


Editorial

This issue of CAIB is a glimpse at the many faces of the U.S.
intelligence apparatus. From the CIA’s involvement in a
variety of conflicts in SouthEastAsia to the assassination of
Martin Luther King Jr., we examine the breadth of illegal ac-
tivities which the government attempts to cover up and which
the mainstream media is afraid to explore.

Information about CIA operations in Central America
continues to surface. The CIA organized and controlled a
group of Costa Rican intelligence officers who, for large
retainers, spied on their own government. For many years the
CIA clouded the fact that Manuel Noriega’s relationship with
the Medellin Cartel made him a veryrich man. However, when
Noriega began to tire of toeing the U.S. line, George Bush
decided to act. Panama was invaded, thousands of civilians

were killed, and Noriega was captured. Now Noriega will
stand trial for activities that the U.S. once condoned.

Perhaps even more appalling is the U.S. backing of the
Khmer Rouge in their attempt to overthrow the Hun Sen

U.S. government has sent food and covert military aid to sup-
port the guerrilla coalition. Pol Pot’s Khmer Rouge is by far
the strongest military contingent. If victorious, they would be
in a position to gain complete power and return war-ravaged
Cambodia to the nightmarish rule of the 1970s.

Finally, the assassination of Martin Luther King Jr. must be
reexamined in response to new evidence which reveals that
James Earl Ray may have been set up. A self-professed politi-
cal assassin, Jules Ron Kimble, claims that he was part of a
conspiracy to kill King. Kimble says that he helped several
members of the CIA plan and carry out King’s murder. Addi-
tionally, new evidence suggests that there was a CIA “iden-
tities” specialist who helped Ray develop his aliases.

These articles, as well as others in this issue, demonstrate
how U.S. covert operations repeatedly work in direct con-
tradiction to our society’s professed values. If the United
States is ever to achieve the openness and democracy that it
so loudly touts to the world, it will first have to do away with

government in Cambodia. Into this devastating conflict the  the destructive operations of the CIA. °
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The CIA and Its “_Babies:”

Covert Operations in Costa Rica

by Tony Avirgan*

Costa Rica has charged two CIA operatives with first de-
gree murder for the 1984 terrorist bombing of a news con-
ference at La Penca, Nicaragua. A request for the extradition,
on murder charges, of Iran/contra figure John Hull has been
forwarded to the Costa Rican Embassy in Washington and will
soon be presented to the State Department.

Hull, a 20-year resident of Costa Rica, jumped bail last year
rather than face drug and arms trafficking charges and is now
living in Potoka, Indiana. The drug trafficking charges were
suspended due to a technicality, but Hull now faces the mur-
der charge as well.

The other CIA operative charged with murder is Felipe
Vidal, who, since 1983, has clandestinely traveled between
Central America and Miami. One of his pet projects was in-
volving Cuban-Americans in the contra war so they could gain
combat experience in preparation for a war against Cuba.!

Several months ago, Jorge Chavarria, a senior prosecutor
charged with overseeing an investigation of La Penca for the
CostaRican Attorney General, issued a preliminary investiga-
tive report exposing a conspiracy of espionage, drug traffick-
ing, and murder carried out by U. S Panamanian, and Costa
Rican officials acting for the CIAZ2

The murder charges stem from that carefully footnoted, 54-
page report. Chavarria, working with a special team of agents
from the Office of Judicial Investigations (OIJ) —roughly e-
quivalent to the FBI—says the 1984 La Penca news con-
ference bombing was the work of Nicaraguan contras, the
CIA, and Panamanian General Manuel Noriega. The report
recommended that first-degree murder charges be filed a-
gainst Hull and Vidal and that charges of “illicit enrichment”
be filed against nearly a score of Costa Rican security officials
who were secretly on the CIA payroll.

Most OIJ agents have been trained by the FBI, the CIA, or
right wing security services in places such as Taiwan, Chnlc
(under Pinochet), Argentina (during military rule) or Israel.

*Tony Avirgan has covered events in Central America for manyyears and
now lives in San José, Costa Rica. For more on his role in the investigation
of the La Penca bombing, see sidebar, this article.

1. For more on Vidal’s role in the contrawar, see: Tony Avirgan and Mar-
tha Honey, La Penca, Reporte de una Investigacion (San José, Costa Rica:
Editorial Porvenir, 1989); Lindsey Gruson, “Costa Rica is Asking U.S. to Ex-
tradite Rancher,” New York Times, March 1, 1990.

2. Chavarria’s information was gathered over a one-year period with the
help of two OIJ agents. Their findings are reported in a document entitled,
“The Public Prosecutor’s Investigation of the ‘La Penca’ Case,” San José,
Costa Rica, December 26,1989. Copies of this document have been circulated
among journalists in Costa Rica. An english translation is available from the
Christic Institute in Washington, D.C.

3. This information is from personal observation and conversations with
O1J agents. Many OIJ agents wear small Taiwanese flag pins on their lapels
to show that they have received training there. Graduation certificates on of-
fice walls of O1J agents are from all the countries mentioned.
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Chavarria and the OIJ agents who worked with him have
become something of pariahs within their organization. The
agents accused of working for the CIA have generally not
denied the charges, but have argued that close cooperation
with the CIA and the U.S. Embassy has long been the norm
and had the approval of the highest Costa Rican authorities.

The La Penca bombing, at a contra camp just inside Ni-
caragua, killed three journalists—two Costa Ricans and a
North American— and seriously wounded two dozen more.
The intended target, maverick contra leader Eden Pastora, es-
caped with serious injuries.

Although the bombing itself took place just inside Ni-
caragua, all the planning and preparation took place in Costa
Rica, the U.S., Honduras, and Panama. Costa Rican law al-
lows for prosecution of crimes committed against Costa Rican
nationals outside the country.

Hull has admitted in several interviews to taking orders and
money from the CIA. Pastora says that he was first introduced
to Hull by the then CIA station chief who said “Mr. Hull is
your liaison. 4 Hull’s name appeared in diagrams in Oliver
North’s notebooks showing the supply chain to contras in
Costa Rica.

Felipe Vidal, a shadowy Miami based Cuban-American,
who spends much time in Costa Rica, has identified himself
to numerous contras, including Pastora, as a CIA agent. He
constantly carries a .45 caliber pistol in a shoulder holster and
is known and feared among contras as an assassm He kept a
crossbow in a guest room at Hull’s ranch’

The Attorney General’s report blames Costa Rica’s failure
to investigate the crime for the past five years on the fact that
police officials in charge of the investigation were being paid
by the CIA. It says the CIA fed Costa Rican investigators false
information.

The report also details the creation, by the CIA, of a spe-
cial 15-member unit within Costa Rica’s Directorate of Intel-
ligence and Security (DIS). This unit took orders from the
U.S. Embassy rather than from anyone in the Costa Rican
government. It had its own offices, rented by the U.S. Embas- -
sy, and took orders from a CIA agent named Dimitrius Papas,
according to the report. Papas, known as “Papi,” called his
Costa Rican underlings “The Babies.”®

4. In an interview on CBS’s “West 57th Street” in 1987, Eden Pastora ad-
mitted that Hull was his CIA contact person in Costa Rica. Pastora also ad-
mitted this in his deposition for the Christic Institute’s suit. Hull himself,
admitted working for the Agency in various interviews including on CBS’s
“West 57th Street.”

5. On one occasion, Vidal showed his .45 caliber pistol to the author. Mer-
cenary Peter Glibbery, who was based at Hull’s ranch, related the informa-
tion about the crossbow.

6. Op. cit., n. 2, pp. 25-29.
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The CIA and the Babies .

According to various DIS agents interviewed by Chavarria,
the formation of a special unit of highly trained intelligence
agents was first suggested by the United States Embassy which
offered to provide the training. The Costa Rican government
of then-President Luis Alberto Monge accepted the offer and
the U.S. Embassy appointed Papas, who was introduced to
the trainees as a CIA agent, to instruct and lead the new unit.”

Under the leadership of Papas, “The Babies” soon moved
into their own building and obtained vehicles, office equip-
ment, and communications equipment, all paid for by the
CIA.

According to Chavarria, “The Babies” “lost loyalty to their
superiors” and set about spying on any Costa Rican official at-
tempting to uphold the policy of neutrality at the expense of
the CIA-backed Nicaraguan contras operating illegally in
Costa Rican territory. The victims of this spying included
President Mongé, and several pro-neutrality ministers of his
government. Information about their personal lives was
turned over to the CIA.

Credit: Julio Lainez
John Hull — charged with murder in Costa Rica.

Papas didn’t stop with “The Babies.” According to
Chavarria’s report he also developed “a close bond” with the
Department of Special Affairs of OLJ, which investigated mat-
ters touching on national security. The bond was particularly
strong with OIJ agent Alberto Llorente, who named Papas
godfather to one of his children.

Llorente was, at the time, responsible for OIJ’s relations
with the U.S. Embassy. He was also the senior agent assigned
to investigate the La Penca bombing.

Papas ended up paying not just “The Babies” but also other
members of DIS and OIJ. According to the report, he gave
these organizations office equipment and equipment for
phone tapping and electronic eavesdropping.

7. Ibid.
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Agents of all three Costa Rican organizations were being
paid “per diems” for work done on behalf of the CIA. All of
this was being done with no control whatsoever by the Costa
Rican Government.

According to Chavarria, the payoff money was laundered

-through the New York office of “The Cardinal Association.”

The money was then channeled through the Costa Rican law
firm of Zurcher, Montoya and Zurcher which passed it on to
DIS agent and “Babies” member Vera Arguedas Serrano.

Some of the covert funds were funneled through the
“Asociacién de Asistencia Civica Costarricence” (Costa Ri-
can Civic Association), which, according to Chavarria, con-
tinues to channel CIA funds to DIS today. All of these
uncontrolled payments to government employees are illegal
under Costa Rican law and Chavarria has recommended fur-
ther investigation with the possibility of eventually bringing
charges against members of the DIS.

Papas has since left Costa Rica, although journalists
recently reported that he is in the U.S. Embassy in Panama.

Costa Rican intelligence and governmental sources have,
in the past, accused “The Babies” of a variety of illegal actions
including falsification of documents and break-ins at homes
and offices of suspected leftists.

Soon after the La Penca bombing, “The Babies” prepared
and circulated to journalists hundreds of documents alleged-
ly “proving” that the Sandinistas had committed the terrorist
action.

In addition to the murder charges, the report recommends
charges of “illicit enrichment” against members of “The
Babies” and dereliction of duty against the detectives who
failed to investigate the La Penca bombing. It also recom-
mends charges be filed against Oliver North’s “messenger”
Robert Owen, mercenary organizer Tom Posey, mercenary
René Corvo, former CIA station chief Philip Holts, CIA
operative and drug trafficker Moises Dagoberto Nufiez, CIA
operative Frank Castro, and a number of Costa Ricans as-
sociated with the Nicaraguan contras.

Many of those named by Chavarria were previously named
in a report last year by a Costa Rican Legislative Commission
investigating drug trafﬁcking.8 The Commission concluded
that the arms supply network set up by the National Security
Council, the CIA, and Oliver North to supply Nicaraguan con-
tras in Costa Rica soon turned into a drug trafficking opera-
tion. As a result of the Commission’s findings, the Costa Rican
Cabinet last year declared Owen, former CIA station Chief
Joe Fernandez, former Ambassador Lewis Tambs, North, and
former National Security Advisor John Poindexter persona
non grata in Costa Rica.

The La Penca Bombing

Outgoing U.S. Ambassador to Costa Rica Deane Hinton
said the latest report “is an invention.” Hinton is now Ambas-
sador to Panama. According to sources in the U.S. Embassy,
Hinton circulated an order instructing all Embassy personnel

8. Commission on Narcotics Trafficking, Costa Rican Legislative As-
sembly, The Second Report, July 1989.
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to take every opportunity to denounce the Costa Rican La
Penca investigation. Hinton, a veteran of covert actions, has
served in such sensitive posts as Syria (1946-50), Kenya (1950-
52), Guatemala (1954-69), Chile (1969-73), Zaire (1974-75),
El Salvador (1981-83), and Pakistan (1986).9

Costa Rican government sources say that Steven Groh, a
“consular officer” at the U.S. Embassy, recently visited
Government officials and demanded that they close down the
Costa Rican investigation of La Penca. Referring to U.S.
Federal Judge Lawrence King’s dismissal of the Christic
Institute’s La Penca lawsuit, Groh said the matter had “al-
ready been dealt with” by the U.S. courts. (The Christic In-
stitute suit is currently on appeal and King’s dismissal is
expected to be reversed.) The Costa Ricans patiently ex-
plained to Groh that U.S. courts have no authority in this
sovereign country.

Tony Avirgan, was among the victims of the La Penca
bombing. His wife Martha Honey and he conducted an
investigation at the request of the Committee to Protect
Journalists and the Newspaper Guild and concluded, in
1985, that the bombing had been carried out by the CIA
and Nicaraguan contras. Their report named John Hull
and Felipe Vidal as principals in the bombing. Their
findings were denounced by the U.S. government and
they suffered severe harassment, including the murder
of akey source and the planting of cocaine in a book sup-
posedly mailed to them by Tomas Borge, then-Interior
Minister of Nicaragua.

Their findings form the basis of alawsuit filed on their
behalf by the Christic Institute. The case was dismissed
by a Federal Judge in Miami days before it was to go to
trial. It is currently before the 11th Circuit Court of Ap-
peals in Atlanta.

For more information, a copy of the original La Penca
report or the latest Costa Rican report, contact: The
Christic Institute, 1324 North Capitol Street,
Washington, D.C. 20002, Telephone: (202) 797-8106.

Hull, who jumped bail and fled Costa Rica last year after
being charged with arms and drug trafficking, saitd from his
home in Indiana, “I think the same thing I’'ve always thought,
the government down there is infiltrated and manipulated by
communists led by the Christic Institute.”

Former contra leader Adolfo Calero and former U.S. Am-
bassador to Costa Rica Curtin Winsor also rejected the find-
ings presented in the report, sticking to the cover story that
the La Penca bombing was carried out by the Sandinistas.

The day after the bombing, the CIA, the Defense Intel-
ligence Agency and the now defunct Office for Public

9. For more on Hinton, see, William Blum, The CIA: A Forgotten His-
tory (London: Zed Press, 1986); Raymond Bonner, Weakness and Deceit:
U.S. Policy and El Salvador (New York: Times Books, 1984).
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Diplomacy (State Department) circulated the story that the
Basque separatist group ETA had carried out the attack on
behalf of the Sandinistas. ABC news and the MacNeil/Lehrer
News Hour carried the planted story which was soon shown
to be false.

Costa Rican officials implicated in the report, and sectors
of the right wing press, have tried to discredit the findings,
saying they represent a repetition of the charges in the Chris-
tic Institute La Penca law suit and the original La Penca in-
vestigation carried out by journalists Martha Honey and this
writer (see box).

Asked about this, Dr. José Maria Tijerino, Costa Rica’s
equivalent of an Attorney General, said the prosecutor’s in-
vestigation was carried out in complete independence and the
fact that its findings coincide with the Honey/Avirgan La
Penca report only strengthens it. He said “they were parallel
investigations which reached the same conclusions.”

Manuel Noriega was brought into the report in testimony
saying he had aided CIA contra supply efforts by supplying
pilots who also worked for the Medellin Cartel. Later he par-
ticipated in unsuccessful CIA efforts to pressure Pastora to
unite his forces with the largest contra faction, the FDN.

The report says it was Pastora’s refusal to unite and his ef-
forts to clean up drug trafficking on the “Southern Front”
which led to the La Penca bombing. These findings are based
on more than 50 sworn testimonies, transcripts of previous tri-
als and testimony presented at U.S. congressional hearings.

The report was handed over to a “Judge of Instruction”
who had to decide if the evidence was sufficient to bring char-
ges. Inearly April, the Fourth Judge of Instruction in San José
ruled that there is sufficient evidence to charge Hull and Vidal
with first degree murder and attempted murder.

Under Costa Rican law, Hull and Vidal cannot be official-
ly charged until they appear before a Costa Rican judge. With
that end in mind, the murder charges and the previous gun
running charge were joined to form the basis of a request to
the United States Government to extradite Hull.

Since Hull took out Costa Rican citizenship in 1984, Costa
Rican officials say the U.S. is obligated to send him back.
However, Hull was allowed by the U.S. to retain his U.S.
citizenshipand, in the eyes of the U.S. government, heisa U S.
citizen. That would make extradition exceedingly difficult if
not impossible.

In a recent press release, Hull complained that the U.S.
government is now harassing him about having dual citizen-
ship. Hull was quoted as saying he took out Costa Rican
citizenship because the CIA ordered him to.

Much of the investigative work carried out by Chavarria
and his team originated with leads provided in testimony given
to the U.S. Congress in the Iran/contra hearings. Costa Rican
authorities chose to follow up those leads. U.S. authorities,
from the Justice Department to congressional committees,
chose to ignore them. Despite the fact that a country friendly
to the United States has charged a CIA agent and Iran/contra
figure with murder in connection with a terrorist bombing
which killed a U.S. citizen, the mainstream U.S. media has
generally ignored the story. °

CovertAction §



The Panama Connection:

U.S. Addiction to National Security

by Robert Matthews*

George Bush justified the U.S. invasion of Panama in De-
cember 1989 as an effort “to combat drug trafficking.” An un-
named White House source best articulated the U.S.
government’s position when he said: “Doing away with the
Panamanian connection — in the sense that Noriega condones
and protects such activity [drug trafficking and money laun-
dering] —would put one hell of a dent in the movement of
drugs in organized crime. That’s the bottom line.”!

However, Senator John Kerry (Dem.-Mass.), in summariz-
ing the conclusions of his Subcommittee on Narcotics, Ter-
rorism and International Operations, declared: “From what
we have learned these past months our declaration of war
against drugs seems to have produced a war of words, not ac-
tions. It seems as though stopping drug trafficking in the U.S.
has been a secondary U.S. foreign policy objective, sacrificed
repeatedly for other political and institutional goals such as
changing the government of Nicaragua, supporting the
government of Panama, using drug-running organizations as
intelligence assets, and protection of military and intclligence
sources from possnble compromise through involvement in
drug-trafficking "2

What were the real reasons for the U.S. campaign against
Manuel Antonio Noriega? This is the question which still
hovers over the U.S. invasion of Panama or any speculation
about the future of Noriega, currently prisoner number 41586-
004 in the Metropolitan Correctional Center in Miami. Why
the implacable hostility when drugs, corruption, lack of
democracy or human rights abuses (all charges eventually
leveled against the Noriega government) never stood in the
way of U.S. friendships with other governments? If the ouster
of Noriega had to do mainly with drugs and corruption, why
not sooner?

There is no simple answer to these questions. Yet for the
U.S,, the issue of Noriega’s links to the Medellin cocaine car-
tel was not as the public perceived it —as a moral stance or a
sincere attempt to hamper the flow of cocaine onto the streets
of U.S. cities. Rather, narcotics were an indirect factor in a
larger national security problem — Washington perceived that
it was fast losing its grip over a key strategic country in its
sphere of influence.

*Robert Matthews teaches at the Fieldston School and at New York
University’s Center of Latin American and Caribbean Studies. He is also an
associate of the Peace Research Center (CIP) in Madrid, Spain.

1. See Transcript of Bush’s address on the “Decision to Use Force in
Panama,” New York Times, December 21, 1989; and Seymour Hersh, “Pa-
nama Strongman Said to Trade in Drugs, Arms and Illicit Money,” New York
Times, June 12, 1986.

2. “Guns, Drugs and the CIA,” Frontline, aired on PBS television, May
17, 1988.
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Noriega and Drugs

Ever since the Nixon administration, the U.S. has had ex-
tensive evidence of Noriega’s links te drug trafficking and
other avenues of illicit enrichment. According to CIA official
John Bacon, the U.S. had “hard” information, as early as 1971,
on Noriega’s involvement in drug smuggling — including wit-
nesses who saw Noriega being paid off for military protection
of drug shipments. The case was so strong that Richard Nixon
ordered John Ingersoll, director of the Bureau of Narcotics
and Dangerous Drugs (BNDD) (the precursor to the Drug
Enforcement Administration [DEA]) to Panama to talk to
then-President Omar Torrijos about his wayward colonel.?

However, Bacon admitted that the issue was not drugs as
such, but the fact that Noriega was regarded as an unaccep-
table “national security problem.” In 1973, an assassination
team formed within the DEA was charged with eliminating
Noriega. An agent was actually dispatched to Mexico to as-
sassinate him but was recalled at the last moment by order of
BNDD Director John Bartells.*

Every administration from Nixon’s on condoned Noriega’s
activities. Beginning in 1976, he received $100,000 annually
from the CIA and met with then-CIA director George Bush.
Jimmy Carter, the champion of human rights, overlooked
drug smuggling and numerous human rights violations in
Noriega’s past in order to gain approval of the Panama Canal
Treaty. Washington also feared that exposure of Noriega’s il-
licit activities could undermine the Torrijos regime which the
U.S. perceived as blocking the path to power of the mistrusted
Panamanian nationalist Arnulfo Arias. A U.S. official said at
the time: “We had drugs — and Noriega — all over the place.”5
But Washington’s attitude sent a clear message to Noriega as
to what it considered important to U.S. interests. To a great
extent, the vote in Congress on the Panama Canal Treaty was
perceived as a referendum on drug dealing,

During debate over the treaty, Senator Robert Dole (Rep.-
Kan.) filed requests under the Freedom of Information Act
for all DEA files relating to Panama. Worried that the docu-

3. Interview with John Bacon in “The Noriega Connection,” Frontline,
aired on PBS, January 20, 1990.

4. James Chace, “Getting to Sack the General,” The New York Review
of Books, April 28, 1988, p. 52. For background on the DEA’s “hit team”
headed up byveteran CIA operative Lucien Conein, see Jim Hougan, Spooks
(New York: William Morrow and Co., 1978), pp. 196-99 and 224-25; and Hen-
rik Kruger, The Great Heroin Coup (Boston: South End Press, 1980), pp.
162-66.

5. Seymour Hersh, “Why Democrats Can’t Make an Issue of Noriega,”
New York Times, May 4, 1988. So sensitive did the administration consider
its relationship to Torrijos, that when the DEA was preparing to arrest
Torrijos’s brother on narcotics charges as he arrived in the U.S., U.S. offi-

cials tipped off Torrijos, and his brother cancelled his visit. See “The Noriega
Connection,” Frontline, op. cit., n. 3.
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ments would fuel conservative
opposition, the Carter ad-
ministration “deselected” certain
files and they were never handed
over to Dole. Moreover, accord-
ing to John Bacon, evidence
which could have been used to in-
dict Noriega was never returned.

The CIA station chief in San Jose,
Costa Rica, Joe Fernandez, assisted in
covering -up Noriega’s role in the
crime.

rage of evidence...” that was
“...at best ignored, and at worst
hidden and denied, by many dif-
ferent agencies and departments
[in the U.S. government].”!!

In mid-1985, Hugo Spadafora,
who had been working with Eden
Pastora’s contra rebels in Costa

In fact, all Panama investigations
had to be stopped because none
of the files were available.® In ad-
dition, Carter, like other presidents, saw Noriega as too valu-
able an intelligence asset to be reined in.

By the early 1980s, U.S. officials were aware that Noriega
was riding the crest of a tidal wave of Colombian cocaine
sweeping into the U.S. His role was to facilitate the flow of
drugs and money through Panama. The Medellin drug cartel
paid Noriega vast sums of money for allowing access to secure
airstrips and aircraft; for making certain that customs and im-
migration officials asked no questions; for arranging to
launder drug profits through Panamanian banks; and later in
the 1980s, for allowing narco-fugitives to remain in Panama.’
These drug profits were a sizeable supplement to his CIA
“salary” which had grown to $200,000 annually. There were
also side interests in such enterprises as a cocaine processing
lab (which Noriega destroyed in 1985 to placate the DEA) and
charter airlines specializing in transporting drug money in and
out of the U.S.

The “hear no evil, see no evil” approach undertaken by
Carter for the purpose of pushing through the treaty, was con-
tinued by the Reagan administration in its effort to topple the
Sandinistas.® The more cooperation Noriega offered U.S. in-
telligence agencies the less likelihood that his illicit activities
would come under international scrutiny. According to Fran-
cis McNeil, formerly of the State Department, Noriega felt
that “if he could keep us happy on Nicaragua, he could do as
he pleased. »9

According to NSC member Norman Bailey, incontrover-
tible evidence on Noriega’s links to cocaine trafficking was

“readily available to any authorized U.S. official and was
based on an array of human and electronic intelligence and
aerial photography. »l Banley stated that the information con-
stituted “not just a smoking gun but rather a 21-cannon bar-

6. See “The Noriega Connection,” op. cit., n. 3.

7. Drug-money launderer Ramon Milian Rodriguez testified on February
11, 1988 that in 1979 Noriega made a deal with the Medellin Cartel to invest
cocaine profits in Panama. The Cartel wanted complete security for the drug
money after it reached Panama; immediate credit for cash deposits; and ac-
cess to Panamanian assets (use of diplomatic passports, pouches, and other
information). In return Noriega received 1.5% of all money delivered. Milian
Rodriguez claims to have laundered $200 million a month through the
Panama-based operation. See Chace, op. cit., n. 4,: also Leslie Cockburn, Out
of Control (New York: The Atlantic Monthly Press, 1987), pp. 152-53, who
quotes Milian Rodriguez on CBS’s West 57th Street, July 11, 1987.

8. Seymour Hersh, op. cit., n. 5..

9. Jim McGee and David Hoffman, “Rivals Hint Bush...Noriega Ties,”
Washington Post, May 8, 1988.

10. Murray Waas, “Made for Each Other,” The Village Voice, February
6, 1990.
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Rica, met with DEA agents to
denounce Noriega’s drug deal-
ings. Spadafora, the former
Panamanian Minister of Health turned over evidence, consist-
ing primarily of testimony by Noriega’s pilots, implicating
Noriega in the illicit drug trade.

Spadafora was brutally tortured and murdered on Septem-
ber 15, 1985 having last been seen in the custody of the
Panamanian Defense Forces (PDF). An investigation con-
ducted by the Organization of American States (OAS) impli-
cated the Panamanian government in the murder but the U.S.
State Department resolutely refused to pursue the case. The
CIA station chief in San José, Costa Rica, Joe Fernandez,
fronted for the Company’s man in Panama, by assisting in
covering-up Noriega’s role in the crime.

That same year, Carleton E. Turner, then the top White
House official on drug abuse, wrote a strongly worded memo
to National Security Adviser John Poindexter about Noriega.
The memo concluded that Noriega had consolidated control
over drug transshipment points in Panama and that drug traf-
fic “doesn’t move thru Panama without Noriega and some of
his people finessing it.” 13 Turner said that Noriega was clear-
ly a national security issue. The memo was one of the factors
which caused Poindexter to fly down to Panama to meet with
Noriega. Although the substance of the meeting is disputed,
Washington officials later claimed that the reason for the visit
was to upbraid Noriega for his involvement in narcotics.

Yet the Reagan administration was far from united on
whether or not Noriega presented a threat; a shift in policy
came slowly and haltingly. In some sectors of the bureaucracy
Noriega had open and vehement supporters. His chief
defenders were CIA Director William Casey and former CIA
official and then-Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for
Inter-American Affairs Nestor Sanchez.!

11. Op. cit., n. 9. Bailey says the information was overlooked because
Noriega had become a triple agent working for the CIA, aswell as the Cubans
and Nicaraguans.

12. Op. cit., n. 10. The State Department wrote to a Spadafora relative
that it considered the human rightssituation in Panama to be good compared
to other countries.

13. Op. cit.,n. 9.

14. In Noriega’s version of the encounter, Poindexter’s purpose was to
extract a promise from Noriega to train contras which the Panamanian
refused to grant. Noriega dates the U.S. hostility from that point on. [Au-
thor’s conversation with Manuel Noriega, August 3, 1989]. Although the
exact content of the meeting may never be known, it is possible that the two
different versions can be squared. Poindexter may have used evidence of
Noriega and PDF corruption and the threat of exposure as leverage to pry
out more cooperation from Noriega in the war against Nicaragua.

15. See for example opinion pieces in the Washington Post by Charles
Krauthammer and Fred Ikle, March 11, and April 18, 1988, respectively.
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Noriega: Company Asset

What was it that Noriega provided the U.S. national
security establishment that made him so valuable? Over the
years Noriega’s relationship with the U.S. was filtered through
various agencies. Until 1986 Noriega worked closely with the
CIA, the National Security Council (NSC), the National
Security Agency (NSA), and the DEA —the latter officially
congratulated him for his efforts to prevent drug smuggling
and money laundering in Panama. The coziest relationship
was between Noriega and the CIA. CIA Director William
Casey acted almost like Noriega’s case officer even inviting
him for private meetings at his home.'® In November 1985,

Credit: Assocnatcd Press

Reagan, Bush, and Casey supported Noriega even though
they knew he was deeply involved in cocaine trafficking.

Casey again brought Noriega to Langley. Although he pos-
sessed detailed evidence of corruption and human rights
abuses, Casey chose to soft-pedal the matter in his meetings
with Noriega. Casey’s memo regarding the November meet-
ing “made [it] clear that he let Noriega off the hook” on the
corruption issue. After Poindexter admonished Noriega in
December 1985, Casey followed up with a more conciliatory
approach that undercut Poindexter’s message.

In 1985, ultra-right Senator Jesse Helms (Rep.-N.C.) intro-
duced legislation to cut off U.S. aid to Panama. According to
a Senate source, “Casey called Helms and urged him to
withdraw his amendment. He was very adamant about it. He
said Noriega was doing things for the U.S. that Helms didn’t
know about.” At this time the State Department was clearly
wary of jeopardizing Noriega’s services in the contra war and
sent a ranking State Department official to convince Helms to
withdraw the bill.!®

Before 1980, the arrangement between the U.S. and
Noriega centered on exchanges of money for intelligence.
From the early 1970s, Noriega provided data on Latin
American armies and on guerrilla movements. During the

16. Andres Oppenheimer, “Ex-aide: Noriega OK’d Contra’s Use of
Bases, Mjami Herald February 11 1988; Nancy Cooper, et al, “Drugs, Money
and Death,” Newsweek, February 15, 1988, p. 36

17. Frederick Kempe, “The Noriega Files,” Newsweek, January 15, 1990.

18. “Drugs, Money and Death,” op. cit., n. 16, p. 38.
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Reagan era, the NSA vastly increased its intelligence-gather-
ing activities in Panama through U.S. military components
based there. By the mid-1980s, the U.S. was capable of mon-
itoring all of Central America and most of South America
from its Panama installations. As the site for U.S. Southern
Command headquarters, bases for reconnaissance planes,
and an NSA listening Post, the Canal Zone was described “as
an intelligence feast.” ?

The U.S. knew that Noriega was trading information with
Cuba that had been gleaned from U.S. intelligence data while,
at the same time, keeping tabs on Cuba for the U.S. The con-
sensus in Washington was that the U.S. was getting the better
deal or at least enough of a deal to allow it to continue.
However, in mid-1983, the U.S. sent members of a secret
Army intelligence unit to Panama with orders to spy on and
bug Soviet and Cuban facilities. Washington feared that Nor-
iega was passing along highly classified information on U.S.
military operations in Central America. The spy mission
proved a resounding failure.?!

During the Reagan administration, the relationship be-
tween Noriega and the CIA solidified as a result of Noriega’s
support for U.S. operations in Central America. In particular,
it was Noriega’s assistance in William Casey’s war against
Nicaragua that endeared him to the CIA. Beginning with the
Sandinista triumph in July 1979, the U.S. approached the
Panamanians to help track the course of the Sandinista
Revolution. During the first year Panamanian intelligence on
Nicaragua Was considered better than that obtained directly
by the U. S.2 As late as 1986, Reagan administration officials
noted with satisfaction that Norie; cga was still providing “sen-
sitive information” on Nicaragua.

Noriega apparently served as more than a passive conveyor
of intelligence for the U.S. war against Nicaragua. He allowed
the CIA and NSC to set up shell corporations to finance the
contras, launch spy missions, and send agents into Nicaragua
from bases inside Panama. Noriega also agreed to allow the
CIA and Pentagon to use Panama as a training site for the con-
tras. During the period when the Boland Amendment re-
stricted U.S. aid to the contras, Noriega permitted the CIA to
use Panama as a transit point for money and arms to circum-
vent the law. Noriega held more than a dozen meetings with
U.S. officials — at least three with Casey and a half dozen with
Oliver North—on how he could assist the contra war. The

19. Op. cit., n. 17; Hersh, op. cit., n. 1.

20. Op. cit, n. 4.

21. See Stephen Engelberg, “New Book Says Pentagon Failed to Inform
Congress of Secret Unit,” New York Times, March 13, 1988; Steven Emer-
son, “Secret Warriors,” US News and World Report, March 21, 1988.

22. “The Noriega Connection,” op. cit., n. 3.

23. See Hersh, op. cit., n. 1; for Blandon testimony see, Cooper op. cit., n.
16, pp. 35-36. Frederick Kempe cites a “discovery document” —prepared by
the CIA for the North trial —which states that “a Southern Front Resistance
leaderhad received $100,000 from Panamanian Defense Forces chief Noriega
in July 1984,” op. cit., n. 17.

24. After 1984, Juan Bautista Castillero, who was Noriega’s lawyer, busi-
ness partner and representative in Geneva, helped set up Udall Research,
one of 10 dummy corporations formed by Oliver North and Richard Secord.
Udall Research was used to develop a secret airfield in northern Costa Rica
near the ranch of John Hull to resupply the contras.
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most frequent visitor during 1984-85 was Joe Fernandez, CIA
station chief in Costa Rica, who relayed Casey’s urgent desire
for a southern front against Nicaragua.

There is evidence, albeit fragmentary, that as early as 1982,
Noriega allowed contras to be trained on Panamanian soil and
that in response to his cooperation his CIA retainer was
increased.”® Ironically, the evidence lends some weight to
Noriega’s story that his refusal to train contras at Poindexter’s
request in late 1985 triggered the U.S. campaign to topple him.
Bob Woodward reported a meeting between CIA officer
Dewey Clarridge and Senator Patrick J. Leahy (Dem.-Ver-
mont) in early 1983, in which Clarridge mentioned an agree-
ment with Noriega to allow the CIA to set up a contra training
facility. Clarridge warned that the facility must be kept secret
for fear of Noriega canceling the agreement.

According to several sources, Noriega made other agree-
ments with the U.S. which allowed the contras to be trained in
Panama. Former chief of Panamanian intelligence, José Blan-
don, testified before Senator Kerry’s subcommittee that in
1985, Noriega and Oliver North met

bases in Panama were an essential element in the Pentagon’s
low-intensity conflict strategy probably accounts for the out-
spoken opposition of Defense officials like Nestor Sanchez to
an anatg-Noriega campaign that might jeopardize that relation-
ship.

Operation Black Eagle

The centerpiece of the contra resupply effort in Panama
was an operation code named “Black Eagle.” The project was
initiated in late 1982 and lasted until the end of 1985, overlap-
ping with the plans of Oliver North and the CIA to divert
secret money from Iranian arms sales to the contras. The
sinister flip side of Operation Black Eagle was the use of its
sup%IY network to ship large amounts of cocaine into the
U.S.

Operation Black Eagle was the brainchild of CIA Director
William Casey— an off-the-shelf project that was not official-
ly sanctioned by any U.S. agency. Casey enlisted the help of
Isracli Mossad agents in Central America to facilitate the -

weapons transfer to the contras and

aboard a yacht in the Panamanian
port of Balboa and discussed the
issue of training and supplying the
contras — precisely at the time when
the Boland Amendment ban was in
effect. Elio Camarena, a former
lawyer for the Panamanian Defense
Forces, claimed that at about the
same time the head of the U.S.
Southern Command met with
Noriega to discuss the need for areas outside of the U.S. to
be used to train the contras. Soon after, the contras began
training at Panamanian bases near the Costa Rican border
and on the Atlantic Coast.?

By 1984, Washington began to implement a plan to train
unilaterally controlled Latino assets [UCLAs] in unconven-
tional warfare. U.S. Special Forces were to.provide their ex-
pertise at training sites in Panama and other countries. The
Pentagon would thus assume a prominent role in training the
contras in special warfare and civic action.?? The fact that

25. Op. cit.,n. 10.

26. Noriega’s first deposits in his account in the Bank of Credit and Com-
merce International in 1982 were attributed to a CIA payoff for the training
agreement. David Leigh, et al, “Bank Yields Noriega File,” The Observer
(London), June 25, 1989.

27. Bob Woodward, Veil: The Secret Wars of the CIA, 1981-1987 (New
York: Simon and Schuster, 1987), p. 233. See also Howard Kohn and Vicky
Monks, “The Dirty Secrets of George Bush,” Rolling Stone Magazine, No-
vember 3, 1988, p. 48.

28. Cooper, op. cit., n. 16; “The Noriega Connection,” op. cit., n. 3.
Washington stepped up its economic aid right after this. The requests were
made because U.S. funds could not be used for training contrasat U.S. bases
in Panama. Although contraleader Adolfo Calero denies that contras were
ever in Panama, (Oppenheimer, op. cit., n. 16). Blandon says the bases were
in fact used. He says that the quid pro quowas U.S. support for internation-
al bank loans, op. cit., n. 4, p. 52; Stephen Engelberg with Elaine Sciolino, “A
U.S. Frame-up of Nicaragua Charged,” New York Times, February 4, 1988.

29. See Robert Matthews, “Sowing Dragon’s Teeth,” NACLA Report on
the Americans, July/August 1986, p. 25. See also, Miami Herald, June 27,
1986 and October 23, 1986.
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Operation Black Eagle was the
brainchild of CIA director William
Casey — an off-the-shelf project that
was not officially sanctioned by any

U.S. agency.

provide the operation with cover.
The person who was called upon to
organize this massive aerial gun-
running operation was Mike Harari.
Harari, a shadowy former Mossad
agent turned “private business-
man,” had obtained a $20 million
credit from the Israeli government
(later repaid by U.S. covert oper-
ations funds) to purchase arms for
the contras.3* The operation involved using the Israeli military
to purchase Soviet-made arms in Eastern Europe which were
then shipped to Panama. From warehouses in Panama the
military supplies were periodically flown to contra bases in
northern Costa Rica or to Ilopango Air Force Base in El Sal-
vador.

After negotiating with Noriega’s intelligence chief, José
Blandon, in the spring of 1983, Harari brought Noriega into
the operation. Soon to emerge as the undisputed leader of
Panama, Noriega played a key role in providing airfields,
planes, and front companies. In exchange, Noriega was free
to broker and protect shipments of cocaine and marijuana on
the same fleet of cargo planes used to ship the arms. Three of
Noriega’s pilots who flew arms to the contras had been
solicited in 1982 for transport services by the Medellin Cartel:

30. Evidence that Noriega had become part of the contra arms supply net-
work comes from a Sandinista official who, in referring to Noriega’s coopera-
tion with Washington, declared that “Noriega betrayed us.” See, Sam Dillon,
“Ortega’s Bond to Noriega Puzzles Regional Experts,” Mijami Herald,
February 29, 1988. '

31. ABC “World News Tonight,” April 7, 1988; also see “The Talk of the
Town,” The New Yorker, April 25, 1988.

32. For more on Harari and Noriega see, Israeli Foreign Affairs, January
1990; August, 1989; October 1988; August 1988; July 1988; June 1988.

33. ABC “World News Tonight,” op. cit., n. 31. Robert Parry with Rob
Nordland, “Guns for Drugs,” Newsweek, May 23, 1988; Stephen Kurkjian
and Walter V. Robinson, “Bush Denies Arms-Drug Ties,” Boston Globe,
May 17, 1988.
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Floyd Carleton Ciceres, César Rodriguez Contreras and En-
rique Pretelt. They also had a history of flying weapons, first
to the Sandinistas, then to the FMLN guerrillas in El Salvador.
Carleton claims to have been Noriega’s liaison to Colombian
drug lords and was responsible for collecting their payments.
Cuban-American Ramon Milian Rodriguez, an accountant
for the Cartel and convicted money launderer, claims that in
one period he paid Noriega between $4-10 million per month
for protection of drug and money shipments from Colombia.
From 1979 to 1983, the payments totaled $320 to $350 mil-
lion.3* José Blandon later testified that Norlega cut a deal with
U.S. officials — one per cent of the gross income from his drug
deals was set aside to buy additional weapons for the contras.
Bymid-1984, Oliver North entered the operation as field coor-
dinator.

Arms dealer Richard Brenneke, whose participation in the
enterprise was authorized by then-vice presidential National
Security Advisor, Donald Gregg, painted a similar picture of
the arms and drugs operation. He claimed that after dropping
military supplies in Panama, transport planes would fly to
Colombia to pick up cocaine, then take the drugs to the same
warehouse where the guns were stored. From there, smaller
aircraft would make weekly deliveries of arms to the contras
and cocaine to the U.S.3

The arms distributed through Operation Black Eagle were
destined mainly for the contra faction, Revolutionary
Democratic Alliance (ARDE). Panama’s ties to ARDE’s
leader, former Sandinista-turned contra Eden Pastora, go
back to the 1970s when Torrijos supported the Sandinistas in
their struggle against the Somoza regime. When Pastora broke

with the Sandinistas in 1981, he spent a month with Torrqos _

just before Torrijos was killed in a mysterious plane crash.¥’

In the fall of 1985, Alvin Weeden, a Panamanian lawyer,
declared that Noriega had sent Israeli arms to ARDE and had
taken a large commission in return. Weeden was speaking as
the representative of Hugo Spadafora, who had just left AR-
DE reportedly because of Eden Pastora’s close ties to
Noriega.

Given the background of the individuals involved in the
resupply operation, it is not surprising that there was a direct
connection between arms smuggling for the contras and drug
smuggling for the Medellin Cartel. Planes flying from Panama

34. Cockburn, op. cit,, n. 7, p. 153; interview with Ramon Milian
Rodriguez, Miami Herald, February 27, 1988. Milian Rodriguez is currently
serving a 43-year prison sentence on sixty counts of racketeering and launder-
ing of narcotics money. Carleton, indicted on drug smuggling charges, has tes-
tified both to the involvement of the contras and to the role of Noriega in
drug traffic. His testimony, along with that of Blandon, was an essential fac-
tor in the Florida indictments of Noriega.

35. Op. cit., n. 17, Kohn and Monks, op. cit., n. 27. An Argentine arms
dealer, Jorge Krupnik, who was involved in Black Eagle, told Blandon that
everything in the operation had the full backing of Bush and Gregg.

36. Kurkjian and Robinson, op. cit., n. 33; Allan Nairn, “George Bush’s
Secret War,” The Progressive, March 1988.

37. Christopher Dickey, With the Contras (New York: Simon and
Schuster, 1985), pp. 121-122, 147-148.

38. Jonathan Marshall, Peter Dale Scott and Jane Hunter, The Iran Con-
tra Connection (Boston: South End Press, 1987) pp. 99-100; Jane Hunter, Is-
raeli Foreign Policy (Boston: South End Press, 1987), p. 150.
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were sometimes reloaded at contra bases in Costa Rica with
cocaine destined for the southern U.S. and the proceeds were
split between Noriega and the contras.’ Spadafora gave a
detailed description to the DEA of the arms and drug network
and Noriega’ s role in it. This information probably cost Spad-
afora his life.*

A highly classified CIA study confirmed that contra leader
Eden Pastora assigned one of his top officers to work with the
drug traffickers. With the profits from drug sales, ARDE
bought a helicopter and $250,000 of weapons. Another in-
famous player in this network was John Hull. The CIA used
Hull’s Costa Rican ranch as a contra base and distribution cen-
ter for weapons. Hull’s ranch became a transshipment point
for cocaine flights into the U.S. 1 In 1986, Elliott Abrams,

Credit: Les Stone, Impact Visuals
Manuel Antonio Noriega.

while denying any involvement by the Honduran-based De-
mocratic Nicaraguan Force (FDN), claimed that the U.S. had
evidence implicating ARDE officials in drug smuggling. 42
The Israelis began to pull back from Operation Black Eagle
in 1985 because of disputes with CIA officers in the region.
Also, relations between the two intelligence agencies had
cooled as a result of the Pollard spy scandal. For more than a
year, the Israelis has used Jonathan Pollard to steal U.S.

39. See, for example, “Drug Dealing Charges Threaten Freedom Fighters’
Image,” The Central American Report, January 10, 1986; Joel Brinkley,
“Costa Rica Said to Consider Breaking with Nicargua,” and “Contra Crew
Said to Smuggle Drugs,” New York Times, February 28, 1985; January 19,
1987. General Paul Gorman, former head of the Southern Command in
Panama testified, “if one wants to organize armed resistance, the most ready
source of money, big easy money, fast money, sure money, cash money is the
narcotics racket.” “Guns, Drugs and the CIA,” op. cit., n. 2.

40. Op. cit., n. 10.

41. Robert Parry and Brian Barger, Associated Press article reported in
The Central American Report January 10, 1986. Also see Tony Avirgan,
“Covert Operations in Costa Rica,” CovertAction Information Bulletin, this
issue, p. 8.

42. Brian Barger and Robert Parry, “Cocaine, Gun Charges Probed,” The
Washington Post, April 11, 1986.
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defense secrets which he then turned over to his Mossad hand-
lers. The fact that Opération Black Eagle was eventually shut
down mattered little to the contra resupply effort. The Reagan
administration had grown bolder in its disregard for the law
and the CIA became more confident in running the operation
with its own personnel.”” Panama was becoming less impor-
tant as a transit point because CIA operative Felix Rodriguez
was sending covert military supplies to the contras via Ilopan-
go Air Force Base in El Salvador. The drug profits were also
less important because Oliver North had recently made mil-
lions of dollars from covert U.S. arms sales to Iran.

A White House Liability

Eventually, the issue of Noriega’s drug connections and
corruption was interpreted as a national security problem for
U.S. policy makers. The vast web of corruption gave Noriega
an independent source of income which he skillfully manipu-
lated to buy the loyalty of key Panamanian Defense Force of-
ficials. This rendered the PDF less amenable to the kind of
bribery that worked so well in controlling the military elites of
other U.S. client-states. Also, U.S. conservatives were again
protesting — as they did during the Panama Canal Treaty ne-
gotiations — that Noriega’s shady pursuits made him an unreli-
able ally and he could not be trusted with control over the
canal. Finally, there were signs that drug corruption was
sparking a domestic backlash in Panama which could destabi-
lize the political situation in that country and thus endanger
the Canal Zone.

Up to mid-1987, the White House was sending signals to
Noriega to curtail both his illicit activities and his independent
course of action in Central America. But the situation was now
coming apart for Noriega. In June 1987, a top PDF officer,
Colonel Roberto Diaz Herrera, publicly denounced the
abuses of the Noriega regime. The dramatic accusations trig-
gered massive demonstrations by thousands of Noriega op-
ponents and spurred the formation of an opposition coalition,
the National Civic Crusade.

The military used repressive measures in crushing the
protests which further raised the specter of future political
turmoil in Panama. In the minds of Washington policymakers,
this foreshadowed the possibility of a future government un-
responsive to U.S. interests in the region. For some time,
Panama had been promoting a more radical international pos-
ture during an era when much of the region was bowing to U.S.
pressure. The Reagan administration also expressed serious
concerns about Panama’s cooperation with the Eastern Bloc,
especially regarding the transfer of high technology In1987,
Noriega concluded an agreement with the Soviet Union to
give landing rights to Aeroflot and to create a company to
provide dry docks for Soviet fishing boats in both the Pacific
and Atlantic Oceans. Even liberal Massachusetts Senator
John Kerry accused Noriega of helping the KGB become ac-
tive in Panama*’

Administration hardliners believed for more than a decade

43. Kohn and Monks, op. cit., n. 27.

44. “Drugs, Money and Death,” op. cit., n. 16, p. 38.
45. Chase, Op. cit.,n. 4,p. 52.
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that Torrijos’s political project had dangerously flirted with
the Left — both domestically and internationally. In 1985, NSC
adviser Constantine Menges warned the Reagan administra-
tion “that a Noriega-led military regime in Panama would
make it far more vulnerable to destabilization and ultimate
takeover by radical pro-Cuban/Soviet elements.”® Noriega
and PDF corruption, together with Panama’s relatively inde-
pendent foreign policy, risked opening the door to “leftwing
elements.” Among hardliners in the U.S. national security es-
tablishment, Panama was increasingly seen as a weak link in
the Caribbean system and an undependable ally within the
U.S. sphere of influence. Thus, Noriega’s corruption could be-
come an embarrassment for Washington and provoke a con-
servative reaction against the Canal treaties. The
administration was even more worried about the future status
of the 14 U.S. military bases in Panama.

Finally, the events of mid-1987 revealed that the threat of
a nationalist backlash in Panama was much diminished and
there was now at least a loosely organized opposition upon
which to pin U.S. hopes Norlega s ouster of Diaz Herrera,
second in command in the PDF, and perceived by the ad-
ministration as a dangerous leftist, removed another of
Noriega’s insurance pohcles By 1987, the drug issue had
translated into a security problem which was in turn subsumed
under the general threat that the Noriega regime represented
to U.S. hegemony. Panama, a country considered key in U.S.
regional strategy, was becoming too autonomous and heading
toward a state of destabilization inimical to U.S. interests.

Prelude to Invasion

By fall 1987, the administration moved beyond its first step
of pressuring Noriega to conform or step down. Following the
lead of Reaganite zealot Elliott Abrams, the administration
launched what amounted to a variant of its low-intensity war-
fare strategy (although it might have been more accurately
called “high intensity dlssuaswn”) After Federal grand
juries handed down indictments against Noriega in February
1988, the intensity of the campaign increased dramatically.
The indictments charged Noriega with having taken $4.5 mil-
lion in payoffs by allowing Panama to be used as “way station,

46. Constantine C. Menges, Inside the National Security Council (New
York: Simon and Schuster, 1988) pp, 173 and 276.

47. The case against Bahamian Prime Minister Lynden O. Pindling was
very similar to that of Noriega. In fact, by the later 1980s the Bahamas was a
transit point for much more narcotics trafficking than Panama (some 30-50%
of the cocaine from Colombia to the U.S.) but officials at the State Depart-
ment, Customs, and other agencies argued that indicting Pindling could
provoke anti-U.S. resentment and could prejudice U.S. security interests and
anti-drug efforts in the Caribbean. See, Michael Isikoff, “U.S. Weighs Pin-
dling Indictment,” Washington Post, June 25, 1988.

48. According to John Weeks in “Of Puppets and Heroes,” NACLA
Report on the Americas, July-August 1988, this is considered a significant
factor in the timing of the anti-Noriega campaign. See also, John Weeks and
Andrew Zimbalist, “The Failure of Intervention in Panama,” Third World
Quarterly, January 1989.

49. Donald Gregg recalls “.. seeing some fairly strong information that
was assembled in the middle of ’87...” on Noriega and drugs. As a result of
thatinformation “...there began to be meetings to see what we could doabout
Noriega. Op. cit.,n. 9.
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clearinghouse or haven for some of the world’s most violent
drug traffickers, including those linked to the assassination of
Colombia’s Justice Minister, Rodrigo Lara Bonilla,”

The Reagan administration not only refused to promote
these indictments; it stonewalled the federal prosecutors until
the last moment. While creating appropriate propaganda for
the anti-Noriega campaign, many officials at the State Depart-
ment felt that the indictments would undermine U.S. efforts
to negotiate Noriega’s stepping down. And, of course, the CIA
was still withholding its support for the policy. Richard
Gregorie, the Assistant U.S. Attorney gathering evidence for
the indictments concluded that the “U.S. priority is not the
narcotics traffickers but rather it’s the clandestine affairs of
our intelligence and foreign relations community.”51

In any event, the indictments swung the last bureaucratic
holdouts onto Elliott Abrams’s bandwagon. The program now

"gathered steam: continual military intimidation and provoca-
tions; economic and financial sanctions which eclipsed even
those applied against Nicaragua; covert money to the Pan-
amanian opposition; and even organizing anti-Noriega con-
tras in northern Panama. The U.S. expected that the economic
moves and paralyzing of the banking system would finish
Noriega in a matter of weeks. When these predictions proved
to be premature, Noriega came to symbolize the impotence of
the scandal-ridden Reagan administration and later, the ir-
resolution of the Bush administration.

The most unprecedented and successful aspect of the U.S.
anti-Noriega program was the disinformation campaign de-
signed to demonize Noriega and reduce the issue to a moral
stand against drugs. The administration maintained that as
Noriega’s behavior became worse, it sought to distance itself
from the regime. In fact the reverse was true. Noriega’s re-
lationship with the Medellin Cartel had cooled considerably
since 1985 and his cooperation in campaigns against drug traf-
ficking and money laundering were winning him letters of
commendation from the DEA>2 As the U.S. increased pres-
sure in 1986, the Medellin Cartel began to shift its operations
to other Caribbean transit points like the Cayman Islands. In
spite of this evidence, the myth grew that overthrowing Nor-
iega would strike a blow against drug trafficking in the world.

U.S. policy, which was initiated for national security
reasons and only indirectly concerned Noriega’s drug invol-

50. Phillip Shenon, New York Times, February 6,1988. In January 1988,
Stephen M. Kalish, a convicted drug smuggler, testified that he gave Noriega
$300,000 in payoffs in 1983 in return for favors: transit of drugs and money
laundering. The general “became a full-scale co-conspirator in my drug
operation.” New York Times, February 5, 1988.

51. In October 1987 Gregorie went to Washington to lay out the results
of the investigation and was met with “mixed reaction;” some told him to
leave it alone. When U.S. Attorney in Miami, Leon Kellner, went to speak to
NSC, people the reaction was “Since when does some assistant U.S. attorney
get the authority to make foreign policy?” See “The Noriega Connection,”
op. cit,n. 3.

52. John Dinges maintains that most of Noriega’s activities occurred be-
tween 1980 and 1984 — partly because of his increasing exposure through U.S.
intelligence, his need for Washington’s support, and lucrative alternatives in-
cluding money laundering, steroid smuggling and kickbacks from the PDF’s
control of the free port of Colon. See, John Dinges, “Two Noriegas: Traffick-
er, Law Enforcer,” New York Times, January 12, 1990.
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vement, took on a life of its own. There was no turning back;
the door to a negotiated solution was effectively closed by the
administration’s own logic. A threatened and increasingly
hostile Noriega, who would never again feel protected by his
value to the DEA and the national security establishment, was
clearly a much larger security problem now. The failure of two
U.S.-supported coup attempts left Washington considerably
embarrassed and the preservation of U.S. credibility in the
region became paramount. The White House propaganda ap-
paratus worked overtime and Congress and the media ex-
pressed not even a hint of skepticism: the case against Noriega
was a noble fight against drugs, moral decay, and dictatorship.

Credit: Michael Strovato, Associated Press
The aftermath of the U.S. invasion.

When the inevitable “incidents” occurred the weekend of
December 15, 1989, the Bush administration hesitated for two
days, unsure that it had an adequate cover story for an in-
vasion. The caution was unwarranted — White House
propaganda had been so effective that the U.S. public needed
little convincing. The U.S. had boxed itself in. Having raised
the stakes it risked serious political damage if it did not act.

When paratroopers of the 82nd Airborne Division backed
by an invasion force that included 24,000 troops and two
F117-A Stealth bombers, landed in the early hours of Decem-
ber 20, 1989 there were few protests in the U.S. Unlike the in-
vasion of Grenada, the media out did each other in parroting
the Pentagon’s line. Despite restrictions that should have
shamed a free press, most journalists ignored civilian casual-
ties and then collaborated in the cover-up of their number.

Just as they had uncritically accepted the silent war of at-
trition that Washington had waged against Panama during the
past two years, the public applauded Bush’s disciplining of an
unruly colony. As the Cold War wanes and four decades of
foreign policy assumptions crumble, it must have been hear-
tening for the Bush administration to achieve this consensus
without recourse to the customary anticommunist rhetoric.

For now, with Bush’s popularity at an all-time high, the in-
vasion is judged as a roaring success— “a political jackpot.”
When the Panamanians finally realize that they have not been
so much saved as invaded, the true cost of the invasion—to
both Panama and the U.S.—will begin to be reckoned. @
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Testimony to an Invasion

On April 5, 1990, Olga Mejia, President of the National
Human Rights Commission of Panama, spoke at the “Voices
of Panama” public meeting at the Town Hall in New York City.
The following is excerpted from her full presentation.

The U.S. invasion of Panama perpetrated by the 82nd Air-
borne Division under the U.S. Southern Command carrying
out orders of President George Bush, is an act of genocide,
qualifying as a crime against humanity and a violation of the
sacred right to live, as affirmed by the Universal Declaration
of Human Rights and the internationally recognized Geneva
Accords as well as all of the international agreements and ena-
bling protocols that spell out the most basic norms of interna-
tional coexistence. Just as in Grenada and Vietnam, this was
never a “Just Cause.”

One hundred days after the invasion, the occupying army
continues to operate with impunity and the high cost in human
life still remains to be brought to light. Violence, brutality and
the abuse of power that cannot even be classified as uncon-
ventional warfare is used against the civilian, non-combatant
population resulting in death, material losses, physical, and
psychological trauma and injury to the integrity of the so-
called prisoners of war. Arbitrary and illegal searches and
seizures are committed by U.S. soldiers. Panama has been
brought into the era of common graves, disappeared people,
war refugees, and the ransacking of homes. An independent
nation has been forced into submission by a colonizing army.

Chorrillo was a marginalized community of some 20,000 in-
habitants. Five entire blocks were bombarded and 25th, 26th
and 27th Streets where I was born and spent my early
childhood were completely wiped out and converted into a
graveyard. At 12:30 a.m.—in the middle of the night—the
bombardment, the strafing and machine-gunning, the firing of
rockets began. Later came the use of flame throwers, tanks,
and the collective mourning.

They began with the bombardment of the Military Head-
quarters and then with the massacre of the civilian population.
They machine-gunned wood-frame and plaster houses. The
interiors of the buildings showed the evidence of high-calibre
and high-power weapons used against the population as they
slept in their beds just before Christmas. The buildings shook,
the residents tried somehow to keep the kitchen propane gas
tanks from exploding by bringing them into the bathrooms.
The windows were shattered. The walls were filled with holes.
The people ran huddled from room to room trying to protect
themselves from the hail of bullets.

When the fire started, those who tried to get down using
the elevators could not because the power had been cut. Many
stayed during the early hours of the morning clinging to each
other, hugging the walls of the buildings and risked burning to
death or being asphyxiated by the smoke.

Many who ran out trying to flee from the fire and the bom-
bardment died in the streets machine-gunned by U.S. troops.
Others were burned to death in their homes or killed as their
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homes were bombed. Dawn found many dead in the hallways
of their buildings, buried under the rubble or dismembered
and totally unrecognizable either from the bombs or the
flame-throwers, and because their bodies were charred or in-
cinerated by the U.S. troops and thrown into plasticbags along
with their identification and personal effects. Afterwards, the
soldiers threw some of the bodies into the sea, others were
buried in common graves....

Some bodies were completely destroyed as they were run
over by tanks. Some bodies were found at dawn inside of cars,
charred or completely crushed by tanks. There were hundreds
of body parts and fragments of human remains stuck to the
walls of the houses and buildings that were thrown into plas-
tic bags to which U.S. troops added chemical substances or
were simply treated as garbage that was removed with back-
hoes when they cleared away the rubble two weeks later.

There were bodies in the streets of El Chorrillo for nearly
a week. The Red Cross was not permitted to recover bodies
of either the wounded or the dead to transport them to the
hospitals or the morgues. The U.S. troops also opened fire on
the ambulances.

It is for this reason that the massacre of Chorrillo and
against Panama must not be permitted to spread throughout
Central America and the Caribbean, nor to any other brother
country. That is why when we are asked by the giant networks
who want to see where the 2,000 to 4,000 bodies are buried, in
the first place, we tell them that they should have gone to
Panama to give a Christian burial to the pieces of flesh and the
gallons of blood that were stuck to the walls of buildings or to
the unidentifiable human fragments.

At this distance from the invasion, three and a half months
later, we still don’t know the precise human toll. Figures range
between the official figure of 655 and 4,000. The Independent
Commission of Inquiry headed by former Attorney General
Ramsey Clark estimated the number at between 2,000 and
4,000. The Vicariate of Darien, Kuna Yala and Colon,
together with the Episcopal Conference speak of 3,000 and
condemn the difficulties in obtaining information. The
Catholic Church maintains that according to a confidential
and credible source the toll is 655 dead and 2,000 wounded,
but exclude from this count those who burned to death, were
cremated, crushed under the rubble, those brought to Gorgas
[Hospital], those buried in common graves, and all informa-
tion from the interior. How many do these exceptions ex-
clude?

In reality, the exact figure is not important. What is impor-
tant is that they are human beings, our compatriots, and we
demand to know who they are and where they are.... In addi-
tion, there is the loss of autonomy and independence in the
governing of the country. How will this be rectified?

The full text of this and other testimony, and up-to-date reports on
Panama can be obtained from: The Independent Commission of Inquiry of
the U.S. Invasion of Panama, 36 E. 12th St., 6th Floor, New York, NY 10003.
Tel: 212-475-3232/ext. 23. °
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ANC Activists:

Inside the South African Government

In October 1989, Sue and Peter Dobson arrived in London
via Botswana, one step ahead of South African authorities.
For more than ten years, they were ANC activists working with
the South African government trying to gain information a-
bout the plans and strategies of the security apparatus of the
apartheid regime.

Sue Dobson worked as a journalist on several daily
newspapers as well as with the South African Bureau of Infor-
mation. For nine months she covered the Namibian elections
and was posted to Windhoek as a member of a South African
government covert team whose aim was to undermine
SWAPO, discredit the work of the United Nations Transition-
al Assistance Group (UNTAG), and promote the South
African-backed Democratic Turnhalle Alliance (DTA).

Peter Dobson served in the South African Defense Forces
(SADF) during his two years of national service and was a
licutenant in the Military Psychology Institute. He then pur-
sued a career in the computing industry and provided the
ANC with specific information relating to the sanctions-bust-
ing computer purchase strategies and the development of a
new command-and-control system for the SADF.,

During September 1989, it became clear that they were in
danger and the ANC instructed them to leave South Africa.
The following is an interview with the Dobsons, conducted by
Jane Hunter in March 1990.*

CovertAction Information Bulletin: Tell us how you came
to work for the South African Bureau of Information.

Sue Dobson: I'm a completely different person in reality to
what I had to project. But [then] I was quite an average white
South African middle-class woman. I applied for a job at the
Bureau of Information and they accepted me.

I came to interview government ministers in my job and I
then became a military correspondent. They flew me up to
Namibia and I covered the opening of Parliament. I went
through two security clearances without a problem. And I be-
came interested in Namibia. I was also interested in why they
were interested in Namibia and why they wanted it covered. I
knew that they were going to try to subvert the elections in
Namibia.

CAIB: How did you know it?

S.D.: I knew the South African government well enough by
then and also we knew that this was in the cards. Anyway, what
happened is that I became more and more involved with
Namibian affairs. I had a lot of interviews with characters in
Namibia. I interviewed Martti Ahtisaari [Leader of the U.N.

*Jane Hunter, a frequent contributor to CAIB, is the editor of Israeli

Foreign Affairs. This excellent monthly newsletter is available for $20/year
from IFA, P.O. Box 19580, Sacramento, CA 95819.
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team in Namibia]. I interviewed the [South African] Ad-
ministrator General Louis Pienaar. I went to all the cocktail
parties and associated with that circle including the leader of
Koevoet, General Hans Dryer.

And SWAPOL [the South West Africa Police] were also
very friendly. They took me around the northern area of
Namibia. Took me on a Casspir [armored personnel carrier].
Gave me a police escort. Took me to interview various chiefs.
Entertained me. And I thought well, ‘you know, when you’re
onto a good thing....” It worked extremely well. I then did a
series of interviews which were carried well by the Bureau of
Information.

CAIB: People put these out to embassies and so forth?

S.D.: Yes. Iworked for a journal called RSA Policy Review.
It also appeared in Afrikaans. I was the chief sub [editor] and
the main English writer on that magazine and I was doing this
work on Namibia.

I became aware of people within the Bureau who were con-
centrating on Namibia. They were in the department of
Research and Planning and it became clear after getting to
know these people on a social basis that they were in fact in-
volved in phony research.

They had front companies in Namibia. They would send
people out into the northern areas to do the strangest per-
mutations with opinion polls and then feed them back to com-
mittees in the South African government.

CAIB: Were these people from intelligence agencies, put
in there to do this work or were they psychologists and
sociologists?

S.D.: The ground workers were basically sociologists or in-
terviewers or interpreters. Their results were fed to multi-dis-
ciplinary committees in South Africa. You had people from
the department of foreign affairs. You had national intel-
ligence, you had the military.

That was one level of information. But they cottoned onto
this and they wanted to boost the image of the DTA, the
Democratic Turnhalle Alliance. The way they did this was to
discredit SWAPO. This had been going on for several months
in the newspapers.

CAIB: This had been going on since July 1989?

S.D.: Or perhaps even before that. Various press reports
were appearing internationally and at home trying to discredit
the United Nations. They were also pushing the cause of the
DTA.

CAIB: How were they generated?

S.D.: I subsequently found out after I started talking about
Namibia to the person who headed Research and Planning.
His name was David Venter and he had a very close relation-
ship with Louis Pienaar, the Administrator General, and a
very close relationship with Ahtisaari.

We started talking about Namibia and he said that they
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were going to form a special group
that was going to go to Namibia in
September and stay there until
mid-November, until after the
elections, to apparently monitor
the build-up to the elections and
alsoto give the DTA a fair say. Ac-
cording to him SWAPO was be-
having as though they had already
won the election. He said that this
wasn’t acceptable and they wanted to bring out the other side.
This was the polite explanation.

And then as we got talking more and more, he said that
what was happening was that certain journalists in the South
African press and in the international press were being paid
to write and to feed these stories.

CAIB: Were being paid by the Department of Research
and Planning?

S.D.: We're not exactly sure which department, but it was
the South African government. That’s for certain. It could
have been an amalgamation of all these departments. He said
to me that they had been very successful.

And then it occurred to me that that’s what the allegations
of SWAPOQ torture were — that’s what the allegations concern-
ing how SWAPO treated their detainees — that’s where those
stories came from.

He said to me very proudly that people were being reim-
bursed for writing these stories. They were given the informa-
tion and then they wrote them and they were furthering the
aims of South Africa.

And then he said to me, ‘How would you like to be part of
this operation?’ and I told him, ‘Yes I'd like it very much.” He
also said to me ‘3.5 million rand has been set aside by the State
Security Council.’ They were going to form a multidisciplinary
team consisting of people from the department of foreign af-
fairs, from national intelligence, from the defense force, which
initself is a contravention of the [1988 Southern Africa] peace
accord, because the SADF is not supposed to be involved in
any way. He told me that quite clearly and quite openly.

CAIB: They just were out of uniform?

S.D.: Absolutely, they were just out of uniform. The Bureau
of Information would also be present. My task would be to
write stories in English which would be fed through the
English press at home and then the international press. Not
under my byline, but under the byline of another sympathetic
journalist. So it would not be traced back directly to the
Bureau or to me. And then my other companion was to feed
the Afrikaans press and the Namibian press.

So, I said, ‘Fine. I'll go to Windhoek for two months.’ I
thought ‘well now I've got the opportunity to get the insight
into this whole operation.” We went in with the full knowledge
and cooperation of the administrator general.

CAIB: This was when?

S.D.: September [1989]. Around the 11th of September we
left. And we were to be accommodated in the office of South
African interests in Windhoek, which was run by Ambassador
Willem Retief, who had previously been in West Germany. He
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He said that certain journalists in
the South African press and in the
international press were being
paid to write and to feed these -

stories.

gave us office space and equip-
ment. We were accommodated in
a house belonging to the Depart-
ment of Foreign Affairs —a luxury
house in Windhoek. Our bedding
was supplied by the SADF. Our
food was supplied by the SADF.
Medicine was supplied by the
SADF.

The people who actually made
up the contingent were two officers from military intelligence,
one of them called Botha Marais —I’m not sure of his rank;
the other was colonel Connie von Rensberg. There was David
Venter, who went with us, who led the delegation. There was
myself and there was another journalist from the Bureau of
Information, Marlene Cromberg. She was to handle the
Afrikaans copy. And there was a man from national intel-
ligence whose name was Rob Smith. He basically kept an eye
on the workings of the whole contingent.

Our task specifically was to promote the image of South
Africa as a peacemaker, to promote the DTA and to publish
what they called ‘the truth’ about SWAPO —to present people
who allegedly had been tortured by SWAPQ. One such inter-
view was apparently set up by someone who alleged to have
been tortured by SWAPO. The person who did the interview
said, “That looks like a set-up to me.’ So, I mean, if she had
realized it herself....

CAIB: Did she write about it anyway?

S.D.: I believe she did. I don’t know what the consequen-
ces were.,

They wanted to take this person who had allegedly been
tortured to West Germany because a great deal of the
publicity about SWAPQ’s alleged atrocities had come in the
West German press.

CAIB: Which meant that one of the journalists who was get-
ting paid in Namibia was working for a West German paper.

S.D.: That’s right. Absolutely right.

CAIB: Do you know what paper?

S.D.: We don’t know. Unfortunately, I never had access to
the German publications because I might have picked up the
train. But photographs were apparently taken of this person.

The other thing that they had us do — this was around the
time of Anton Lubowski’s murder —was to defame Anton
Lubowski by saying that he had been murdered by a faction
within SWAPO. That there had been dissent in the ranks of
SWAPQ, there had been a power struggle and they had ar-
ranged for his assassination.

We were supposed to find partiality on the part of UNTAG
toward SWAPQ. We were supposed to produce photographs
of how UNTAG had given SWAPO supporters a lift to the
airport when Sam Nujoma arrived. And national intelligence
was going to manufacture these photographs. I would take
them to UNTAG and say ‘Here’s proof.” We would get
UNTAG’s comment and then that would be dispersed inter-
nationally.

CAIB: And that actually happened?

S.D.: I don’t know. At the time that I left, the process had
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got underway. The photographs were being manufactured.

CAIB: In Namibia?

S.D.: In Namibia, by the national intelligence and military
intelligence who were cooperating on this. We were also sup-
posed to deal with things about UNTAG personnel; we were
to defame them, personally, with allegations about extramari-
tal affairs and connections to other political organizations.

CAIB: Nothing terribly original then?

S.D.: No, but vicious, nonetheless. And we were also to
promote the image — this is a very important part of the whole
thing — that SWAPOL was a just and effective police force and
that Koevoet members had been successfully incorporated
into the regular police functions —which of course they hadn’t
been. The amount of terrorizing that was going on in the north
was testament to the fact that they hadn’t been.

Those were the main outlines of the operation. And I went
up to the north, to do some work with SWAPOL, to write an
article about Koevoet and how they’d been well incorporated
and when I returned after a few days in the north, I was warned
[by the ANC] to get out. That’s the outline of it.

[

During our interview, Peter Dobson talked about a sanc-
tions-busting deal concluded last year that will bring IBM ex-
pertise to CSIR, the state-owned Council on Scientific and
Industrial Research, a think tank working on both civilian and
military technology. One current CSIR project, noted Dob-
son, was “a feasibility study for South Africa developing her
own missiles for a missile and satellite program.”

Peter Dobson: My consulting company was involved in a
very major tender [contract] for a consulting company to help
CSIR review their computer requirements for the future. One
of the conditions for the tender was that it would be a joint
contract between a South African company and an interna-
tional company. The companies which got involved were the
big accounting companies — Peat Marwick, Arthur Anderson,
Touche Ross. The companies to win were IBM and Arthur
Anderson.

CAIB: IBM is doing this now? :

P.D.: It is, through ISM. [Information Systems Manage-
ment Ltd., is the South African company formed to buy out
IBM when it divested, and is now the sole South African dis-
tributor for IBM.]

CAIB: What did you learn in the course of the bidding
process and were you directly involved?

P.D.: I wasn’t directly involved. The company was involved.
I was working on a different project at the time. What they
were looking for was both their internal administrative re-
quirements — torun their accounting systems and their payroll
system — but to coordinate that as well with their technical re-
quirements, where they’re using equipment for research pur-
poses in engineering and science.

CAIB: Are you saying that IBM and Arthur Anderson have
won a major contract with CSIR, which involves them in sup-
plying the South African military?

P.D.: The contract which they won was not to supply equip-
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ment. It was to supply expertise and consulting in order to set
up long-term directions. CSIR has taken a long-term view of
computer technology and they’ve understood very clearly that
IBM is the major player in that market for the future. And the
reason why they awarded the contract to IBM...is because
they want to create as close a relationship as they can with
IBM, so that they understand where IBM is going with their
technology and how they can draw on that.

CAIB: What kind of money was involved? Was the bid
awarded on the basis of the lowest figure?

P.D.: No. The deal was structured in terms of the local com-
pany and the international company being paid separately. It
was not that big locally; it was about $250,000. International-
ly, Pm not sure. But the amounts are not that significant, be-
cause it’s really a few key individuals giving advice. And I think
all the players in the bidding were trying to hold down their
bids because they saw it as opening doors for big businesses
to come in over the next 15 years.

CAIB: Would it be a few key individuals from IBM itself?

P.D.: For sure. When they were evaluating the bids, they
were visiting the international partners. So they visited PA
Consulting in London. They visited Touche Ross in the States.
Theyvisited IBM in the States. And obviously, they were being
given reassurances as to what those people would deliver.

CAIB: IBM, which was applauded for divesting from South
Africa, was going to send its own people to advise on some-
thing that is closely connected to the South African military?

P.D.: The divestment of IBM is all in name and not in sub-
stance. All the equipment is there. The expertise is there. The
software is there. IBM is not merely a computer manufacturer;
it’s also one of the biggest banks in the world and one of the
biggest law firms in the world. They've got the legal expertise
to know how to set up the relationship in a way which is very
difficult to pin them down under the sanctions legislation. So
they might not go to the extent of flying senior IBM experts to
South Africa.

It might be done through South Africans going to the U.S,,
through third countries, through South African ISM employ-
ees going to the U.S., getting the expertise, going back and
reporting to the CSIR.

Certainly they've been setting up the conduits to do that.
Through this contract establishing the relationship between
CSIR, ISM, IBM, and Arthur Anderson, there are a number
of very important people creating a relationship. How they'll
shape and how they’ll manage it is difficult to predict and it
will probably change over time. As they come under pressure
in one area, they’ll probably shunt it off to another area.

CAIB: What questions do you think IBM should be re-
quired to answer about this particular contract?

P.D.: My view is that the South Africans have already set
up all the channels they need in order to get all the latest com-
puter equipment that they need from IBM and other sup-
pliers. And the only way to prevent that equipment from
falling into the hands of the security establishment, the repres-
sive establishment in South Africa, is to cut off the technology,
full stop. I think that the only way to do this effectively is com-
prehensive sanctions enforced by national governments. ®
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Secretive Rightwing Group:

The Council for National Policy

by Russ Bellant*

The Council for National Policy (CNP) is a secretive group
of the foremost rightwing activists and funders in the United
States. Morton Blackwell of the CNP has said, “The policy [of
CNP] is that we don’t discuss who attends the meetings or
what is said.” Its membership, meetings, and projects are all
secret, even though the group enjoys tax-exempt status. It
focuses largely on foreign policy issues.

The Council actually has two related organizations, the
Council on National Policy, the tax-exempt 501(c)3 member-
ship group, and CNP, Inc., a 501(c)4 element set up in 1987.
The latter group will allow the parent Council to lobby with-
out jeopardizing its tax-exempt status. Since the CNP main-
tains a very low visibility, it is likely that members: lobbying at
the behest of CNP or CNP, Inc. will Jse the names of other
groups with which they are affiliated.?

Individuals pay $2,000 per year to be a member of the CNP.
For $5,000, one can become a member of the Council’s Board
of Governors, which elects the executive committee of CNP.
That executive committee then selects the officers on an an-
nual basis. Members of CNP are cncouraged to give part of
their membership fee to CNP, Inc3

Origins of the CNP

The origins of the CNP are not found in mainstream con-
servatism or the traditional Republican Party, but in the na-
tivist and reactionary circles of the Radical Right, including
the John Birch Society (JBS). The view on the Radical Right
that an organization such as CNP was needed stemmed from
their perception that the Council on Foreign Relations
(CFR) —closely identified with the Rockefeller family—was
selling out American interests in the pursuit of an imagined
leftwing foreign policy agenda. This conspiratorial critique
was begun in earnest about thirty years ago by the John Birch
Society. In 1971, the Society promoted None Dare Call it Con-
spiracy, a book that identified the CFR as pro-commumst

*Russ Bellant is a researcher who has written extensively on the rise of
the New Right in the U.S. This article is excerpted from a recent monograph
published by Political Research Associates entitled, “The Coors Connection:
How Coors Family Philanthropy Undermines Democratic Pluralism.” It is
available for $7.50 (Mass. residents add .30 sales tax) from Political Research
Associates, 678 Massachusetts Ave., Suite 205, Cambridge, MA 02139.

1. Greg Garland, “North was member of private group once based in
Baton Rouge,” (Baton Rouge) State Times, January 8, 1987, p. 1A; CNP
Board of Governors Meeting, List of Member Participants, Dallas, TX,
August 17-18, 1984; Executive Committee Meeting, CNP, Baltimore, MD,
May 12, 1989.

2. Author’s contact with a source close to CNP.

3. Board of Governors Meeting, List of Member Participants, Dallas, TX,
August 17-18, 1984; author’s contact with a source close to CNP.

4. Gary Allen, None Dare Call it Conspiracy (Seal Beach, California:
Concord Press, 1971), pp. 87, 98, 105; American Opinion Wholesale Book
Division Order Form, March 1972.
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The New Right played an important role in the 1980 elec-
tion of President Ronald Reagan and sought to consolidate its
gains by expanding its institutional presence in Washington,
DC. New Right leaders created the CNP in part to develop al-
ternative foreign policy initiatives to oppose those offered by
the Council on Foreign Relations.

The CNP organizes support for confrontational policies
long sought by Radical Rightists and ultra-conservative
hawks. Support for the “Reagan Doctrine” of so-called “low-
intensity” warfare was one outgrowth of this effort. The CNP
also addresses domestic social and cultural issues. In many
foreign policy matters and domestic issues, the CNP frequent-
ly reflects a slick, updated re-packaging of Birch Society
philosophy.

The Birch influence on the political goals of the CNP is sig-
nificant because the JBS was with CNP from the beginning,
Nelson Bunker Hunt, a prime mover in CNP’s founding, was
on the Birch Society’s national council. By 1984, John Birch
Society Chairman A. Clifford Barker and Executive Council
Member William Cies were CNP members. Other JBS leaders
also joined the Council. Five board members of Western
Goals, essentially a JBS intelligence-gathering operation—
andlater used to funnel aid to the Nicaraguan contras —joined
the CNP as well.>

The CNP Today

The CNP was founded in 1981 when Tim LaHaye, a leader
of Moral Majority, proposed the idea to wealthy Texan T. Cul-
len Davis.% Davis contacted billionaire Nelson Bunker Hunt,
and from that point on they began recruiting members. By
1984, the Council had 400 members.’

Joe and Holly Coors were early members of the CNP. Their
names appear on a 1984 confidential list of members. Also on
the list is Lt. Colonel Oliver North, retired generals John
Singlaub and Gordon Sumner, and other contra network sup-
porters such as former ambassador Lewis Tambs, Louis
(Woody) Jenkins, and Lynn (L. Francis) Bouchey. Sumner,

5. Harry Hurt, Texas Rich (New York: Norton, 1981), p. 369; CNP Board
of Governors Meeting, Dallas, TX, August 17-18, 1984; CNP Executive Com-
mittee Meeting, Baltimore, MD, May 12, 1989. For connections between CNP
and Western Goals, compare CNP Board of Governors list with Western
Goals Report, Spring 1984, p. ii, listing Western Goals Advisory Board mem-
bers.

6. Davis gamed national headlines during this period because he had just
been acquitted of charges of murdering his stepdaughter and masterminding
a murder-for-hire scheme.

7. Greg Garland, “Conservative Council for National Policy got off to un-
likely start,” (Baton Rouge) State Times, January 8, 1987, p. 6A; Newsweek,
July 6,1981, pp. 4849, quotes LaHaye, “We must remove all humanists from
public office and replace them with pro-moral political leaders.” In his
newsletter, Capitol Report, July 1989, p. 1, LaHaye reiterated this view.
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Tambs, Bouchey, and CNP member Frank Aker are also
leaders of the Council for Inter-American Security (CIS), a
group with ties to the Rev. Sun Myung Moon’s far-flung politi-
cal network 2

The first president of CNP, from 1981-82, was founder Tim
LaHaye, a militant anti-humanist who once criticized Mi-
chelangelo and Renaissance art for its nude figures, which he
claimed were “the forerunner of the modern humanist’s de-
mand for pornography....”

LaHaye and others brought together representatives from
the Religious Right, the White House, elected officeholders,

Credit: Free Congress Foundation

Paul Weyrich, a reactionary rightist, is an influential
member of CNP.

the political Right, and rightwing businessmen. The CNP’s
first executive director, Louisiana State Representative
Woody Jenkins, told members, “I predict that one day before
the end of this century, the Council will be so influential that
no President, regardless of party or philosophy, will be able to
ignore us or our concerns or shut us out of the highest levels
of government.”9

Council members who are willing to discuss the CNP at all
describe its main function as a forum for bringing activists and
wealthy funders together to plan projects of mutual interest.
One member said that the 1985 campaign to pressure Reagan
to fire Secretary of State George Shultz (for not being suffi-
ciently supportive of South Africa) began at a CNP meeting.10

Although a former staffer told a Baton Rouge newspaper
that Oliver North never directly asked for money, North did
make the contras’ needs known to CNP members. He ad-
dressed their quarterly meetings at least three times in the
mid-1980s, once distributing pictures of a Nicaraguan airfield.
Ellen Garwood, who was active in the World Anti-Communist
League (WACL) and donated funds to the contras, told the

8. CNP Board of Governors Confidential Mailing List, Baton Rouge,
1984, for use until January 1, 1985; CIS letterhead, May 1989; Inter-American
Security Educational Institute Speakers Bureau, no date.

9. Newsweek, July 6, 1981, p. 49; (Baton Rouge) State Times, January 8,
1987, p. 1A.

10. Author’s confidential interview, CNP member.
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congressional Iran/contra committee that she first met Oliver
North at a CNP meeting.11 :

Tom Ellis succeeded LaHaye in 1982 as president of the
CNP. Ellis is a top political operative of Jesse Helms, running
various political organizations that make up the Helms em-
pire. Ellis was a director of one of the groups which supports
the Helms network — the Pioneer Fund, a foundation which
financed efforts to prove that African-Americans are geneti-
cally inferior to whites. Ellis has said, “The eventual goal of
this movement [racial integration] is racial intermarriage and
the disappearance of the Negro race by.fusing into the white.”
While Ellis has since disavowed his segregationist position, his
associates in the Helms organizational network are still tied
to the Pioneer Fund board and receive Pioneer funds.!

Recipients of Pioneer grants have included William Shock-
ley, Arthur Jensen, and Roger Pearson. Pearson has written
that “inferior races” should be “exterminated.” All three, and
others, were funded during Ellis’s directorship on the Pioneer
board. Ellis served on the CNP’s thirteen-member executive
committee with Holly Coors, Paul Weyrich, and Heritage
Foundation president Edwin Feulner until June 1989. Oliver
North and Reed Larson of the anti-union National Right to
Work Committee recently joined the executive committee.

After Ellis’s one-year term as president of CNP in 1982
83, he was succeeded by Nelson Bunker Hunt, Pat Robertson,
and Richard DeVos of the Amway Corporation. Some of the
other board members of the Council for National Policy also
have colorful pasts.14

CNP and the Free Congress Foundation
The Free Congress Foundation (FCF), a key New Right or-
ganization working on both domestic and foreign policy is-
sues, has substantial ties to the Council for National Policy.
FCF’s Connie Marshner and eleven of seventeen of the Free
Congress directors are also CNP members. Paul Weyrich is

the CNP’s Secretary—Treasurer.15

e Paul Weyrich, established the Committee for the Sur-
vival of a Free Congress, from which evolved the Free
- Congress Foundation, both political action organiza-
tions. Weyrich then established the Heritage Founda-

11. Greg Garland, “North was member of private group once based in
Baton Rouge” (Baton Rouge) State Times, January 8, 1987, p. 1A; US,, S.
Rept. No. 100-216 and H. Rept. No. 100-433, Report of the Congressional
Committees Investigating the Iran-Contra Affair with Supplemental,
Minority and Additional Views, 100th Cong,, 1st Sess. (Washington DC.:
Government Printing Office, 1987), p. 97.

12. CNP Quarterly Membership Meeting Program, Orlando, FL,
February 3-4, 1989; Thomas B. Edsall and David Vise, “CBS Fight a Litmus
Test for Conservatives,” Washington Post, March 31, 1985, p. A1; Thomas B.
Edsall and David Vise, “Battle for CBS Takes On Air of Mudslinging Con-
test,” Washington Post, March 31, 1985, p. A16.

13. New York Times, December 11, 1977, p. 76; (Louisville, KY) Courier-
Journal, October 16, 1977; Pioneer Fund, IRS 990-PF, 1976; Roger Pearson,
Bugenics and Race (London: Clair Press, 1966), p. 26; CNP Quarterly Mem-
bership Meeting Program, Orlando, FL, February 34, 1989; The Five Minute
Report , May 26, 1989.

14. All members of the CNP listed here appear on the Board of Gover-
nors Confidential Mailing List, Baton Rouge, 1984; CNP Quarterly Member-
ship Meeting Program, Orlando, FL, February 34, 1989.

15. Compare FCF Annual Report, 1988 with CNP Quarterly Membership
Meeting Program, Orlando, FL, February 34, 1989. For more on FCF see,
“The Coors Connection,” Political Reasearch Associates, Cambridge, MA.
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tion as a tax-exempt research counterpart to the FCF.
He was helped in both these ventures with substantial
funding from the Coors Foundation.

e Connie Marshner has participated in activities of the
rightwing evangelical Word of God through the Allies
for Renewal. Marshner is on the steering committee of
the Coalition on Revival (COR) and the executive com-
mittee of Anatole Fellowship. She also works with the
National Pro-Family Coalition which operates out of
FCF offices.

e John D. Beckett, President of Intercessors for America

(IFA) and, with Connie Marshner, a member of the
COR steering committee. Intercessors’ newsletters in-
dicate that the group is involved with shepherding dis-
cipleship cult leaders, as does Beckett’s COR leader-
ship position. The newsletters also express concerns
about Freemasonry.
IFA directs supporters to pray for Star Wars and “god-
ly” governments and candidates. IFAers were also en-
couraged to “Pray for the Pretoria government,
especially President Botha and President Reagan...,” as
well as for the Intercessors branch in South Africa. Bec-
kett is also on the CNP’s Board of Governors. IFA has
been supported by the Coors Foundation.'

e Richard DeVos, president of Amway Corporation.
Also a member of CNP’s executive committee and
Board of Governors, DeVos was CNP’s president from
1986-88. He was an early backer of behind-the-scenes
efforts in the mid-1970s to stimulate the religious Right
to make the U.S. “a Christian Republic.” Avon Pro-
ducts, in a letter to DeVos rebuffing Amway’s attemp-
ted takeover of Avon, recently called Amway “morally
bankrupt and criminally corrupt,” saying also, “Your
company is an admitted criminal....Your corporate cul-
ture is marked by zealotry.”. DeVos also serves on the
Chairman’s Council of the Conservative Caucus, a
group closely allied with rightwing and white
supremacist elements in southern Africa. Conservative
Caucus spends much of its efforts aiding these ele-
ments.

e Thomas A. Roe, one of the fifty-five members of CNP’s
Board of Governors, and a board member of Interna-
tional Policy Forum (IFP), another group headed by
Weyrich. Roe is active in a number of far-Right groups
and chairman of the Roe Foundation.

@ Richard Shoff, owner of Lincoln Log Homes in North
Carolina. A former Ku Klux Klan leader in Indiana,
Shoff is a financial supporter of High Frontier, a Star
Wars group allied with a tiny occult group headed by
Elizabeth Clare Prophet called the Church Universal

16. Intercessors for America Newsletter, September 1986; Intercessors
for America Newsletter, January 1989, p. 1, Mother Jones, February/March
1981; COR letterhead, April 1989; Adolph Coors Foundation Annual
Report, 1988; CNP Executive Committee Meeting, Baltimore, MD, May 12,
1989.

17. Detroit Free Press, May 18, 1989, p. 1; Mother Jones, February/March
1981, p. 34; Conservative Caucus letterhead, June 1989.

18. CNP Board of Governors Meeting, List of Member Participants, Dal-
las, TX, August 17-18, 1984.
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and Triumphant. Shoff also supports the Conservative
Caucus, a group which cheerleads for the apartheid
regime in South Africa. Shoff was recently implicated
in a questionable fund raising scheme shut down by the
Attorney General of Illinois. Funds collected under the
name “Children with ATDS Foundation” were slated to
support a homophobic rightwing religious activist, Rev.
H. Edward Rowe, and a group of private investors, but
were allegedly paid to investors and fund raisers, with

IFA directs supporters to pray for
Star Wars and “godly” governments
and candidates.

no funds spent on any actual projects.19

e John McGoff, exposed as a partner in a secret South
African government attempt to buy newspapers in the
U.S. as covert propaganda outlets. McGoff serves on
the editorial advisory board of the Washington Times
which frequently supports the South African apartheid
government in news and editorial columns. The
Washington Times, part of Moon’s Unification network,
received an award from the Council for National Policy
in 1984.%

e Don McAlvany, a frequent traveler to South Africa,
has held meetings with South African military and
police groups to organize pressure to get the South
African government to disavow the Alvor accords that
ended its warfare against Angola and SWAPO on
April 1, 1989.

While in South Africa, McAlvany suggested that some-
one might want to kill Archbishop Desmond Tutu, but
immediately retracted the statement. He is a contribut-
ing editor to the John Birch Society’s weekly, New
American ?!

McAlvany said about Tutu, “The least you can do is
remove the idiot’s passport and not let him travel over
to our country, and somebody might want to even shoot

19. Charlotte Observer, March 9, 1986; Indianapolis Star, March 30, 1973,
p- 1. The film, High Frontier, produced by the organization High Frontier,
credits Lincoln Log Homes with providing financial support for the film. The
religious cult, Church Universal and Triumphant (CUT) is discussed in Los
Angeles Times, Februrary 11, 1980, pt. 2, p. 1. In 1988, Gene Vosseler, chair-
man of CUT Department of Theology, made a nation-wide tour on behalf of
High Frontier (High Frontier Newswatch, April 1988, p. 8; Los Angeles
Times, April 2, 1980, pt. 2, p. 5); AIDS fund raising scheme revealed in
Chicago Sun-Times, January 21, 1990, p. 22.

20. New York Times, March 23, 1988. According to reporter Murray
Waas, South Africa bought into a secret partnership arrangement with the
Washington Timesin 1982 (National Reporter, Winter 1985, p. 19). McGoff
was investigated briefly by the Justice Department for allegedly acting as an
unregistered agent of the South African regime, but no charges were filed.

21. New American, July 3, 1989, list of contributing editors; The Nation,
September 26, 1988. See also McAlvany’s letter and The Nation's reply on
November 14, 1988. .
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him —Irepeal that.I don’t say
shoot him.... Somebody
ought to do something to
make him stop what he’s do-
ing.” McAlvany said in his let-
ter of complaint that The
Nation had “attributed to me

a most damaging and inac-
curate statement, one that does
not reflect either my actual views or my complete
remarks on the occasion cited.”

@ David Noebel, now with Summit Ministries and a
former Associate Evangelist of Billy James Hargis’
Christian Crusade, which built itself in part during the
1950s through racist appeals, primarily in the South.
Noebel wrote two books in the 1960s: Communism,
Hypnotism and the Beatles and Rhythm, Riots and Re-
volution. The latter book attempted to prove that folk
music was a communist plot.22

@ Robert Weiner, head of Maranatha, a “shepherding di-
scipleship” religious cult. Directs members to do politi-
cal work for rightist causes and candidates.3

o R.J. Rushdoony, ideological leader of the “Christian
Reconstruction” movement. Advocates that Christian
fundamentalists take “dominion” over the U.S., abolish
democracy, and institute the death penalty for children
who disobey their parents. According to Christianity
Today, Rushdoony also believes,“True to the letter of
Old Testament law, homosexuals...adulterers,
blasphemers, astrologers, and others will be executed.”
He believes there is no need for the U.S. Constitution
and calls democracy a “heresy.” Rushdoony was a fea-
tured speaker at a 1983 Free Congress Foundation
Conference on Criminal Justice Reform. FCF’s con-
ference literature described Rushdoony as a “promi-
nent Christian writer.”

@ Rev. Jerry Falwell, for many years leader of the Moral
Majority and major force in the televised evangelical
movement.

® Ron Godwin, formerly second in command at Moral
Majority, now an executive for the Reverend Sun
Myung Moon’s Washington Times newspaper.25

e Morton Blackwell, who also has received Coors support
for a number of years, is president of International
Policy Forum (IPF). IPF trains rightwing conservatives
around the world in New Right political techniques. A
long-time associate of Paul Weyrich, who chairs IPF,
Blackwell was one of the New Right activists attempt-
ing to take over the American Independent Party in
1976. To his credit, he was the foremost voice opposing

22. Gary K. Clabaugh, Thunder on the Right: The Protestant Fundamen-
talists (Chicago: Nelson-Hall Co., 1974), pp. 47, 102, 127; Group Research
Report, July 30, 1963, pp. 55-56; Group Research Special Report on Dr. Billy
James Hargis, October 10, 1962.

23. Wall Street Journal, August 16, 1985, p. 1.

24. Christianity Today, February 20,1987, p. 17; FCF Institute for Govern-
ment and Politics, Conference on Criminal Justice Reform Program, Ar-

lington, VA, September 27, 1983.
25. Washington Times, December 7, 1987, p. 5.
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“True to the letter of Old Testament

law, homosexuals...adulterers, blas-

phemers, astrologers, and others will
be executed.”

the 1976 GOP’s electoral colla-
boration with neo-Nazi cult lead-
er Lyndon LaRouche. Recently,
his Leadership Institute has pro-
vided political training to mem-
bers of Maranatha, the shep-
herding cult.2
e Don Wildmon, whose campaign
against the movie “Last Temptation of
Christ” was charged with using anti-Semitic propagan-
da, is a member of the steering committee of COR.
Wildmon has claimed that Universal Studios is “a com-
pany dominated by non-Christians.” Wildmon also
threatens television networks with boycotts for “inde-
cent” content in their programs.2
o Phyllis Schlafly, a leading anti-feminist who first came
to national attention as an ardent anti-communist
claiming that the Republican Party was controlled by
an elaborate conspiracy of bankers and financiers who
were assisting a global communist conquest. In 4
Choice Not an Echo, Schlafly says that the “New York
kingmakers...some of whom profess to be Re-
publicans...favor aiding and abetting Red Russia.”®

A figure of special note among unsavory characters in the
CNP is Robert K. Brown, publisher of Soldier of Fortune
(SOF) mercenary magazine. Soldier of Fortune has regularly
praised pro-Nazi individuals and groups, and promotes the
sale of Nazi regalia. SOF started in 1975 in sympathy with the
racist regime of Rhodesia. In recent years, SOF staff have
trained Salvadoran military units in urban warfare.?

While it should not be argued that the CNP is a creation of
the Birchers, its very existence is a testament to the success of
the JBS goal of creating a rightist counterpoint to established
power. The CNP has become a player in mainstream political
life in the United States. Ambassadors, prominent public
figures such as Milton Friedman, members of Congress and
the executive branch have addressed CNP meetings. James
Quayle, father of the Vice President, and other key political
supporters of Dan Quayle have been nominated for CNP
membership, as the Council seeks to expand its influence.
The CNP continues to selectively expand its membership.
Even though Ronald Reagan is no longer president, the far-
right remains a powerful force in U.S. politics. °

26. Wali Street Journal, August 16,1985, p. 1; The Right Report, Novem-
ber 19, 1976, pp. 1-3; The Right Report, December 17, 1976; The Right
Report, May 6, 1977; Human Events, September 11, 1976, p. 3; CNP Board
of Governors Meeting, List of Member Participants, Dallas, TX, August 17—
18, 1984.

27. Boston Globe, September 14, 1988; Freedom Writer, Vol. 6, No. 3;
Manhattan Inc., July 1989; COR letterhead, April 1989.

28. Phyllis Schlafly, A Choice Not an Echo, 3rd ed. (Alton, Illinois: Pere
Marquette Press, 1964), pp. 6, 25-26, 112-113.

29. “O’Duffy’s Irish Legion: Blue Shirts and Shamrocks in Spain’s Civil
War,” Soldier of Fortune, March 1985, p. 74; Soldjer of Fortune, August 1984,
pp. 50-52; CNP Board of Governors Meeting, List of Member Participants,
Dallas, TX, August 17-18, 1984; Brown, who has made donations of at least
one hundred dollars for four of the last five years would automatically be con-
sidered an associate member of CNP.

30. CNP Executive Committee Meeting, Baltimore, MD, May 12, 1989,
election of new members.
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The Murder of Martin Luther King Jr.

by John Edginton and John Sergeant

Editors’ Note: In April 1988, John Edginton, a British inde-
pendent film maker, began an inquiry into the circumstances
surrounding the death of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Edginton
had just completed a film about King’s life (“Promised Land”)
and was intrigued by comments by King’s friend, the Rev. Ralph
Abemathy, that King was murdered by government forces. By
January 1989, Edginton had gathered enough evidence disput-
ing the official verdict that BBC Television agreed to fund a
documentary: “Who Killed Martin Luther King?” John Sergeant
joined the team as associate producer. The film aired in England
in September 1989 and on cable television in this country in
March 1990. The following article is derived from information
gathered in theirinvestigation andraises questions about govern-
ment complicity in the assassination of the civil rights leader.

Introduction

Equivocation, uncertainty, and doubt have never been fully
dispelled with respect to the untimely death of Martin Luther
King Jr. in 1968. This could be put down in part to the inten-
sity of public suspicion over the killing of President John F.
Kennedy. But suspicions linger primarily because of the in-
herently unconvincing nature of the official version of events.

In an apparently bona fide effort to lay these ghosts to rest,
the House of Representatives Select Committee on Assas-
sinations (HSCA) concluded an investigation in 1979 which
reaffirmed the guilt of convicted assassin James Earl Ray but
conceded the probable existence of a conspiracy behind
him — headed by a group of St. Louis businessmen with ties to
organized crime. It referred its leads to the Justice Depart-
ment which quietly closed the case in 1983.

However, new revelations clearly demand official answers.
The case should now be reopened and the whole 22-year saga
of James Earl Ray’s conviction and imprisonment should now
be rigorously reviewed.

The first important new revelation involves Jules Ron
Kimble, a convicted murderer serving time in a federal prison
in Oklahoma. In a recent interview, Kimble admitted being
intimately involved in a widespread conspiracy that resulted
in the assassination of King. He said that this conspiracy in-
volved agents of the FBI and the CIA, elements of the “mob,”
as well as Ray. In the late 1970s, investigators for the HSCA
interviewed Kimble but, according to their report, he denied
any knowledge of the murder. Now, for the first time, Kimble
publicly admits participating in the assassination.

Kimble, a shadowy figure with ties to the U.S. intelligence

1. Kimble made this admission while being interviewed for the film
documentary Who Killed Martin Luther King? The interview took place at
the El Reno Federal Penitentiary, El Reno, Oklahoma, in June 1989.
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community and organized crime, corroborates much of Ray’s
self-serving story. He alleges that Ray, though involved in the
plot, did not shoot King and was in fact set up to take the fall
for the assassination.

Jules Kimble, in implicating the mob and the CIA in the as-
sassination, claims to have introduced Ray to a CIA identities
specialist in Montreal, Canada, from whom Ray gained four
principal aliases. In August 1989, a former CIA agent serving
in Canada around the time of the King assassination, con-
firmed that the CIA did indeed have such a false identities
specialist operating out of Montreal in the late 1960s.3

An investigation by Dr. Philip Melanson revealed that the
identities that Ray adopted during the period of the assassina-
tion were far more elaborate than previously realized. Melan-
son concluded that in at least one instance, Ray’s alias could
only reasonably have derived from a top secret security file ac-
cessable only available to military and intelligence agencies.

Finally, Ray who has been protesting his innocence for over
20 years, has always claimed that he was set up for the assas-
sination by a mysterious “handler” called Raoul whom he had
first encountered in Montreal nine months before. The former
CIA agent who served in Canada named the agency’s
Montreal identities specialist at the time as Raoul Maora.

Jules Ron Kimble cannot be dismissed out-of-hand. For a
start he has a long record of mob activity and violence, often
with political overtones. He is currently serving a double life
sentence in El Reno, Oklahoma, for two murders he admits
were political. He has proven links to the Louisiana mob em-
pire of Carlos Marcello (frequently accused of involvement in
political assassination) and admits to having done mob-re-
lated work in New Orleans, Montreal, and Memg;his during
the late sixties —three key cities in Ray’s odyssey.

Investigative records from the period confirm Kimble to
have been involved with the underworld and the KKK, to have
been in Montreal in the summer of 1967, and to have been
called in for questioning in connection with the Kennedy as-
sassination by then-New Orleans District Attorney, Jim Gar-
rison. During this questioning, Kimble admitted being linked
to the local FBI and CIA and Garrison accepted this admis-

2. Ibid.

3. Telephone interview with ex-CIA agent who requests anonymity,
August 1989; in-person interview in December 1989.

4. See Philip Melanson, The Murkin Conspiracy (New York: Praeger,
1989).

5. Op. cit,n. 3.

6. A July 1989 phone interview with a Baton Rouge police detective con-
firmed Kimble’s close ties to organized crime. State investigator Joe Oster
also investigated Kimble because of allegations of Kimble’s involvement in
the murder of union leader Victor Busie. In this investigation, Oster found
that Kimble had ties to the Ku Klux Klan and organized crime.
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sion as true.”

Like his contemporary, Lee
Harvey Oswald, Jules Kimble had
been living in Crescent City, Cal-
ifornia during the early 1960s and
was associating with gangsters, se-
gregationists, the FBI and, he
forcefully asserts, the CIA. He is
known to have been in contact
with David Ferrie, the dead CIA

In the early 1960s, Kimble was
associating with gangsters,
segregationists, the FBI and,
he forcefully asserts, the CIA.

Kennedy. In Memphis, King too
had been shot with a high-velocity
rifle, ostensibly from a window.
Moreover, like Dallas, the assas-
sination had taken place under
the noses of the authorities in
broad daylight.

Soon after his murder, ques-
tions surrounding the assassina-
tion of King began to emerge.

flier who has been repeatedly
implicated in the assassination of
John Kennedy.8

Most astonishingly, Jules Ron Kimble is not dismissed out-
of-hand by James Earl Ray. When Ray was recently con-
fronted with the alleged connection, he said that Kimble may
have been one of two mysterious figures he saw on the after-
noon of the assassination but he wasn’t sure. Ray then asked
if Kimble was in prison (which he was) but rejected Kimble’s
allegations about their connection as some sort of “govern-
ment disinformation.””

Although James Earl Ray, now 60, stands convicted of
shooting Martin Luther King, most observers agree the truth
of what really happened has never been established. New
evidence from Kimble, compounded with other recent revela-
tions, establish that the issue is not whether government
operatives were involved in the King assassination but rather
how high up the chain of command the conspiracy ran.

The Lone Gunman

In late March 1968, the Rev Martin Luther King Jr. came
to Memphis to support the city’s striking sanitation workers
who were predominantly black. He led a march of 6000
protesters which disintegrated into violence between police
and demonstrators, giving conservative forces the opportunity
to scorn King’s doctrine of nonviolent political struggle.
Determined to prove the sanitation workers’ protest could be
peacceful, King returned to Memphis on April 3rd to lead a
second march.

On April 4, a few minutes before 6 p.m., Dr. King walked
out on the balcony outside his second-floor room at the Lor-
raine Motel. He was scheduled to attend a dinner at the local
Reverend Billy Kyles’s house and was bantering with his
chauffeur down in the parking lot below. At 6:01 p.m. there
was a shot. A high-velocity dum-dum bullet hit Dr. King in the
neck, severing his spinal column and leaving a massive exit
hole. One hour later, in St Joseph’s Hospital in Memphis, King
died.

Public suspicions over the investigation of Dr. King’s death
surfaced almost immediately. In 1968 there was already a
growing body of opinion at odds with the official explanation
that Lee Harvey Oswald had been the lone assassin of John F.

7. Statement taken from Jules Kimble by New Orleans District Attorney
Jim Garrison on October 10, 1967.

8. Ibid.

9. Interview with James Earl Ray, June 1989, Brushy Mountain State
Penitentiary, Tennessee.
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How had so many police arrived
so quickly on the scene—within
moments of the shot being fired — yet failed to spot the assas-
sin either arriving or departing? Who, in an apparent attempt
to distract police radio control, had broadcast a hoax car chase
involving a Mustang on citizens band radio less than half an
hour after the police radio announced the suspect car to be a
white Mustang? If, as the police claimed, the shot had come
from the bathroom window, why did at least three people
claim to have seen a gunman in the bushes across the street?

The official scenario of how Ray shot King is as follows:
Ray was supposed to have checked into a rooming house on
Main Street, the back of which faces the Lorraine Motel; es-
tablished a sniper’s post in the bathroom; shot Martin Luther
King; panicked and dropped his belongings on the sidewalk
as he fled the rooming house, leaving the rifle to be discovered
with his fingerprints on it; and then raced out of Memphis in
a white Mustang,

Suspicions of a conspiracy in the murder of King did not
diminish with the capture of Ray, though officials continued
to maintain he was a lone assassin. On the contrary, expecta-
tions of major revelations at Ray’s forthcoming trial were very
high. But these expectations were never gratified. The public
was kept ignorant of the many anomalies and peculiarities in
the case, some of which were even ignored by investigators.

The most prominent of these inconsistencies in the state’s
case was the self-contradictory and inconsistent testimony of
its chief witness, Charlie Stephens. Stephens, who the state
claims saw Ray emerging from the bathroom, did not recog-
nize Ray in a photo he was shown shortly after the assassina-
tion, The state also failed to mention that Stephens was an
alcoholic and was drunk the afternoon of the King murder.

Why Did Ray Plead Guilty?

It has never been established where the idea of Ray’s guil-
ty plea originated but certain facts stand out. Ray’s lawyers in
the original trial were Hugh Stanton Sr., the Shelby County
Public Defender and Percy Foreman. It is interesting to note
that earlier Stanton had acted as lawyer to Charlie Stephens —
the prosecution’s chief witness. No one in the judicial system,
however, saw his acting as Ray’s attorney as a conflict of in-
terest.

In December 1967, Foreman proposed to prosecutor Phil
Canale that Ray could be convinced to plead guilty in ex-
change for a slightly reduced sentence and no death penalty.
Canale was favorable to the idea and consulted with the King
family lawyer, Harry Wachtel (former Governor of Ten-

Number 34 (Summer 1990)




nessee), officials at the Justice Department, and finally the At-
torney General. Everyone agreed that the guilty plea was a
splendid idea. It was Foreman’s job to convince Ray.

Ray would have none of it. And it took more than two
months for him to cave in, despite all manner of tactics em-
ployed to pressure him and his family into agreeing. Foreman
even assured Ray in a letter that there was a 100% chance he
would be found guilty and a 99% chance of the electric chair
(even though the state’s case was very weak and no one had
gone to the chair in Tennessee in more than a decade). Ray
also discovered he could not change his lawyer again and that
Foreman was doing nothing to develop a defense. Finally Ray
somehow believed that if he pleaded guilty he could dismiss
Foreman, demand a new lawyer, and receive a new trial.!!

The so-called trial took place suddenly on March 10, 1968
and following a lengthy list of charges the state would have
tried to prove, Ray pleaded guilty as arranged and was sen-
tenced to 99 years. He immediately petitioned for a new trial,
which was denied, and has been petitioning on every conceiv-
able ground ever since, also to no avail.

In 1974, however, Ray succeeded in prying from the state
an evidentiary hearing, The hearing was to determine whether
Ray had enough grounds for a new trial based on his being
negligently represented by attorney Percy Foreman. Harold
Weisberg, a veteran of the John Kennedy case and a writer,
was taken on as an investigator on Ray’s legal team.

Major Inconsistencies in the State’s Evidence

Weisberg’s investigation was a searching and vigorous one.
Although he differs with many experts in his conclusions —he
believes Ray to be totally innocent, a fall guy or “patsy” — many
of his arguments about the weakness of the official case and
the existence of a conspiracy remain persuasive to this day.
Through his relentless pursuit of FBI documentation under
the Freedom of Information Act, Weisberg found many docu-
ments which revealed numerous irregularities in the Bureau’s
investigation. Among other inconsistencies, the state’s ex-
amination of the alleged murder weapon is very revealing.

An internal FBI report on the bullet which killed King said
that it was too mangled to compare against the rifle that al-
legedly fired it. The report states that “...its deformation and
absence of clear cut marks precluded a positive determina-
tion.” Yet the evidence presented at Ray’s “trial” gave the im-
pression that the “death slug” was proven to have been fired
from the rifle.1?

Weisberg consulted with a ballistics expert who examined
the bullet and concluded that there were indeed sufficient
markings on it to make test-fire comparisons. The ballistics
expert is adamant about the fact that the FBI could and should
have carried out such tests.!>

10. Interview with Phil Canale, Memphis, Tennessee, June 1989; interview
with Dr. William Pepper, Memphis, Tennessee, June 1989.

11. Ibid.

12. Internal FBI ballistics report, released under the Freedom of Infor-
mation Act, dated April 17, 1968.

13. Herbert McDonnell, the ballistics expert who made this claim, is
regarded as a leading authority. He presented these views in an interview con-
ducted June 1989, Memphis, Tennessee.
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One of Weisberg’s most powerful arguments concerns the
crime scene itself. How, he wonders, did the assassin, who
would have had to stand in a bathtub to fire at King, manage
to take a single shot, run from the bathroom into the bedroom,
bundle up the rifle and a bizarre collection of personal belong-
ings in a blanket (ensuring that the belongings but not the
bathroom or the bedroom had his fingerprints on them), run
the length of the rooming house, down a flight of stairs, dump
the bundle in the street, walk calmly to his waiting Mustang
and drive away within the one to two minutes it took
uniformed officers to reach the same location?

Official records as to precisely what took place on the street
outside the rooming house —Main Street, one block west of
the motel —in those critical minutes, are astonishingly chaotic.

At Ray’s trial in 1969, testimony was given by Inspector
N.E. Zachary of the Memphis Police Department that he
found the rifle and the bundle first. By the time of the 1974
evidentiary hearings (after various books had researched the
question), the state conceded that another officer, Sheriff’s
Deputy Bud Ghormley was first to discover the bundle.

Yet Ghormley, in turn, has been contradicted by Sheriff’s

Credit: Ray Lustig
Martin Luther King Jr.—new evidence strongly suggests he
was killed by members of the U.S. government.

Deputy Vernon Dollahite. Dollahite, now chief of detectives,
insisted that he was the first onto Main Street and first to see
the bundle. Dollahite has been consistent in his story from the
beginning. After one of his early FBI interviews, they calcu-
lated that the time he took from the shot being fired to his ar-
rival on Main Street was 1 minute 57 seconds.

The extraordinary factor in Dollahite’s testimony is that
though alert for anything unusual as he raced around the
corner onto Main Street, he not only missed the Mustang pull-
ing away, he did not even see the bundle with the rifle in it.
Only after he had entered Jim’s Grill beneath the rooming
house, told everyone to stay put, and come out again, did he
spot it lying in a doorway a few yards away. He and the FBI
agreed that whomever was about to dump the bundle had
probably seen him coming, hidden behind the staircase door
until he had gone into the grill, then run out onto the street
throwing down the bundle while Deputy Dollahite was inside.
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There is an obvious problem
with this scenario. How could
Ray run out of the doorway,
throw down the incriminating
bundle, and then manage to
climb into a white Mustang and
drive off unnoticed within the se-
condsit took Dollahite to emerge
from Jim’s Grill just fect away?

The judge at the evidentiary
hearing took more than a year to conclude that Ray had no
grounds for a retrial. The defendant’s guilt or innocence was
immaterial to the issue at hand, he said.

Spying on King

By 1977, with the revelations by the Church Committee of
major abuses by U.S. intelligence agencies, public opinion
about the political assassinations of the 1960s had reached
such heights that Congress was forced into forming the House
Select Committee on Assassinations to investigate the mur-
ders of John F. Kennedy and Martin Luther King Jr.

Beset with political problems and threats to its funding, the
HSCA nonetheless did manage to address, if inconclusively
and frequently inadequately, the majority of the issues and
points raised by critics of the official story in the King case. Its
final report dated March 29, 1979 concluded that James Earl
Ray was indeed guilty of killing Martin Luther King Jr. but
that there had been co-conspirators after all. An informant’s
report in the FBI’s St. Louis office, previously overlooked, led
to the discovery that a $50,000 bounty for the death of Martin
Luther King Jr. had been offered in that city in 1967.1

However, blaming the King assassination on a conspiracy
of St. Louis organized crime figures, with Ray acting as the
killer, leaves many disturbing questions unanswered. One of
these questions is, how could Ray simply walk into a
predominantly black section of Memphis teeming with police,
informants, and undercover agents, shoot King and then leave
unmolested? The extent of the police surveillance on King was
remarkable and the notion that Ray shot King and escaped
undetected is even more remarkable. Recently, the true na-
ture and extraordinary extent of the official presence in Mem-
phis in April 1968 became clear.

Retired Memphis police officer Sam Evans confirmed that
King’s chauffeur and the manager of the Lorraine Motel were
paid police informants. It is also known that Marrell Mc-
Coullough, one of the first to reach King’s fallen body, al-
though ostensibly a member of the radical black group, the
Invaders, was in fact an undercover agent of the Memphis
Police Department.15

The so-called Intelligence Unit of the Memphis Police

14. Final Report of the U.S. House of Representatives Select Committee
on Assassinations (hereafter referred to as the HSCA Report) (New York:
Bantam, 1979).

15. This was not revealed by investigators in 1968 but was acknowledged
by the HSCA after writers like Mark Lane and Dick Gregory had drawn at-
tention to it. See Mark Lane and Dick Gregory, Codename Zorro: The Mur-
der of Martin Luther King, Jr. (New York: Pocketbooks, 1977).
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Retired Memphis police officer
Sam Evans confirmed that
King’s chauffeur and the
manager of the Lorraine Motel
were paid police informants.

Department (MPD) had been
planting bugs and agents at all the
strategy meetings of the sanita-
tion workers and the Invaders.
Nevertheless, they continue to
deny having had any source,
human or electronic, at the heart
of the Southern Christian Lea-
dership Conference (SCLC) (the
group King headed) that day. A
senior police officer claimed that military intelligence and the
U.S. Secret Service had also deployed agents throughout
Mc:mphis.16

It is now known that a member of the SCLC and leaders of
the local NAACP were in the pay of the FBI. And another
figure close to the SCLC —Jay Richard Kennedy—had been
reporting his fears of communist control over King to the
cIAY

Despite the presence of numerous people engaged in the
surveillance of King, apparently not one of them spotted the
assassin arriving, shooting Dr. King, or escaping the scene.

Given that the Memphis Police Department had in the
past provided extensive security for Dr. King on previous visits
and was aware of the vulnerability of the Lorraine Motel, it
seems incredible that a contingent of police bodyguards as-
signed to King on his arrival should have been removed the
day of the shooting, apparently without the knowledge of the
police chief, Frank Holloman.

Just two hours before the assassination the MPD’s patroll-
ing “TAC Units,” cach comprising three cars, were pulled
back five blocks from the vicinity of the Lorraine Motel. Police
chief Holloman claimed that he did not know of that decision
until afterwards. Inspector Sam Evans, who was in charge of
the units, denied that they were pulled back, even though it is
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