





When Assistant Secretary of State for
Inter-American Affairs Thomas O. End-
ers was recently removed from his post,
there were lots of outeries in Washington,
D.C. and elsewhere. Enders had ‘been
identified with the **two-track”" policy —
continued-and intensified military action
while, at the same time, maneuvering to
try and bring about some form of nego-
tiations with some elements of El Salva-
dor's opposition — that has been the
theme of the U.S. s search'for “*stability’"
in El Salvador. But with Enders out,
some Congressmen, journalists, acade-
mics et al., were fretting over the
possibility that the ‘‘two-track™ tack
might have become passé. It's not that it
has been such a big success, it's just that
the alternatives were fraught with greater
danger — perhaps even leading to the
dreaded guagmire — and the responsible
officials and unofficials were all anxious
to see that the administration didn’t do
anvthing rash . . . especially since it might
not work. Just imagine their relief at the
events of the last week. On the one hand,
U.S.-made ALM tanks, 1-37 Colorado
Dragonfly planes, Huey helicopter gun
ships and heavy artillery were pounding
the Chinchontepec volcano area in'a new
offensive led by U.S. “‘advisors,” while
other U.S.-trained battalions were doing
the same, on a smaller scale, in Guazapan
Morazan. On the other hand, U.S. Spe-
cial Envoy Richard Stone was wrapping
up his first whirlwind diplomatic shuttle
through the region stumping for LU.S.-
style *‘peace.”’ As per itsimperial necessi-
ty, death and duplicity are still the U.S."s
two tracks in El Salvador.

Military Track

In keeping with the overall theme; the
LI.S.’s new military offensive is itself two-
tracked. First, 4500 to 6000 Salvadoran
troops stormed through the provinces of
Vicente and Usulutan, backed up by the
latest bombing and strafing techniques
and equipment that the U.S. has to offer.

After sweeping through the provinces,

the military will leave in place a suffi-
ciently large and deadly force to put
everyone up against the wall, say'*‘you
are either with us or against us'’ as one
.S, official put it, and deal with the
respondents accordingly. All this will

pave the way for the second' track —
“‘pacification.”’ Modeled after the Civil
Operations and Revolutionary Develop-
ment Support (CORDS) program in Viet-
nam, where it facilitated the murder of
over 40,000 Vietnamese civilian ‘‘sus-
pects’” under its Phoenix subsidiary, the
effort in El Salvador is called the Nation-
al Plan. Benevolent officials of the U.S.
Agency for International Development (a
well-known CIA affiliate) will supervise
Salvadoran work teams as they happily
engagein ‘‘civicaction’’ under the watch-
ful'eye of the security forces. Through the
loving kindness of large doses of ““purely
economic aid’' from the U.S., the work
teams will rebuild and reopen 1035
bombed-out schools (thereby improying
the accounting andcontrol of Salvadoran
youth), rebuild and modernize hundreds
of bombed-out and primitive roads
(thereby. facilitating the movement and
deployment of tanks and heavy artillery),
and provide a sufficient numberof health
clinics to make sure that the security
forces, work teams, et al., will be able to
continue carrying out their assigned mis-
sion. This National Plan is certainly con-
vincing proof that the U.S. is not justinto
military might but, as U.S. officials keep
reminding us, has plenty of use for
economic “*aid'” as well.

Of course, one shouldn’t downplay the
importance of the military track. Indeed,
the U.S.'s deteriorating: situation in El
Salvador — and Central America overall
— is preventing U.S. officials from
downplaying it, much as they might like
to. In addition to the increasing amount
of weapons and matériel being sent to El
Salvador, and the more open and direct
role being played by the U.S.'s 55 offi-
cially acknowledged military advisors
(not'to mention the new “‘humanitarian”’
military medical personnel, officers
assigned to the U.S; embassy, military in-
telligence personnel and untold'numbers
of others), there has also been a big leap
in the direct U.S. military presence in
Honduras. This includes 120 Green
Berets training new batches of Salvador-
an troops, another 110 advisors training
Honduran soldiers, 60 Air Force person-
nel operating a new U.S. spy-radar sta-
tion that blankets most of the region and
sixhigh-ranking officersithat makeup the
U.S. Military Group which oversees and
directs the entire Honduran operation. In
addition, the U.S.’s leading generalissi-
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moin Honduras, Gustavo Alvarez Marti-
nez, is requesting another .$400 million
for bombs and bullets from U, S. coffers,
and the U.S. Army Chief of Staff told
reporters that the Pentagon was consider-
ing building six new air fields in Hondu-
ras.

But while all this 'is quite necessary,
there is:stilla pervasive, and rising, fearin
the U.S. that it could really get out of
hand. The vision of U.S. forces getting
bogged down in Central America is a
nightmare of the highest order to U.S.
rulers, what with other global necessities
facing them. So, at the present time, the
military track is designed to intensify the
pressure on El Salvador’s opposition coa-
lition Democratic Revolutionary Front/
Farabundo Marti. National Liberation
Front (FDR/FMLN) in hopes of splitting
up thecoalition’s leadership, isolating the
pro-Soviet forces from the more pro-
Western and quasi-nationalist forces,
and bringing as: many of the non-revi-
sionist leaders as possible back into the
neo-colonial apparatus, where several of
them have previously served. As this
scheme has proved more and more diffi-
cult to pull off, the U.S. has intensified
the military heat on the opposition and
especially on ifs social base and support-
ers — as in the “‘pacification’ program
— with each new act of U.S. aggression
designed to up the ante for those who
choose to remain in the revisionist-sup-

ported coalition.

Diplomatic Track

But such finely honed counterinsur-
gency lechniques as carpet bombing,
“‘pacification’’ and death squad ram-
pages also require a well-trained opera-
tive carrying out the delicate maneuver-
ings that the U.S. needs. The diplomatic
track must also be brought into play, and
what could be a more perfect comple-
ment to the LN.8.’s military moves than
the recent ten-country, twelve-day tour.of
Special Envoy Richard Stone. Stone has
been perfectly primed for the U.S.’s
death squad'diplomacy from his previous
incarnations as a U.S. Senator from Flo-
rida (home of his oligarchical friends
among the exiled Cubans and Nicara-
guans) and a subsequent lobbyist for
Guatemala and Taiwan. Thus, he didn’t
miss a cue in his travels. Highlights in-
cluded presenting Honduras to the
Nicaraguans as a “‘true democracy’’ and
a real role model for the kind of
“legitimate American state’’ (as Ronald
Reagan has put it) that Nicaragua should
become, declaring that Guatemala’s
General Rios Montt was ‘‘a man of great
personal integrity’” (which, given the
source, was certainly fitting praise), and

A Case of Division..and Redivision
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Keyworth put the blame for such failures
on infighting among physicists over
funding: “'Our world leadership in high
energy physics has been dissipated. In the
years American citizens squandered on a
pork barrel squabble, the Europeans
moved boldly ahead.’" The physicists, in
other words, lacked the team-U.S. spirit.

But the U.S. is clearly not sitting by
idly watching while the Europeans mount
a serious and galling challenge to its claim
to fame in physics — a decades long
dominance in the field of building big
atom smashers and big bombs, requiring
massive’ capital outlay and advanced
technology. A panel of leading U.S.
physicisis met last week 1o consider
recommendations to the government on
several proposals for bigger and more
powerful atom smashers, including
finishing the one at Brookhaven and a
plan for a gigantic ‘‘Desertron’" with a

circumference of 100 miles. In directing
its remarks to this panel, the Times car-
ries the sports metaphor to its conclusion:
“The 3-zero loss in the boson race cries
out for earnest revenge. The physics team
needs to try harder, and coach Keyworth

should reward any sensible new strategy

with management’s full support.”” And
“the management’ is not going (o
tolerate second place: *“. . . American ac-
celerators should be designed to win or
not be built atall.*

One ironic twist to this whole affair is
that the reality that matter is infinitely
divisible, that matter hasinfinite diversity
as does its concrete division, may offer
the ULS. imperialists an opportunity to
save face, while they stubbornly cling to
and promote the metaphysical view of
finding the *‘basic' particle and the
“‘ultimate building blocks.™ The elite
gentlemen of the Times find it disturbing
that at a recent meeting of physicists (o
consider the problem of restoring

American leadership, the *‘nagging ques-
tion was again raised of whether the
*basic’ particles are themselves composed
of subunits.”" (One gets the feeling that
they could go on infinitely smashing par-
ticles and asking the same question, as
long as they exist,) But they themselves
have expressed the worry that they do not
have forever and they complain that their
own imperialist crisis may make it dif-
ficult to complete the *‘‘Desertron’
smasher until the 1990s, and godknows
what will happen in the meantime,

One has that nagging feeling that very
little being said by these guys has
anything to do with advancing basic
scientific research. All this talk of sports
and world dominance is beginning to
sound like the Olympics! There is one
consolation for the U.S. imperialists. At
least Western Europe is in the same
league — the U.S. war bloc. A Harvagd
scientist even played a major role in
designing and carrying oul the ex-
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*‘the most productive.”

None of this is in contradiction with
negotiations — in fact, such activity goes
hand-in-hand with U.S. efforts to con-
duct any such talks on the most favorable
terms possible. Nevertheless, in the midst

of Stone’s trip the FDR/FMLN made.a

new: offer of *“‘unconditional dialogue®
to the U.S. and its puppets, and publicly
invited Stone to meet with them for a
“‘direct dialogue’’ that they hoped would
lead to the aforementioned ‘‘uncondi-
tional dialogue.”” This effort was appa-
rently not limited to a public call through
the Latin American press. Even before
Stone returned to Washington, Con-
gressman Clarence Long, the chairman
of the House Subcommittee on Foreign
Operations Appropriations (who also has
the first *‘pacification’” school in El
‘Salvador named after him), announced
that he was trying to get Stone to meet
with FDR representativesin Washington,
D.C. Long specifically mentioned' Gui-
llermo Ungo, a Social Democrat, and
Rubén Zamora, a former Christian Dem-
ocrat, who both served in previous Salva-
doran puppet governments, as having re-
quested the meeting, and the Congress-
man ‘‘threatened’ to cut off military aid
to El Salvador unless Stone agreed to
meet with them. So far, administration
officials have been publicly *‘refusing to
deny’’ that such ameeting will take place.

What a nice set-up! Certain FDR lead-
ers have friendsin high placesin the U.S.,
and it just may result in a real honest-to-
goodness official talk with an official
U.S. diplomat (as opposed to the nume-
rous unofficial get-togethers that have
been going on for the past four years).
Certain other FDR leaders with friendsin
other high places (namely the USSR) will
surely applaud all this as furthering their
own opportunities to maneuver for a
piece of the Salvadoran action. Or, if this
scenario doesn’t come off, there are
many more negotiating maneuvers possi-
ble. For example, the “‘mediation”’ ef-
forts of the so-called Contradora group
— the foreign ministers of four U.S.
client states in the region: Mexico,
Venezuela, Colombia and Panama. The
Contradora initiative in Central America
has so far been praised by the U.S. Dem-
ocratic Party, the FDR/FMLN' leader-
ship, the Sandinistas, the Second (Social-
ist) International, Cuba, the Soviet Am-
bassador to Mexico, Jeane Kirkpatrick,
and most recently, Richard Stone him-
self!

Obyiously, moves towards either or
both'of these possible negotiating scena-
rios — or any other such proposals — will
not exactly bring ‘‘stability’’ to: the re-
gion, given theinterests of the variousim-
perialists and their followers that are very
much involved here. But they do further
point out the reactionary jockeying
around negotiations that is currently tak-
ing place in El Salvador. =

periments at CERN, and a group of some
300 scientists that found a “‘gluon’ at the
German accelerator came from the U.S.,
Western Europe and China. They can
thank their lucky quarks and neutrinos
thatit wasn’t the Soviets that beat them to
the punch! But for godssake, they are the
leader of the bloc; and furthermore, win-
ning the World Series and coming out
number one means they not only have to
beat the other league, they’ve got to come
out on top of the other teams in their own
league too. (The lessons of the last one
where the U.S. upstaged Britain and
France arestill fresh.) And despite all the
high flown (if metaphysical) talk about
**discovering the ultimate building blocks
of matter’’ the U.S. imperialists” interest
in leading the research in subatomic
physics and the prestige attached to it
have always been linked to leading in the
building of bigger and better nuclear
weapons.

All this brings us to a question. How
many imperialist relations can fit on the
head of a subatomic particle? The
answer: an infinite number until im-
perialismitselfis overthrown. Cl






Recently, the federal district court in
Michigan handed down rulingsin two na-
tionally publicized cases — those of Viola
Liuzzo and Walter Bergman. The ver-
dicts in these two separate cases were an-
nounced within the space of one week.
They both involved the role of the FBI
and its undercover agents in'the Civil
Rights movement of the early and 'mid-
_'60s, and they both unfolded around the
activities of one notorious informant —
Gary Thomas Rowe. In the Liuzzo case,
heard'in front of a judge in Ann Arbor (in
such ecivil suits, trial by jury is
disallowed), the Liuzzo family suit was
denied; while in the Bergman case the
judge upheld the plaintiff’s claim that the
government was liable for injurieshe sus-
tained in May of 1961. Coming on the
heels of the Liuzzo ruling, the Bergman
decision was a “‘left hook’’ of a one-two
punch routine. What explains the differ-
ent resolutions of these two cases and
links both of them is the federal govern-
ment's need for the unfettered use of
undercover informants in the future,

Liuzzo Case

The Liuzzo case was initiated by Mrs.
Liuzzo's family. It came to trial after
nearly seven years of legal maneuvering,
Their suit was based on the claim that
undercover informant Gary Rowe —
“paid and controlled by the FBI" —
murdered Viola Liuzzo or aided in her
murder. They held the FBI responsi]:ie
for negligence by assigning Rowe to ride
with the Klan the night of the march
from Selma to Montgomery. The Liuz-
zo attorneys argued that the federal

government and FBI was therefore re-

sponsible for her death. The family
sought both to clear her name of the slan-
der heaped on her and to receive $2 mil-
lion in damages for personal injury and
wrongful death.

Viola Liuzzo was a 39-year-old white
suburban housewife from' the Detroit
area. In the spring of 1965, she left her
family and went toassist in the Selma-to-
Montgomery march. She was viciously
gunned down the night after the march as
she was driving marchers back from
Monigomery to Selma. Her murderers,
four klukkers from the Bessemer, Alaba-
ma klavern, were apprehended very
quickly due to the assistance of Gary
Thomas Rowe. Rowe was riding in the
car that night. He had been on the FBI
payroll for a number of years and had
participated in:numerous attacks:on civil
rights organizers. It was Rowe who was
both involved in and informed on the
savage beatings that Walter Bergman re-
ceived four vears earlier. Over the course
of such eager service he was a trusted
member of the area Klan and an inval-
uable tool of the FBI. In a move that ob-
viously blew his cover — because the
pressure was on to come up with:the per-
petrators in this crime — Rowe fingered
Collie LeRoy Wilkins, Eugene Thomas

and W.O. Eatonas the murderers. At the
same time the FBI was boasting of its
speedy apprehension of the criminals it
was unleashing vicious slanders about
Mrs. Liuzzo. After the murder, J. Edgar
Hoover personally contrived and floated
memos filled with personal slander
against Mrs. Liuzzo. In a murder trial
that took place the three klukkers were
acquitted. Later they were tried on fede-
ral charges of violating Mrs. Liuzzo’s
civil rights. They were convicted and sen-
tenced to ten years in prison. Rowe was
not prosecuted, but in fact hailed as a
hero at the time.

In 1975, ten years later, in the midst of
some sharp infighting in the ranks of the
bourgeoisie associated with Watergate
and the Nixon resignation, new informa-
tion on the scope of Rowe’s role came to
the surface. A Senate investigating com-
mittee looking for some dirt onthe role of
the FBI began to delve into abuses com-
mitted by that agency. In the course of
testimony given by Rowe a more com-
plete picture of his activities emerged. At
that time he admitted to a long history of
gory seryice to his **handlers’ from the
FBI — including the beatings administer-
ed to the freedom riders in 1961 and the
Liuzzo killing. On' the heels of these
revelations both the Liuzzos and Berg-
maninitiated their respective suitsagainst
the government.

Even before the Liuzzo case came to
trial, the stakes to the government were
revealed through the course of some in-
tense pre-trial maneuvering. The Liuzzo
lawyers requested access to certain docu-
ments that were part of a specially com-
missioned government task force report.
This task force, which was'initiated after
Rowe’s testimony, was assigned to inves-
tigate his activities:while on the FBI pay-
roll. The trial judge, Charles Joiner,
ruled that the report was relevant and it
was a proper request by the Liuzzo attor-
neys. The government — quite aware of
what hung in the balance — refused to
deliver the report. They argued that issu-
ing the report to the Liuzzo attorneys
would jeopardize other as yet unnamed
informants. Joiner ruled that the govern-
ment had to accede to this demand or be
liable to contempt charges. The Justice
Dept. eventually released a heavily edited
and censored report. But even with major
sections deleted, the scope of involve-
ment by FBI informants in violent inci-
dents was far greater than what had been
revealed before.

Much of the testimony in the two-week
trial in Ann Arbor unfolded around the
incidents that took place the night Mrs.
Liuzzo was murdered and Rowe's exact
role within them, It was an important ele-
ment of the Liuzzo suit to prove that in
fact Rowe was. the triggerman. Among
the witnesses called by the Liuzzo at-
torneys were the surviving klukkers who
had been in the car that night. Thomas
testified in person while Wilkins gave his
deposition on videotape. According to
these two — who had their.own ax to
grind with Rowe, but whose version was
upheld over Rowe's in a lie detector test
administered by ABC News in 1978 —
Rowe both instigated the chase and fired
the shots that killed Mrs. Liuzzo. Ac-
cording to Thomas (who has since “‘got
religion”’), the klukkers had been out and
about all day doing surveillance on the
march and looking to make trouble.
While cruising homes that night they
pulledup to a stop light where Mrs. Liuz-

Liuzzo/Bergman Cases

Two Rulings:
One Purpose
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z0 and one marcher — a young Black
man — were en route back to Montgom-
ery. The sight of a white woman and a
Black man was more than these gunsling-
ers.could handle, and, according to Tho-
mas, when Rowe spotted the car he said,
““Looks like we've got the cream of the
crop here' (referring to a white woman
and a Black man). Rowe ordered Thomas
to follow the car. After a chase down
Highway 80 that reached speeds of close
to'100 miles per hour the Klansmen were
eventually able to pull alongside Mrs.
Liuzzo's car and they opened up with a
barrage of pistol fire. Several of the shots
struck Mrs. Liuzzo and the car veered off
the side of Highway 80. She died imme-
diately. Thomas testified that he heard
Rowe roll down the back window and fire
several shots at the other car. And while
he did not see Rowe do this he did hear
Rowe remark, ““Well, I got them. Damn

good shooting.”” The next'day in'a taped "

deposition Wilkins, who was in the back
seat with Rowe, testified that he saw the
informant — using Thomas’s gun — fire
the shots into the Liuzzo car.

Rowedid not appear in-court personal-
ly: And he has never been tried for this
murder. In 1978 he was indicted by an
Alabamagrand jury, but on appeal a fed-
eral court ruled that since he was a paid
operative of the FBI he had immunity
from prosecution. He is currently living
in Atlanta under a new identity provided
him by his handlers at the FBI. He testi-
fied via a 5-hour videotape deposition.
He disputed his two former cronies’ testi-
monies and proclaimed that he only pre-
tended to fire at Liuzzo and that it was ac-
tually Wilkins who killed her.

In the face of this evidence the govern-
ment attorneys argued that the FBI was
unaware that Rowe participated in speci-
fic acts of violence and furthermore they
repeatedly warned him not to take partin
such activities. Beyond that, the Justice
Dept. attorneys contended that the FBI
was not negligent in assigning Rowe to
ride with the Klansmen that evening, be-
cause they had noideaa murder would be
committed.

“Missionary Work'

Rowe’s taped testimony provided
some insights into the real relations that
exist betwen these FBI ‘‘handlers’’ and
their undercover informants. According
to Rowe, the FBl agents agreed to his par-
ticipation in the local klavern *‘mission-
ary work.”’ “‘Missionary work’” was the
term the klukkers used to describe their
violent attacks on civil rights activists.
When asked what special instructions he

received from his *‘handlers’ about such

participation, Rowe answered, ‘‘They
simply said, ‘Be careful and don’t get
hurt’.” In fact, Rowe admitted that for
his proselytizing efforts in the Anniston;
‘Alabama busstation'in May 1961, where
Walter Bergman was nearly beaten to
death, he received a special FBI bonus
payment of $125! This was: from FBI
superiors, who of course *‘knew nothing”
of his participation in violent activities.
And this took place a full four years be-
fore Viola Liuzzo was shot down.

By the conclusion of the trial in early
April, the Liuzzos and their attorneys felt
fairly confident. They had even prepared
a victory statementto be read to the press
after the ruling was delivered. But at the
end of May Judge Joiner issued his decla-
ration. In a ruling that was markedly
brief and sketchy, Joiner declared against
the Liuzzos. He said, *There was no evi-
dence (o show that the FBI was involved
in a joint venture with Rowe or a conspi-
racy against Mrs. Liuzzo. The evidence

commitree in 1975.

fails to show Rowe was in conecert with
those who did the killing, and there’s
nothing to indicate that the FBI directing
agent had anything in mind but the acqui-
sition of valuable information about a
subversive organization.” He went on to
uphold Rowe’s version that Wilkins had
fired the shots that killed Mrs. Liuzzo.

With all the exposure of the scope of
Rowe’s activity, a heavy-handed and im-
portant message was being underscored
here. The government has used and will
continue to use people of the Rowe varie-
ty, not so.much to spy on groups like the
Klan, but'to organize and direct their ac-
tivity. Also underscored — implicit,
though really the main point here —is the
use of such slime against revolutionary
organizations and others.

Bergman Case

Less than a week after the decision in
the Liuzzo case, a federal district judgein
Kalamazoo ruled on a suit brought to
trial by 83-year-old Walter Bergman of
Grand Rapids, Michigan. Bergman wasa
participant in the Freedom Rides of the
early '60s. Four yedrs before the Liuzzo
murder, on May 14, 1961, Bergman and
several others were on a Greyhound bus
that pulled into the terminal in Anniston,
Alabama, Going up against the usual cus-
toms of the day, the whites on the bus
were seated in the back and the Blacks
were riding up front. When they pulled
into the Anniston station, a mob of reac-
tionaries boarded the bus and relentlessly
beat the freedom riders. Bergman was se-
verely.injured. In the crowd were several
uniformed Anniston police officers who
did nothing to intervene. Among the
crowd as well, participating actively and
enthusiastically, was none other than
Gary Thomas Rowe. The bus went on to
stop in Birmingham, Alabama. An ar-
rangement had been worked out ahead of
time there between the Klan and police
chief Bull Connors that the Klan was to
have a free hand at the freedom riders for
15 minutes before any of Birmingham’s
finest would show up on the scene. This
plan was no surprise to the FBI, whom
Rowe had contacted ten days earlier with
its details, He informed them of both the
plan toattack the civil rights organizers as
well as of the deal worked out between
the local police and Klan. It was in the
course of that day that Bergman sutfered
injuries that later led to a stroke which
left him paralyzed for life. Bergman, in

Continued on page 12
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A Memo From the Office of “Strategic Cooperation”

On June 14, Secretary of ‘‘Defense”
Caspar Weinberger made publica U.S.
desire to resume its “memorandum of
understanding’’ for strategic cooperation
with Israel. Amidst growing U.S. govern-
ment charges direécted towards the Soviet
Union and its role in Middle East affairs,
Weinberger said that *‘the revival or resti-
tution of that memorandum could take
place at virtually any time, depending on
the wishes of the Israeli government.”

The memorandum Weinberger refers
to was an agreement reached by the U.S.
and Israel in November of 1981, provid-
ing for close cooperation in all military
affairs, including research and develop-
ment of military equipment and systems,
joint naval and air exercises, and better
coordination between the U.S. and Israel
in their export of arms to mutual clients.

The memorandum was canceled in De-
cember of 1981 as Isracl moyed to annex
the Golan Heights, Syrian territory Israel
had first seized in 1967. The U.S. com-
plained that Israel had undertaken this
act without “‘prior consultation’; at the
time, Israel's actions did marginally em-
barrass Washington in its attempts to
enlist other Arab states to join with Israel
in a projected anti-Soviet “‘strategic con-
sensus.'”

Thecanceling of the memo at that time
was, of course, a primarily symbolic act.
Indeed, the question most raised by
Weinberger's call to resurrect the memo-
randum is simply, when did the strategic
cooperation ever cease? (Certainly not in
the invasion of Lebanon!) For that mat-
ter, such cooperation, in regional and
global matters, had been long established
before any such memorandum, as a look
at its provisions makes abundantly clear.

For example, one of the 1981 memo’s
concerns reportedly was to improve coor-
dination between the U.S. and Israel in
their arms sales to other countries, eSpe-
cially in Latin America and Africa. As
Israeli minister without portfolio Yaakov
Meridor put it in 1981, “We shall say to
the Americans, don’t compete with us in
Taiwan, don’t compete with us in South
Africa, don’t compete with us in the Ca-
ribbean area or in other areas in which we
sell weapons directly. Let us doit, Sell the
ammunition and equipment using an ac-
credited representative. lIsrael will be
your accredited representative.”’

Of course, the use of Israel as ‘‘accred-
ited representative’’ was a hallmark of
the Carter administration in its much
ballyhooed halting of arms exports: to
certain “*human rights violators!' during
the late '70s. As the Reagan administra-
tion began resuming direct arms exports
to these regimes, the memo was (o pro-
vide guidelines to mediate lest any com-
petitive friction arise. Of course, since
1981, U.S. and Israeli arms sales (replete
with adyisors, etc.) have burgeoned to
most such places, including El Salvador
and Honduras; the lack of an official
memorandum seems to have: been no

problem here,

Of course, the U.S. has made periodic
calculated efforts to distance itself from
Israel over the past year, Take, for exam-
ple, the highly publicized and thoroughly
inconsequential ‘‘confrontations’’ last
fall between lower-level U.S. and Israeli
officers outside Beirut. None of which
changes the fact that the Israeli occupa-
tion.of large chunks of Lebanon has coin-
cided with a massive build-up by the U.S,
This goes far beyond the number of U.S.
marines involved in: the international
*‘peace-keeping'’ force. As the London

Continued on page 13

Revisionism and the “Credibility Gap”

in Lebanon

Last week’'s RW carried anaccount of
the mutiny within Fatah, Yasir Arafat’s
“home base" within the PLO, and the
largest by far of the PLO organizations.
The words and actions of several of the
other PLLO groupings in response to the
mutiny bears looking at, as well. On the
one hand, the most virulently pro-Syrian,
anti-Arafat group, the Popular Front for
the Liberation of Palestine — General
Command, openly declared its support
for the mutiny. After fighting between
Arafat loyalists and the mutineers broke
out in the Bekaa on June 5, Ahmed
Jibril's group moved in 150 rein-
forcements, supplied with heavy ar-
maments, in support of the mutiny, ac-
cording to'the June 7 Le Monde. Reports
are also circulating that gunmen from

Abu Nidal's group, an organization ex-
pelled from the PLO some time ago and
heavily associated with Syrian in-
telligence, have also *‘joined.”

_The actions of the two main pro-Soviet
groups within the PLO, on the other
hand, have been more circumspect. The
“‘Marxist-Leninist’’ Democratic Front
for the Liberation of Palestine (DFLP),
headed 'by Nayef Hawatmeh, and the
Popular Front for the Liberation of
Palestine (PELP), headed by George
Habash, finally made a joint statement
on June 2, calling for democraticreform,
““on the basis of national unity,"" and
stating that “‘the acceleration of reform
within the cadre, institutions, and organs
of the PLO, and in the ranks of the
Palestinian forces, indicates the end of
the role played by bureaucratic and
bourgeoisified military, administrative,
and diplomatic sections.”’ (Le Monde,
June 4) While this statement suggests that

Hawatmeh and Habash are certainly
angling to get inon the action, indications
are that they — consistent with Sovietsin-
terests — are pushing for some “‘ad-
justments’ in PLO policy but no:radical
departures. A revealing statement of
political purpose was made a week earlier
by Hawatmeh, indicating the terms:of
political jockeying such an ‘*adjustment”’
would serve. Hawatmeh has based the

- major part of his political career on

mediating between Syrian and PLO in-
terests, and onidentifying the political ar-
rangements within this “‘alliance’ on
terms most in keeping with Soviet policy,
so his statements are worth monitoring,
In his statement, made May 24, Ha-
watmeh had declared’that the Middle
East was entering “‘the last pre-war
weeks,"’ and called on Syria to “‘imposea
total economic boycott of Lebanon'’ that
would force the Lebanese bourgeoisie to
Continued on page 13

The one year anniversary of “‘Opera-
tion Peacein Galilee'” — the U.S.-backed
Israeli invasion into Lebanon last sum-
mer — found expression in an upsurge of
Palestinian protest and street fighting in
the Israeli-occupied West Bank, and in
growing worry and acrimonious in-fight-
ing within the Israeli ruling circles.

A prime objective of the Israeli inva-
sion was, after all, to deal a mortal blow
to the PLO. and thus “softerv up’’ the
West Bank and Gaza terrritories — seized
from the Arabsin 1967 — for accelerated
israeli ‘‘settlement.'” This settlement
policy has involved outright confiscation
of about 55% of Palestinian land, com-
bined with: brutal repression, vigilante
terrorism, and economic strangulation
directed against the roughly 700,000
Palestinians living in the West Bank and
Gaza. But far from proving an ir-
resistable juggernaught, the settlement
policy has become a prime focus of
popular Palestinian resistance,

A recently ‘‘leaked’” Israeliintelligence
report attests to the continued resistance
particularly among the youth. The re-
port, covering the period of April 1982 to
March 31, 1983, shows that armed at-
tacks increased in number to 110, a 69
percent increase over the previous year.
The number of “‘street disturbances’
jumped from 2,467 to 4,417 — a 79 per-
cent rise. (These figures refer only to
Palestinian actions, not taking into ac-
count vigilante attacks from reactionary
Israeli settlers.)

The report admits that such activity
has intensified within the past year, show-
ing that there were 902 separate distur-
bances in the West Bank during March
alone, and points to a growing use of
grenades and Molotov cocktails being
thrown at Israeli vehicles. At the same
time, some of the repressive measures used
by Israel are documented — the grow-
ing use of 24-hour curfews imposed on
entire Palestinian camps and com-
munities, and the closing of 35 Palesti-
nian schools over the least year, The
report contends that, after all, much of
the trouble is coming from the ‘‘teenage
group.””

The leaking of the report was accom-
panied by an analysis by Ze'ev Schiff,
considered to be Israel’s leading military
“socommentator.”’ Writing in Ha'aretz, a
newspaper closely linked to the Israeli
government, Schiff basically admits that
the government’s efforts to undermine
West Bank morale by going after the
PLO has been a failure. “The events in
Judea, Samaria (Zionist biblical terms

for the West Bank — R W) and Gaza are
being sustained by the reality in/the area
itself.”* Observing that only two Israelis
were killed in the West Bank during the
year, with another 174 injured (in con-
trast, 11 Palestinians were killed, 90 in-
jured — as allowed by official statistics),
Schiff writes, “‘Militarily this war has so
far been.cheap. But'it is very hard to tell
what future trends wilkbe."’ 8]
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A World Without Imperialism—
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Not an Imperialist World War!
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