compliance. The
predominant instruments of the move-

38. “Tightening the Noose,” op. cit., n. 33, p. 13.

Number 66

CovertAction Quarterly

17






even basic medicines that have no conceiv-
able military uscs. The IAC delegation was
shown the letter (reprinted at left) from the
Eli Lilly company, in which it informed the
Sudanesc  Central Medical Supplies
company that the United States Treasury
Department refused to allow it to sell insu-
lin to Sudan. Similar denials of sutures to
close wounds and of hemophilia medicine
were also forced by the U.S

On Poricy AND THE SuDAN

As the intense and longstanding dispute
over oil pipelines through the Caucasus
demonstrates, the U.S. has always fought
hard for the passage of oil through friendly
nations, cven when the cost of delivery is
higher*® A pipeline from Azerbaijan
through Georgia to the Black Sea would be
cheapest, but the Clinton administration
has supported a more expensive pipeline
taking the oil instead into Turkey, a NATO
country friendlier to U.S. (and Israeli)
government interests. The U.S. also be-
licves it is important to maintain owner-
ship of the oil and avoid governments like-
Iy to nationalize their own resources. In
Nigeria, for example, 60 percent of the oil
is foreign owned by companies like
Royal/Dutch Shell and Mobil, and the U.S.
enjovs its relationship there, especially
under the present leadership which s
more willing to allow further exploitation
by foreign oil interests.

These oil pacts based upon colonial
relationships are what U.S. interests are
building toward, even in Sudan. In 1984,
alter a decade of exploration, Chevron dis-
covered two fields in southern Sudan con-
aining an estimated 300 million barrels of
oil. 7 The company then began construc-
tiont of a 940-mile pipeline costing $1 bil-
lion. The Chevron group included Royal
Dutch/Shell and Total of France. But the
Chevron consortium began to pull out of
the deal after attacks from rebel forces left
four of its employees dead.

Now, according to a report published
just nine days before the U.S. missile at-
tack,” Sudan had moved ahead in devel-
opment of its oil fields. With Malaysian,
Canadian, British. Argentinean, and Ger-
man companics investing as part of the
consortium developing Sudan’s oil, Khar-
toum expects 10 generate income  from
150.000 burrels per day and soon do its

48. See, e.g., Dan Morgan and David B. Ottaway, “Vast
Kazakh Field Stirs U.S.-Russian Rivalry; Pipelines Are Key
to American Exports,” Washington Post, October 6, 1998,
p. Al

49. Wall Street Journal, Nov. 1, 1984.

50. Financial Times (London), Aug. 11, 1998, p. 4.

SUDAN’S DEMANDS |,

Sudan’s government has made the
following demands upon the inter-
national community regarding the
criminal U.S. attack (from “The
American Bombardment of El Shifa
Pharmaceutical,” Documents Com-
piled by the Ministry of Culture
and Information, the Republic of
the Sudan, August 1998, pp. 22-
23):

“[Sudan] calls upon the interna-
tional community to condemn the
American aggression which repre- |
sents a {lagrant violation of the Su-
dan’s sovereignty and the interna-
tional laws and customs, especially
that the aggression did not depend
on legal or scientific bases, but on
the contrary the attack has been
launched on the basis of deceptive
and untrue information....

“Calls upon the United Nations
to adopt measures for revealing the
facts regarding the heinous Ameri-
can aggression on the Sudan by
sending a fact-finding mission to
investigate the American allegations
as well as the nature of the destroy-
ed factory and its production.

“Demands an official, public

apology from the United States for
its crime on Sudan.

“Demands a fair and adequate
compensation from the United
States for the harmed parties, in-
cluding the factories’ owners and
individuals.”

own refining. Even reliel from a $300
million annual energy bill could help
Sudan end the civil war. As Riek Machar, a
former SPLM commander now working
with the government, explained. “If in the
interim period we manage 1o use this oil to
redress imbalances and create confidence,
maybe the south would then vote for unity.
The south would have made an economic
leap forward and some of their fears would
have eroded.”

The Canadian company that is part of
the consortium announced plans for in-
vesting $300 million in Sudan just three
days before the attack. Shares in the

51. Ibid., June 11, 1998, p. 4.

wir wneg, InC, lost one-
third of their value in the week following
the raid. “Cruise missile blasts,” the Toron-
to Globe and Muil reported, “were the last
thing investors wanted (o hear.” In addi-
tion, SPLM leader John Garang has already
threatened to target the oil fields, warning
the companies to pull out their staff.>?

Il Garang were 10 take over the govern-
ment of Sudan, of course, everything
would be different.

Nor Euen An AroLoGy

It has been months since the attack on the
El Shifa plant and the Clinton administra-
tion has still not even apologized. No evi-
dence of chemical weapons manufacture
has ever materialized; virtually no one be-
lieves the cover story. The factory was
completely destroyed. Damage was esti-
mated at $100 million. More than 300 em-
ployees, with 3,000 dependents, were ren-
dered jobless.>* The aggression has de-
vastated a basic clement of the Sudanese
economy and set back Sudan’ policy aim-
ed at realizing the international slogan of
“Health for All” by the year 2000, especial-
ly since thousands will die from fack of
needed medicine.

But the people of Sudan are sirong,
determined, and hardworking. In spite of
poverty and U.S. sanctions blocking food
and medicine from Sudan, the people are
full of determination. A rally of thousands
of young women and men denouncing the
U.S. bombing, one month after the attack,
showed this spirit of resistance. Despite
U.S. support, the rebel war will end, and
Sudan will be able to apply its resources to
the benefit of its people. That the United
States willfully draws out this conflict is
shameful. u

R S S

52. Globe and Mail (Toronto), Oct. 9, 1998, p. B25.

53. Voice of Sudan (SPLA) broadcast, Nov. 1, 1998, as
reported by the BBC Worldwide Monitoring Service.

54. Op. cit., n. 14, pp. 20-21.
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Mo, e Buers For THE BANG

BY GREG °EETER

sixteen-year-old girl was killed in

Brooklyn, New York, in January,

1998, when a brick fell from the
top of an elementary school and fractured
her skull. A few days later, a wall fell from
a New York City vocational high school
and crashed to the sidewalk. City officials
acknowledged that repairs had been de-
layed because the needs of dozens of other
schools were considered more pressing.!

Crumbling  school infrastructure
threatens students not just in New York
City. According to a recent study by the
Government Accounting Olffice, one of
every three school buildings in the country
needs extensive repair or replacement, at a
total cost of $112 billion.?

In the summer of 1997, half a year
before the New York incidents, Congress
was asked to spend $5 hillion over several
years to help address this national school
infrastructure crisis. Congress refused.
This fall, Congress again was asked to
spend $1 billion to begin to address this
security problem, and voted not to do so.

Yet in the past two years, we've spent
tens of billions of dollars to begin to pur-
chase a new generation of jet fighters—as
many as +,400 of them-—that are designed
to fight an enemy that no longer exists, will
provide little technological advantage over
already cxisting fighters, and replace
existing fighters that would maintain U.S.
air superiority for the next 18 years. The
total cost of these new fighters? Two
hundred seventy-two billion dollars,
nearly two and a half times what it would
cost 1o rebuild owr public schools.?

With our military threats “so remote
they are difficult to discern,™ the federal

Greg Speeter is the founder and executive director of the
National Priorities Project, based in Northampton, Mass-
achusetts; 17 New South St., Northampton, MA 01060;
413-584-9556; www.natprior.org.

1. Jacques Steinberg, “Brooklyn High School was In-
spected 5 Days Before 10 Tons of Bricks Fell,” New York
Times, Jan. 23, 1998.

2. U.S. General Accounting Office, School Facilities:
America’s Schools Report Differing Conditions (GAO/HEHS-
96-103), Washington, D.C., June 1996, table 11.3.

3. See Federation of American Scientists website at:
www.fas.org/pub/gen/mswg/msbb98/ddO4ac.htm.

4. Former Secretary of Defense Richard Cheney,
speaking to the Senate Armed Services Committee, 1992,
quoted in In Search of Security (Northampton, Mass.:
National Priorities Project, 1994), p. 4.

government has managed to turn public
policy on its head: Instead of providing a
military that sacrifices to save those in
need, it is sacrificing those in need in order
to keep Pentagon coffers, military contrac-
tors’ bank accounts, and the pockets of key
members of Congress stuffed to the brim.

Gonsiner THis:

* This fall, Congress gave the Pentagon
an extra $1 billion for research and
development of “Star Wars” on top of the
years $3.5 billion request, even though the
director of the Pentagon’s ballistic missile
defense program said, “There really is
nothing we can do with that money we
havent already addressed.” Yet it cul
almost half a billion dollars from the Social
Services Block Grant that provides slates
with money for daycare, meals for low in-
come seniors, loster care, and drug
prevention.

e In the past four years, Congress has
given the Pentagon almost $30 billion
more than it has asked for, while cutting
back on or substantially under-funding job
rraining, environmental, housing and
health programs.®

5. Fred Kaplan, “Pentagon gets $1 billion it has no use
for,” Boston Globe, Oct. 24, 1998, p. 1.
6. Discussion with Stuart Campbell, Executive Director,

e In 1980, at the height of the Cold
War, the U.S. spent two dollars on the Pen-
tagon for every dollar it spent on aid (¢
cities. Today, almost a decade after the enc
of the Cold War, the Pentagon gels fou
dollars for every dollar we spend on aid t¢
cities.” (See Chart 1.)

e Commitments (o programs othel
than the Pentagon will be threatencd cver
more when the federal budget is releascc
beginning this winter, as the Pentagon i
expected to ask for $110 billion more in
each of the next six years ®

HaLr 10 THE PENTRGON,
Havr 1o EvERYONE ELSE

To understand what is at stake, it
important to see just how enormous t
Pentagon budget is in relationship to ¢
erything clse, and how changes in fede
budget policies this year will pit the Peni
gon against a number of community-has
programs.

Coalition for Human Needs, Washington, D.C., Nov.
1998.

7. Are You Winning Or Losing? How Federal Choices Af
You and Your Community (Northampton, Mass.: Natic
Priorities Project, Mar. 1998), p. 14.

8. James Kitfield, “The Hollow Force Myth,” Natic
Joumnal (Washington, D.C.), Dec. 12, 1998, p. 200. !
York Times, Jan. 2, 1999, p. 1.

Pentagon Wins,

Pentagon vs. Aid to States and Cities 1950-1997

~ommunities lLose:
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e Our environment is threatened.
Polluted air, water, and tand threaten us in
many ways. Drinking water systems serv-
ing more than 50 million Americans vio-
late health regulations and standards, and
40 percent of our nation’s waters are still
not safe for fishing or swimming.2® Power
plants, cars, and trucks emit two-thirds of
the total carbon dioxide into the atmo-
sphere, adding up to almost half the global
warming gases that are created by peo-
ple.27 Air pollution causes 15,000 prema-
ture deaths every year from increased pul-
monary disease.*®

In spite of this, the federal government
gave up a long time ago on funding for
alternative energy and has cut way back on
clean water funds. In 1997 Washington
funded clean water programs at the lowest
amount since the Clean Water Act was
passed, allocating only $3 billion to both
clean water and drinking waler initiatives,
despite an estimated need for $6 billion in
federal conuributions. Cumulatively, the
EPA budget has been cut by $71 billion
since 1980.2°

» Forty-six percent of the jobs with
the most growth pay less than half a
livable wage. Don't look for the jobs in the
“new economy” to save us. The National
Priorities Project recently released a report
on job growth with Jobs with Justice that
established a livable wage nationwide of
$32,285. The report found that 46 per-
cent of the jobs with the most growth pay
less than half of that wage; that four of the
five fastest growing jobs are cashiers, jani-
tors, retail sales clerks, and waiters and
waitresses, none of which pay, on average,
more than $15.236 a year. Most of these
jobs do not provide benefits and are part-
time. 3

Tue Bunger “SurpLus”

Some budget observers feel that the FY 1998
budget surplus—the first in almost 40
years—and the announcement by the Con-
gressional Budget Office this past summer
that given current economic trends we will
continue to have surpluses well into the fu-
ture may change the terms of the guns versus
butter debate.

26. Clean Water Network, How to Meet the Goals of the
Clean Water Act, Oct. 1997, p. 2.

27. Clean Air Network, Lighting Our Homes, Warming
Our Planet: Power Plants and Global Climate Change, Nov.
1997.

28. Environmental Protection Agency website at: www.
epa.gov/oar/primer/health. htm.

29. National Priorities Project analysis of Environmental
Protection Agency Budget, from Budgets of the United
States Government, FY1980-FY1999.

30. Working Hard, Earning Less - The Story of Job Growth
in America (Northampton, Mass.: National Priorities
Project, Dec. 1998), pp. 2-3.

About 200 national organizations
focused on human needs and community
development, organized by Invest in
America in Washington, D.C., have recent-
ly signed on to a letter to the President ask-
ing for more money for social spending. It
will be very tempting for Congress and the
President to address these conflicting
needs by giving some money to the Penta-
gon, some to social spending, and passing
some more tax cuts.

But this is a dangerous strategy. It
would give the Pentagon more money
when it ought to be getting less, would
provide only a token amount of money to
the most organized and powerful advo-
cates for social spending (transportation,
crime prevention and perhaps education)
without addressing the issues of child
poverty, housing, and other critical con-
cerns, a process that continues to pit ad-
vocates for more social spending against
each other for crumbs from the budget
pie.

A better strategy would be for many
social spending advocacy groups to de-
mand that the Pentagon size its budget
downward, so that this nation would have
the resources to address critical security
needs in our communities. Social spend-
ing advocates, their clients, and other allies
would have to become familiar with some
of the most outrageous weapons systems
and Pentagon spending policies, and
challenge the funding of weapons systems
that are overpriced, duplicate others, are
unnecessary, or don't work.

However, just going after weapons
systems does not address a larger question
that this nation needs to begin to address:
What role should the U.S. play in the inter-
national community in the future? The peace
and arms control community must help
answer this question. In a recent letter to a
number of arms control and peace advo-
cates, Carl Conetta and Charles Knight of
the Project on Defense Alternatives make
the point that currently, Pentagon archi-
tects and a number of elites are re-imple-
menting a strategy of primacy or “world
hegemony.”! Conetta and Knight believe
that most Americans would rather be “first
among equals,” which would call for a
national strategy of military sufficiency
and real cooperation with other nations on
security matters, rather than hegemony
which requires the U.S. to be able to
single-handedly outgun all potential rivals.
They challenge those in the arms control
and peace community to work together to

31. Project on Defense Alternatives, “Defense Budget
Discussion Letter,” 98:1 (an occasional e-mail newsletter),
Nov. 16, 1998.

further articulate this vision and the kind
of military spending such a vision would
call for.

Bringing THE ISSUES Back Home

The budget debate this winter and spring and
the elections in the year 2000 provide us with
the opportunity to raise these questions of na-
tional security. The public needs to under-
stand what is at stake, and polling shows that
the more the public understands about these
issues the more the public supports cutting
Pentagon spending and reinvesting in our
communities. >

As we enter the next millennium, this
country must decide what kind of a nation
it wants to be, and assess whether the
direction we are heading will get us there.
Do we want to become the worlds lone
super-cop, and continue to use so many of
our resources to build the ships and planes
and weaponry (o intervene in situations
around the world?

Grass-roots organizations focused on
housing, education, children, health care,
neighborhood empowerment, and living-
wage jobs must make the connection
between their local concerns and our
distorted federal priorities. These groups
must then find ways to hold their elected
federal officials accountable to a
definition of national security that means
access to affordable housing and health
care, clean drinking water, access to the
skills to get real jobs, and a future for all
our children. u

32. For instance, a poll just commissioned by the
Business Leaders for Sensible Priorities revealed that an
overwhelming 71% of American voters believe the U.S.
should “lead an effort to abolish nuclear weapons and
shift our national budget priorities towards meeting the
needs of our kids.” Discussion with Business Leaders for
Sensible Priorities, Dec. 1998. Polling by Steve Kull at the
Program on International Policy Attitudes in Maryland
found that when told how the federal spending pie is
divided up, 80% of the people favored reducing the
military budget, urging cuts averaging a whopping 42%.
The same poll found that 78% said they would support
reducing America’s presence abroad in favor of allies
taking some of the responsibilities of their defense.
Stephen Kull, The Foreign Policy Gap: How Policymakers
Misread the Public, University of Maryland Press, 1997.
The National Priorities Project has found that what really
helps the public understand these issues is to bring them
down to the state, community, and congressional district
level, for that is the level that ordinary citizens
understand and believe they can do something about. It
is also the level that the media like to talk about and that
holds Congress accountable.

Our organization has dedicated a website (www. natprior.
org) to providing people with easy-to-understand in-
formation about city and state needs and federal policies
that are tied to those needs. We are now designing dis-
crete congressional district profiles that will not only
illustrate this information at the critical congressional
district level, but will include information on voting
records, campaign contributions and other information
necessary to bring about real citizen participation in
determining federal policies.
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the following: The Lockerbie investigating
team “discovered [that] the list of luggage
checked into the hold against passengers’
names on Air Malta KM180 to Frankfurt bore
no resemblance to what the passengers had
checked in. The Air Malta list was a shambles,
one officer said.™

Air Malta itsell made an exhaustive study
of this matter and has categorically denied
that there was any unaccompanied baggage
on KMI180 or that any of the passengers
transferred to the Frankfurt to London
flight.'® And a report sent by the FBI from
Germany to Washington in October 1989 re-
veals profound doubts about this thesis. The
report concludes: “There remains the possib-
ility that no luggage was transferred from Air
Malta 180 to Pan Am 1031

In January 1995, more than three years
after the indictment of the two Libyans, the
FBI was still of the same mind. A confidential
Bureau report stated: “There is no concrete in-
dication that any piece of luggage was un-
loaded from Air Malta 180, sent through the
luggage routing system at Frankfurt airport,
and then loaded on board Pan Am 103.” The
report added that the baggage records are
“misleading” and that the bomb suitcase
could have come from another flight or was
simply a ‘rogue bag inserted into the
systemn.”12

To accept the Malta scenario is to be-
lieve that the suitcase itself led the follow-
ing charmed life: 1) loaded aboard the Air
Malta flight to Frankfurt without an ac-
companying passenger; 2) transferred in
Frankfurt 1o the Pan Am 103A flight to
London without an accompanying passen-
ger; 3) transferred in London to the Pan
Am 103 flight to New York without an ac-
companying passenger.

To the magic bullet of the JFK assassina-
tion, can we now add the magic suitcase?

Under international airline rules, bag-
gage unaccompanied by passengers should
not be allowed onto aircraft without being
searched or x-rayed. Actual practice is, of
course, more lax, but how could serious
professional terrorists count on this laxness
occurring three times in a row for the same
suitcase? Regular airline passengers would
not make such an assumption. Moreover,
since the perpetrators in all likelthood
wanted to time the explosion to occur over
the ocean, adding Malta as an extra step
could only add much more uncertainty.

9. The Independent, Oct. 30, 1989, p. 2.

10. The Guardian (London) July 29, 1995, p. 26.

11. Time, Apr. 27, 1992, p. 28.

12. The Independent, Jan. 30, 1995, p. 3. The newspaper
reported it was a five-page official briefing paper that had
been leaked to them. It is possible this is the same 1989
report referred to in note 11. Time magazine also said it
was a five-page document.

In any event, the Pan Am x-ray operator
at Frankfurt on December 21 testified in
court that he had been told to look for a radio
in such baggage, but found none.!3

A passenger could conceivably have
accompanied the suitcase on the first, and/or
second leg, but this would carry with it the
sizeable risk of subsequent identification.

We must also ask why Prime Minister
Margaret Thatcher, writing in her 1993 mem-
oirs about the U.S. bombing of Libya in 1986,
with which Britain had cooperated, stated:
“But the much vaunted Libyan counter-attack
did not and could not take place. Qaddafi had
not been destroyed but he had been humb-
led. There was a marked decline in Libyan-
sponsored terrorism in succeeding years."!#

Finally, it should be pointed out that even
if the two Libyans were involved, there is no
reason to assume they knew that the suitcase
contained a bomb, and not drugs, or some
other contraband.

AirernaTIvE THEORY

There is, moreover, an alternative scenario,
laying the blame on Iran and Syria, which is
much better documented and makes a lot
more sense, logistically, politically, and
technically. Indeed, this was the Original
Official Version, delivered with Olympian
rectitude by the U.S. government— guaran-
teed, sworn to, Scouts honor, case closed—
until the Gulf War came along and the sup-
port of Tran and Syria was needed, and Wash-
ington was anxious as well to achieve the
release of American hostages held in Lebanon
by groups close to Iran. The distinctive
scurrying sound of backtracking then became
audible in the corridors of the White House.
Suddenly-or so it seemed—in October 1990,
there was a New Official Version: It was Libya,
the Arab state least supportive of the U.S.
buildup to the Gulf War and the sanctions
imposed against Irag, that was behind the
bombing alter all, declared Washington.

The two Libyan airline employees were
formally indicted in the U.S. and Scotland on
Novernber 14, 1991. “This was a Libyan
government operation from start to finish,”
declared the State Department spokesman.!3
“The Syrians took a bum rap on this,” said
President Bush.!® Within the next 20 days,
the remaining four American hostages were
released along with the most prominent
British hostage, Terry Waite.

The Original Official Version accused the
PFLP-GC, a 1968 breakaway from a compon-

13. Donald Goddard with Lester Coleman, Trail of the
Octopus: Behind the Lockerbie Disaster (London: Penguin
Books, 1994), p. 420.

14. Margaret Thatcher, The Downing Street Years (New
York: Harper-Collins, 1993), pp. 448-49.

15. New York Times, Nov. 15, 1991, p. 1.

16. Los Angeles Times, Nov. 15, 1991, p. 25.

ent of the Palestine Liberation Organization
(PLO), of making the bomb and somchow
placing it aboard the flight in Frankfurt. The
PFLP-GC was led by Ahmed Jabril, one of the
worlds  leading terrorists, and was
headquartered in, financed by, and closely
supported by, Syria. The bombing was done
at the behest of Iran as revenge for the U.S.
shooting down of an Iranian passenger plane
over the Persian Gulf on July 3, 1988, which
claimed 290 lives.

The support for this scenario was, and
remains, impressive, as this sample indicates:

In April 1989, the FBI-in response to crit-
icism that it was bungling the investiga-
tion-leaked to CBS the news that it had
tentatively identified the person who unwit-
tingly carried the bomb aboard. His name
was Khalid Jaafar, a 21-year-old Lebanese-
American. The report said that the bomb had
been planted in Jaafars suitcase by a member
of the PFLP-GC, whose name was not reveal-
ed.1?

In May, the State Department stated that
the CIA was “confident” of the Iran/Syria/
PFLP-GC account of events, '

On September 20, The Times of London
reported that “Security officials from Britain,
the United States, and West Germany are
‘totally satisfied’ that it was the PFLP-GC”
bet -
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In 1992, Abu Sharit, a political adviser to
PLO chairman Yasser Arafat, stated that the
PLO had compiled a secret report which con-
cluded that the bombing of Pan Am 103 was
the work of a “Middle Eastern country” other
than Libya.??

In February 1995, a former Scottish
Office minister, Alan Stewart, wrote to the
British Foreign Secretary and the Lord
Advocate, questioning the reliability of the
evidence which had led to the accusations
against the two Libyans. This move, wrote
The Guardian, reflected the concern of the
Scottish legal profession, reaching into the
Crown Olffice, the equivalent of the office of
the Attorney General, that the bombing may
not have been the work of Libya, but of
Syrians, Palestinians, and Iranians 2!

Key QuesTion

A key question in the PFLP-GC version has
always been: How did the bomb get aboard
the plane in Frankfurt, or at some other
point? One widely disseminated explanation
was in a report, completed during the sum-
mer of 1989 and leaked in the fall, which had
been prepared by a New York investigating
firm called Interfor. Headed by a former Isra-
eli intelligence agent, Interfor-whose other
clients included Fortune 500 companies, the
FBL, the IRS, and the Secret Service?>—was
hired by the law finm representing Pan Ams
insurance carficr.

The Interfor report said that in the mid-
1980s, a drug and arms smuggling operation
was set up in various European cities, with
Frank{urt airport as the site of one of the drug
routes. The Frankfurt operation was run by
Manzer Al-Kassar, a Syrian, the same man
from whom Col. Oliver North’s shadowy net-
work purchased large quantities of arms for
the contras. At the airport, according to the
report, a cowrier would board a flight with
checked luggage containing innocent items;
after the luggage had passed all security
cheeks, one or another accomplice Turkish
baggage handler for Pan Am would substitute
an identical suitcase containing contraband,
the passenger then picked up this suitcase
upon arnival at the destination.

The only courier named by Interfor is
Khalid Jaafar, although this may well have de-
rived from the many news reports already cit-
ing Jaafar as a prime suspect.

22. New York Times, Nov. 21, 1991, p. 14. It should be
bomne in mind, however, that Israel may have been influ-
enced because of its hostility toward the PFLP-GC.

23. Reuters dispatch, datelined Tunis, Feb. 26, 1992.
24. The Guardian, Feb. 24, 1995, p. 7.

25. National Law Journal (New York), Sept. 25, 1995, p.
All, from papers filed in a New York court case.

here. The short version is
that the CIA in Germany
discovered the drug oper-
ation at the airport and
learned also that Al-Kas-
sar had the contacts to
gain the release of Ameri-
can hostages in Lebanon.
He had already done the
same for French hostages.
Thus it was that the CIA
and the German Bundes-
kriminalamt (BKA, Feder-
al Criminal Office) allow-
ed the drug operation to
continue in hopes of
effecting the release of
American hostages.

According to the re-
port, this same smuggling
ring and its method of switching suitcases at
the Frankfurt arport were used to smuggle
the fatal bomb aboard Flight 103, under the
eyes of the CIA and BKA. Because of several
warnings, these same officials had reason to
suspect that a bomb might be aboard Flight
103, possibly in the drug suitcase. But the
CIA, for various reasons, including not want-
ing to risk the hostage-release operation, told
the BKA to do nothing.

Interfor gave three of the baggage
handlers polygraphs, and two of them were
judged as being deceitful when denying any
involvement in baggage switching. However,
neither the U.S., UK. or German investiga-
tors showed any interest in the results, or in
questioning the baggage handlers. Instead,
the polygrapher, James Keefe, was hauled be-
fore a Washington grand jury, and, as he puts
it, “they were bent on destroying my credibil-
ity—not theirs [the baggage handlers].” To
Interfor, this attempt at intimidation was the
strongest evidence of a coverup.?6

Critics claimed that the report had been
inspired by Pan Am5 interest in proving that
it was impossible for normal airline security
to have prevented the loading of the bomb,
thus removing the basis for accusing the air-
line of negligence.

The Interfor report was likely the princi-
pal reason Pan Ams5 attorneys subpoenaed
the FBI, CIA, DEA, State Department, Na-
rional Security Council, and NSA, as well as,
reportedly, the Defense Intelligence Agency
and FAA, to tumn over all documents relating
to the crash of 103 or to a drug operation pre-
ceding the crash. The government moved to
quash the subpoenas on grounds of “national

members.

26. Barron’s (New York), Dec. 17, 1990, p. 22.

But they are not going to tell you.

of British relatives

> the American

Embassy in London for a meeting with members of
the President’s Commission on Aviation Security
and Terrorism. After the meeting, Britisher Martin

Cadman was chatting with two of the commission

One of them said to him:

“Your government and our government
know exactly what happened at Lockerbie.

" %

*Cadman in The Maltese Double Cross. Also see The
Guardian, July 29, 1995, p. 27.

security,” and refused to turn over a single
document in open court, although it gave
some to a judge Lo view in private.

The judge later commented that he was
“troubled about certain parts” of what he had
read, that he did not “know quite what to do
because 1 think some of the material may be
significant.”?’

Drues REVELATION

A year later, on October 30, 1990, NBC News
reported that “Pan Am flights from Frankfurt,
including 103, had been used a number of
times by the DEA as part of its undercover
operation to fly informants and suitcases of
heroin into Detroit as part of a sting operation
to catch dealers in Detroit.”

The TV network reported that the DEA
was looking into the possibility that a
young man who lived in Michigan and reg-
ularly visited the Middle East may have un-
wittingly carried the bomb aboard Flight
103. His name was Khalid Jaafar. “Uniden-
tified law enforcement sources” were cited
as saying that Jaafar had been a DEA infor-
mant and was involved in a drug-sting op-
eration based out of Cyprus. The DEA was
investigating whether the PFLP-GC had
tricked Jaafar into carrying a suitcase con-
taining the bomb instead of (or in addition
t0?) the drugs he usually carried.

The report added that “Informants would
put [suitJcases of heroin on the Pan Am
flights apparently without the usual security
checks...through an arrangement between
the DEA and German authorities.”"

27. bid., p. 18.
28. Goddard/Coleman, op. cit., n. 13, p. 205; Washington
Times, Oct. 31, 1990, p. 3; The Times, Nov. 1, 1990, p. 3.
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There was also Allan Francovich, who
made a documentary film, The Maltese Double
Cross, which presents Jaafar as an unwitting
bomb carrier with ties to the DEA and the
CIA. Showings of the [ilm in Britain were
canceled under threat ol lawsuits, and venues
burglarized or attacked with arson. When
Channel 4 agreed to show the film, the
Scottish Crown Office and the U.S. Embassy
in London sent press packs o the media,
labeling the film “blatant propaganda,” and
attacking some of the films interviewees,
including Coleman and Aviv.’> Additionally,
Francovich said he had learned that five CIA
operatives had been sent to London and
Cyprus to discredit the film while it was being
made, that his office phones were tapped, and
stafl cars sabotaged, and that one of his
researchers narrowly escaped an attempt to
{orce his vehicle into the path of an oncoming
truck.

Lockerbie investigators went so far as to
ask the FBI to investigate the [ilm. The Bureau
later issued a highly derogatory opinion of
7

The film’s detractors made much of the
fact that the film was initially funded jointly
by a U.K. company (two-thirds) and a Libyan
government investment concern (one-third).
Francovich said that he was fully aware of this
and had taken pains to negotiate a guarantee
ol independence from any interference.

On April 17, 1997, Allan Francovich sud-
denly died of a heart attack at age 56, upon
arrival at Houston Airport.*® His film has had
almost no showings in the United States.

Asu Taie

The DEA sting operation and Interfors
baggage-handler hypothesis both predicate
the bomb suitcase being placed aboard the
planc without going through the normal
sccurity checks. In either case, it eliminates
the need for the questionable triple-flight
unaccompanied-baggage scenario. It does
not climinate the matter of the clothing
purchased in Malta, but we do not need the
Libyans for that.

Mohammed Abu Talb fits that and
perhaps other pieces of the puzzle. The
Palestinian had close ties to PFLP-GC cells in

don), June 9, 1996; Wall Street Journal, Dec. 18, 1995, p.
1, and Dec. 18, 1996, p. B2.

35. Ashton, op. cit., n. 34, and Financial Times (London),
May 12, 1995, p. 8.

36. The Guardian, Apr. 23, 1994, p. 5.

37. Sunday Times, May 7, 1995.

38. Francovich’s former wife told the author that he had
not had any symptoms of a heart problem before. How-
ever, the author also spoke to Dr. Cyril Wecht, of JFK
“conspiracy” fame, who performed an autopsy on Franco-
vich. Wecht stated that he found no reason to suspect
foul play.

39. It was shown once in San Francisco, and once,
privately, in the offices of United Nations Secretary Gen-
eral Kofi Annan, for a number of African ambassadors.

Germany which were making Toshiba radio-
cassette bombs, similar, if not identical, to
what was used to bring down Flight 103. In
October 1988, two months before Lockerbie,
the German police staged several raids against
these cells, uncovering all but one of their five
known bombs. In May 1989, Talb was
arrested in Sweden, where he lived, and was
later convicted of taking part in several bomb-
ings of the offices of American airline com-
panies in Scandinavia. In his Swedish apart-
ment, police found large quantities of cloth-
ing made in Malta.

Police investigation of Talb disclosed
that during October 1988 he had been to
Cyprus and Malta, at least once in the
company of Hafez Dalkamoni, the leader
of the German PFLP-GC, who was arrested
in the raid. The men met with group mem-
bers who lived in Malta. Talb was also in
Malta on November 23, which was origin-
ally reported as the date of the clothing
purchase before the indictment of the Lib-
yans, as mentioned earlier.

Alter his arrest, Talb told investigators
that between October and December 1988
he had retrieved and passed to another
person a bomb that had been hidden in a
building used by the PFLP-GC in Ger-
many. Officials declined to identily the
person to whom Talb said he had passed
the bomb. A month later, however, he re-
canted his confession.

Additionally, Talb was reported to pos-
sess a brown Samsonite suitcase, and to
have circled December 21 in a diary seized
in his Swedish flat. Alter the raid upon his
flat, his wife was allegedly heard to te-
lephone Palestinian [riends and say: “Get rid
of the clothes.”

In December 1989, Scottish police, in pa-
pers filed with Swedish legal officials, made
Talb the only publicly identified suspect “in
the murder or participation in the murder of
270 people.™® Since that time, the world has
scarcely heard of Abu Talb, who was sen-
tenced 1o life in prison in Sweden, but never
charged with anything to do with Lockerbie.

In Allan Francovichs film, members of
Khalid Jaafars family—which long had ties to
the drug trade in Lebanons notorious Bekaa
Valley—are interviewed. In either halting Eng-
lish or translated Arabic, or paraphrased by
the film’ narrator, they drop many bits of in-
formation, but they are difficult to put togeth-
er into a coherent whole. Among the bits:
Khalid had told his parents that he had met
Talb in Sweden and had been given Maltese
clothing; someone had given Khalid a tape
recorder, or put one into his bag; he was told

40. Material on Abu Talb from the following sources, all
dates 1989: New York Times, Oct. 31, Dec. 1, Dec. 24,
Sunday Times, Nov. 12; The Times, Dec. 21.

to go to Germany Lo friends of Ahmed Jabril
who would help him earn some money; he
arrived in Germany with two kilos of heroin;
“He didn't know it was a bomb. They gave
him the drugs to take to Germany. He didn't
know. Who wants to die?”

It cannot be stated with certainty what
happened at Frankfurt airport on that fateful
day, if, as seems most likely, that is the place
where the bomb was placed into the system.
Either Jaafar, the DEA courier, arrived with
his suitcase of heroin and bomb and was es-
corted through security by the proper auth-
orities, or this was a day he was a courier [or
Manzer al-Kassar, and the baggage handlers
did their usual switch.

INTERNATIONAL LAW

Contrary to what American officials and the
media have stated on numerous occasions,
the 1992 U.N. resolutions do not demand
that Libya tun the two men over to the
United States or Scotland. No specific venue
is mentioned. !

In 1992, Qaddati declared that if the U.S.
could demand that al-Megrahi and Fhimah
be turned over for trial, he could ask for the
surrender of the American airmen who
bombed two Libyan cities, killing 37 people,
including his daughter.

The United States refuses to accede to the
request of Costa Rica for the extradition of
John Hull, an American who was a major
player in Iran-Contra, and who is wanted in
Costa Rica for drug traflicking and other
crimes. Similar requests from Cuba over the
years for the terrorists harbored by the U.S. in
Washington and Miami have also been ig-
nored.

It is surprising that Qaddali has agreed to
subject the two Libyans to a Scottish judge
and Scottish law, without a jury. Even though
it would take place in the Netherlands, there
is no reason to assume that the Scottish judg-
es would be any less biased than in Scotland.
To return home after acquitting the men
could not be a pleasant thing to face.

At the same time, it is unlikely that any
U.S. or British olficial really believes that Lib-
ya played a significant role, if any. And for that
reason, they probably do not actually want to
see the trial of the two men take place.?? Not
only would the paucity ol their evidence be
exposed for all the world to see, but they
might be obliged to reveal information they'd
rather not see the light of day, perhaps touch-
ing upon the role played by one or more U.S.
intelligence agencies. n

41. U.N. Resolution 731, Jan. 21, 1992, and Resolution
748, Mar. 31, 1992.

42. See The Guardian, June 8, 1995, p. 1, “Clinton ends
fight to try Lockerbie suspects”; and The Times, Sept. 20,
1997, p. 9, “Britain gives up fight over Lockerbie.”
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lese Liberation Movement for our activities
in our own country to overthrow the Mo-
butu regime. That is what we did.

So it was an interesting agreement on
both sides to keep alive the Kigali regime
of Kagame. And we did benefit from the
free passage. We were working together.
We were solving this problem called
Banyamulenge, that is, the Tutsi immi-
grants that were living in the same part of
Zaire (now Congo), especially in Kivu in
the south and in the north. We had inte-
grated those young men, who had been
discriminated against before we came into
power. And after we took power, we even
gave 1o some of them key positions in the
government for the first time in the history
of this country. That Kahara is a traitor,
absolutely. He was a member of my
cabinet, as well as many other Tutsis, and
even some Rwandans were officers of our
Army, controlling the general staff of the
Army, all the brigades and the area where
Interahambe and the former Rwandan
Army was most aclive.

So we did what we had agreed with
those gentlemen leaders from Rwanda and
Uganda. And what they have since come
up with is that the leaders of Rwanda, and
especially Uganda, keep sending signals as
if the Congo is a small colony, they feel that
they have to do what it is necessary for my
country. We started disagreeing when they
tiled thousands of Hutus in the western

1 of our country, in the equatorial re-

n.

That was the certain point of disagree-

nt between us, because we said we

dd not continue supporting the mas-

re of the Hutu people on our own soil,

1 we decided Rwanda would have to

1 out. That is what we did. They are not

sfied to wait, and then the coup at-

1pt came in August 1998 followed by
invasion, which is still going on now.

Marksman: This chronology is very

sortant. When did the massacre of the

tus occur, how close was it Lo the at-
wpted coup of August?

Kabila: The massacre of Hutus occur-

in 1997 in the Kisangani area, and the

as of what we call here the equatorial re-

n. This was carried out by Rwandan

ops based there because it was the area

had given them as a military area.

Several months alter they carried out

massacre, the traditional Congolese
ef, who witnessed it, and who even par-
pated in transporting hodies, putting

bodies into sacks, came to my olffice
1informed me. That was in July 1998. 1
s apprised of what they had done with-
t the knowledge of the Congolese gov-

ernment. And we were still on [riendly
terms at that time. So 1 did protest it. And,
I said it’s not possible, we can’t accept that
kind of thing on our soil. Many of the tra-
ditional chiefs came into the delegation
here bringing in more proofl. We sent peo-
ple from my office of the Justice Minister;
the Interior Minister was sent to the site of
the massacre, and proof was there. We ex-
pressed our dislike for this kind of tradi-
tion of violence and blood. We see that all
the time and we put a stop right here in the
Congo. So that this was the beginning of
the accusation by Kagame and Museveni of
Kabila being a dictator and that Kabila did
not like Tutsis. Those are false accusations.

Those people were pulled out on the
28th of July, the coup started on the 2nd of
August of this year. So it was due to the sit-
uation that they feared, that they were no
longer controlling our government. And so
that’s why they resorted to that coup.

Brath: Theres another critical point,
President Kabila, in the chronology. Many
Latin American papers reported that you
went to Cuba on July 23rd. And, it was
after you returned to the Congo that you
told James Kabally that you wanted him to
leave, but you told the rest of the Rwandan
troops that you wanted them to go back to
their country. You had already started to
talk to Zimbabwe about retraining the
Congolese Army. And many of us here who
study the way the U.S. works, because
we're well aware of the connection be-
tween both Rwanda and Uganda with the
United States military forces, we feel that it
was because they saw you as coming to-
gether with Fidel Castro and Cuba for sup-
port, that they were given the signal to
move against you. Do you agree with this
assessment?

Kabila: Yes, this is true. It is admitted
also by some that this is one of the reasons.
I know that when I was in Cuba, [ was told
of the tremendous tension inside the Con-
golese Army during my absence. They
called me at my olfice, saying that some-
thing was very wrong. Thats why [ came
back: it was to take control of the situation.
Had we not arrived on time, the situation
would have been very complicated on the
2nd, when the coup d'etat was attempted.
We sent our ministers and security officers
to Kagame to tell them that everybody had
to go. And that we must have an open
agreement. We all hoped that the new pro-
gram would show them what they should
and should not do. They had been doing
everything which the Congolese could
judge wrong: killing people to steal cars;
killing people just to occupy villas; killing
people just to steal [rom the bank and

other institutions; killing and raping
wormnen.

So many things were very wrong, and
the population was completely opposed to
the presence of Tutsis because of their be-
havior. And I could not continue to put my
own people under the pressure of the oc-
cupation of so-called friends. 1 decided
they had to go. Thats what we did. And,
Kagame himsell said that yes, he accepts
that those people should go back home.
Many of the Tutsis whom we cven includ-
ed in our government were only interested
in seeking control over the Congo. As you
know, this Congo has over 50 million peo-
ple, and the Tutsis are less than 200,000
—less than 200,000-and they're mostly il-
legal. So, they wanted to control the entire
government despite what they have been
getting from us. We are very, very impor-
tant compared to their own population. So
I think all those factors came together
when the Rwandans and the Ugandans
claimed that they're losing control ol the
Congo. Absolutely, we don't understand
why the United States of America was still
supporting those gentlemen, training the
military; and even now the U.S. is still in
Uganda and Rwanda. You are the ones
who know. You are policing Africa—by you,
I mean the policies of your government,
not you as individuals.

Those three countries, Rwanda, Ugan-
da, and Burundi, are not democratic ones.
They are minority rulers, repressing the
majority of their countries. They are seek-
ing to get rid of every Hutu. This is wrong.

Brath: President Kabila, one thing that
is of great interest is your governments
push for elections in your country. It is not
getting much attention here, even when
people like Nelson Mandela said you were
doing a good job there. But Thabo M'beki,
the Deputy President of South Africa, also
said that you are not quite ready for an
election—because the electoral infrastruc-
ture simply does not exist, and that push-
ing ahead this early could be detrimental.
How do you see this? Why do the western
media critics continue to attack you over
the holding of elections?

Kabila: The democratization program
of our government is very clear. We were

Araanizing what we call here the (Canctitie
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THE PINOCHET PRINCIPLE:

any people around the world

celebrated the arrest in England

of Augusto Pinochet. For the
families and friends of his Chilean victims
it was a miracle; to those who supported
the Allende government, it was an unex-
pected vindication. For it is a rare instance
indeed, when a brutal rightwing dictator
receives a measure of justice, particularly
one who had risen to power on the back of
the United States government, and who
had been closely allied with the United
Kingdom against Argentina in the war over
the Malvinas. No matter what the final re-
sult is in England, and at the time of this
writing the outcome is uncertain, Pinochet
has been publicly branded as a barbarous
murderer.

Despite the joy many felt at his arrest,
there have been a number of critics, from
both the left and the right, of what has
been called the Pinochet principle. Under
that principle, which is not, in fact,
novel,! national courts can exercise uni-
versal jurisdiction and try individuals for
genocide,” crimes against humanity,® and
war crimes, even if the acts took place out-
side the prosecuting country. The exercise
of such jurisdiction has been recognized
under international law, but its invocation
has been extremely rare, and many
countries’ legal systems do not even pro-
vide mechanisms for such prosecutions.

Today, the perpetrators of such crimes
are considered, much like pirates of old, as
hostis humanis generis, enemies of all
mankind, and can be brought to justice
wherever found—even outside the country
in which the atrocities were committed. It
was on this basis that Pinochet was prose-
cuted in Spain. He was indicted there for

Michael Ratner is an attorney who works with the Cen-
ter for Constitutional Rights in New York City and is the
author, most recently, of International Human Rights Liti-
gation in U.S. Courts (New York: Transnational Publishers,
1997).

1. Consider the Israeli trial of Adolf Fichmann.

2. Genocide is generally taken to refer to the killing of
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genocide and crimes against humanity, in-
cluding torture and terrorism; Spain then
requested his arrest and extradition from
England.

Tue Lack of U.S. Conrror

What is striking about the Pinochet prose-
cution is that it was brought in a Spanish
court under Spanish law (incorporating all
the relevant international principles), and
not authorized in advance by the United
Nations Security Council, as were the
International Tribunals for the Former Yu-
goslavia and for Rwanda. Those tribunals
were conceptualized, lobbied for, ap-
proved, and in large part paid for by the
United States. In such cases, the U.S. and
the other permanent members control the
establishment of any tribunal through
their veto power. In the Pinochet case, the
U.S. had no legal authority to prevent his
indictment by Spain or his arrest, and ex-
tradition to Spain, by Britain.*

This lack of legal authority to prevent
the prosecution explains, in part, the re-
luctance of the United States to support
Spain’s extradition request or to react fa-
vorably to Pinochet’s prosecution. In addi-
tion, of course, the U.S. does not want to
see a dictator it had wholeheartedly sup-
ported publicly prosecuted, and, perhaps,
see exposed the U.S. role in the coup and
in Operation Condor, the Southern Cone
secret police apparatus, coordinated by
Chile, that murdered leftists throughout
the area.

The United States worries that its offi-
cials may be next. At a minimum, some of
its satraps around the world could face
justice. Indeed, one reason to consider the
precedent helpful to the progressive side
is the strident voices of outrage coming
from conservatives and protectors of
American supremacy. They are worried,
very worried. Columnist after columnist
asks whether Kissinger is next. Jeremy
Rabkin, the conservative Cornell profes-
sor, asks whether Colin Powell, William

follow.> The Daily Forward, a Jewish news-
paper, wonders about Netanyahu.

While some of what is said is exagger-
ated for use as an ad tcrrorem tactic,
nonetheless Pinochets arrest has caused
alarm. Consider the message it sends: If
Pinochet, installed with U.S. approval, ally
of Britain and friend of Margaret Thatcher,
is not safe, who is? Rabkin phrases his ob-
jections in outdated legalisms; he claims
that a central tenet of international law is
that states must respect each other’s sover-
eignty absolutely and cannot interfere in
the acts of a state in its own territory.® But
this is no longer entirely true; dictators
cannot commit mass killings of their own
citizens free from international scrutiny.
This is a lesson of Nuremberg, embodied
in numerous subsequent treaties and con-
ventions. These conservative critics under-
stand that prosecutions against the Pino-
chets of the world might occur without the
prior approval of the United States. They
are most concerned that American of-
ficials, not just their foreign accomplices,
might face prosecution in some other
country.”

This is the primary reason the U.S has
refused even to consider ratification of the
treaty establishing an International Crimi-
nal Court. Washington wanted a provision
that only permitted prosecutions with ap-
proval of the Security Council (subject, of
course, to its veto) and was opposed o
universal jurisdiction: it wanted nothing to
do with an independent prosecutor. U.S.
officials feared such a court would indict

5. Jeremy Rabkin, “First They Came for Pinochet,” The
Weekly Standard, Nov. 23, 1998.

6. Of course, for Pinochet this statement is irrelevant. He
was responsible for crimes throughout the world
including the murders of Orlando Letelier and Ronni
Moffitt on the streets of Washington, D.C.

7. In an effort to get the U.S. government to support the
Pinochet principle and the International Criminal Court,
Human Rights Watch (HRW) has tried to allay U.S.
concerns that its officials could be next. Kenneth Roth,
HRW's executive director, whitewashes U.S. complicity:
“Because it is not U.S. policy to commit genocide, war
crimes, or crimes against humanity, that fear is
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