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NEWS ANALYSIS

U.S. troops and ships deploy
for war in Central America

By Steve Wattenmaker

With U.S. troops and warships encircling
Nicaragua and poised within striking distance
of El Salvador, Washington is pushing ahead
on several fronts toward full-scale military in-
tervention in Central America.

e U.S. officials openly engineered the Au-
gust 8 overthrow of Guatemalan dictator Ef-
rain Rios Montt, replacing him with a more
obedient and less erratic member of
Guatemala’s military elite. (See article on page
473.) The coup was followed immediately by
the announcement that Guatemala will begin to
play a bigger role in Washington’s region-wide
war plans. Rios Montt’s rapid departure from
the scene was also intended as a pointed mes-
sage that others risk the same fate if they don’t
follow Washington's dictates.

e The U.S. Navy task force patrolling off
Nicaragua has initiated a policy of harassing
Soviet and Cuban merchant ships entering
Central American waters. This policy is in-
tended as a sharp reminder of the naval block-
ade Washington mounted against Cuba in
1962. Pentagon planners are preparing for a
similar move against Nicaragua.

e Washington is driving forward its plans to
turn Honduras into a permanent bastion of
U.S. military power in Central America and a
base for expanded aggression against Nicara-
gua.

U.S. forces deploy in Honduras

The first units of what the Pentagon says
will be a U.S. ground force of 5,500 troops
began landing in Honduras in early August.
They are to join 6,000 Honduran soldiers for
an eight-month “training exercise,” code-
named Big Pine 1.

Not only are the “maneuvers”™ a cover for
massing thousands of U.S. combat troops on
the Nicaraguan border. but they represent a
further step in converting Honduras into a
sprawling base for Washington's military op-
erations.

U.S. Green Beret advisers are already train-
ing 2.400 Salvadoran army soldiers at a U.S.-
constructed base near Puerto Castilla, on Hon-
duras’ Caribbean coast.

The Pentagon is also modernizing military
airports in the country and planning to build
several permanent U.S. military bases, includ-
ing a $150 million naval facility on the Carib-
bean coast.

According to a report in the August 2 Wash-
ington Post, U.S. combat troops arriving for
Big Pine II are also being deployed along a
narrow strip of Honduran territory that borders
both Nicaragua and El Salvador. A military
runway in the area is being lengthened to ac-
commodate huge U.S. C-130 cargo planes.

466

Fewer than 20 miles west of where these
U.S. forces are digging in is EI Salvador’s La
Unién province, scene of a sweeping FMLN
offensive this spring. The border post itself, El
Amatillo, was destroyed in a guerrilla attack
April 29.

Due east 1s the border with Nicaragua, an
area where ClA-backed counterrevolutionaries
have mounted their biggest attacks against the
Sandinista revolution. Directly to the south is
the Nicaraguan port of Corinto.

This strategic piece of land, where an initial
U.S. force of up to 1,000 troops is assembling,
graphically symbolizes U.S. imperialism’s po-
litical goals in the region.

Behind the Reagan administration’s rhetoric
of providing a “security shield” to protect Cen-
tral America from a “Soviet-Cuban-Nicara-
guan axis” is Washington’s determination to
check the advancing socialist revolution in the
Caribbean Basin and reassert its domination
over the countries of the region.

Since throwing out U.S.-backed dictators
within months of each other in 1979, the work-
ers and small farmers in Nicaragua and the is-
land of Grenada have made tremendous ad-
vances in land reform. health care, education,
and other areas of social development.

Washington is determined to deny a similar
victory to the liberation fighters in EIl Sal-
vador, while doing everything it can to over-
turn the revolutions that have already
triumphed.

Soviet ship harassed

On August 16 the U.S. aircraft carrier Coral
Sea, escorted by four other warships steamed
into position off Nicaragua's Caribbean coast.
At the same time another task force headed by
the newly recommissioned battleship New Jer-
sey moved toward Nicaragua's Pacific coast.

The Coral Sea carries more than 70
warplanes. The New Jersey is outfitted with
16-inch guns and two types of cruise missiles
— one with a range of 1,500 miles. Top U.S.
officials confirmed that Reagan had approved
sending the 19-ship armada, estensibly in Cen-
tral American waters to join the “maneuvers,”
as preparation for a blockade of Nicaragua.

Defense Department officials further stated
that the presence of U.S. warships in the area
“is designed in part to signal Warsaw Pact na-
tions and Cuba that sending war supplies to Ni-
caragua could get dangerous,” the August 2
Washington Post also reported.

To drive the point home, a guided-missile
destroyer and two other U.S. warships inter-
cepted a Soviet freighter bound for the Nicara-
guan post of Corinto July 30. The destrover de-
manded that the captain of the Alexandr
Ulyanov identify his cargo and destination. A

Navy helicopter made flights over the freighter
and the warships trailed the Ulyanov at a dis-
tance of 2,000 yards for more than two hours,
breaking off only when the merchant ship en-
tered Nicaragua’s territorial waters.

The Soviet Union accused the U.S. govern-
ment of “overt lawlessness” and described the
incident as “provocative.” The Kremlin
warned in a formal protest that “the U.S. gov-
ernment should clearly realize that the full re-
sponsibility for possible consequences of such
actions will rest entirely with the American
side.”

Senior officials in Washington responded to
the incident by threatening that all Soviet com-
mercial vessels entering Central American
waters would be met by U.S. warships.
Another Soviet freighter was reported “under
surveillance by patrol planes from the aircraft
carrier Coral Sea” off Nicaragua's Caribbean
coast, according to the August 18 New York
Times.

Cracking the whip

As the Pentagon's military noose slips
tighter around Central America, Washington
meanwhile is strong-arming its friends in the
region to line up more squarely behind its war
preparations.

Earlier this year the Reagan administration
signaled its unhappiness with Panama’s public
support for negotiations in El Salvador by try-
ing to stir up trouble in Panama’s National
Guard.

At the end of February U.S. Ambassador
Everett Briggs was caught making “courtesy
calls” on local military commanders in Panama
— without the knowledge of Gen. Rubén
Dario Paredes, who was at that time head of
Panama'’s National Guard.

Panama is a key link in Washington's mili-
tary strategy in the region. Not only are more
than 9,000 U.S. troops stationed in the Canal
Zone, but the Pentagon has made increasing
use of the U.S. Army School of the Americas
there to train Salvadoran army soldiers. A pilot
stationed at Howard Air Base in the Canal
Zone told the May 24 New York Times that the
base was “swarming” with U.S. aircraft haul-
ing weapons and ammunition to El Salvador
and Honduras.

Meanwhile, Washington was cracking the
whip closer to home. Using its immense
economic leverage in Mexico, the Reagan ad-
ministration recently pressured the Mexican
government to tighten up the credit it extends
Nicaragua for the purchase of Mexican oil.
Since Venezuela cut off crude oil shipments to
Managua last September, Mexico has been Ni-
caragua’s sole source of crude oil.

To underline its decision to demand im-
mediate payment for oil shipments, the gov-
ernment of Mexican President Miguel de la
Madrid held up oil shipments to Nicaragua in
June and July. The shipments were released
only after a high-level Nicaraguan delegation
flew to Mexico City for urgent talks.

Mexican officials claimed that the credit
squeeze was prompted, not by politics, but by
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the economic crisis in Mexico. That claim is
belied, however, by the fact that the oil
Mexico sells Nicaragua is only a tiny fraction
of the country’s petroleum exports — 13,000
barrels a day compared to total daily exports of
almost 1.5 million barrels.

“Although Mexican officials denied they
were acting at the behest of the United States,
their move against Nicaragua is something
American diplomats in the region have been
urging for some time,” the New York Times re-
ported August 13.

“*We have pressured Mexico because we
feel Nicaragua is not the type of Government
which deserves this kind of financing,' an
American diplomat said. ‘It would not break
our hearts to see them go bankrupt.””

Caught in the middle

The capitalist governments of Mexico and
Panama — as in the rest of Latin America
are in complete sympathy with Washington's
political goal of reversing the advance of the
socialist revolution in Central America and the
Caribbean. These governments are terrified
that the revolutions in the region will spur the
struggles of exploited workers and peasants in
their own countries.

Nonetheless, such is the popular support for
the revolutionary struggles of the workers and
peasants in Central America, and the anger
over U.S. imperialist intervention in the re-
gion, that the Mexican and Panamanian gov-
emments have thus far refused to publicly en-
dorse Washington's escalating war drive.

On August 11, Panama’s figurehead presi-
dent, Ricardo de la Espriella, called on Presi-
dent Reagan to cancel the current military ma-
neuvers in Honduras to “lessen the tension” in
the region.

During a state visit to Mexico August 14,
President Reagan was warmed by Mexican
President de la Madrid that stability in Central
America is threatened “by a profound
economic crisis and by shows of force which
threaten to touch off a conflagration.”

Propaganda barrage

Washington's increasingly open course to-
ward a new Vietnam in Central America has
been met by deep opposition among working
people in the United States. To counter this
sentiment, the White House has mounted a
major propaganda effort to portray the admin-
istration as a “peacemaker” in Central America,
seeking only to protect the region from
“troublemakers and bullies,” as Reagan told a
Veterans of Foreign Wars convention August
15.

At a meeting of Latino businessmen in
Florida August 12, Reagan blasted Cuba as
“the economic basket case of the hemi-
sphere. . . . They have neither freedom nor
material goods. The only thing abundant there
today are slogans, weapons, repression, and
shortages.”

That lie was too big for even the Washington
Post to let pass without comment. After report-
ing that part of Reagan’s speech, the Post's
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editors immediately inserted a bracketed dis-
claimer:

“According to the U.N. Economic Commis-
sion, however, Cuba was the only country in
Latin America to show an increase in per
capita income last year. Median individual in-
come rose 4 percent, and Cuba’s gross national
product . . . increased 2.7 percent the U.N.
study said.”

In fact, the real peacemakers in Central
America are the Sandinistas, the FMLN re-
bels, and other revolutionaries who have been

forced to fight, arms in hand, to throw off U.S.
imperialist domination — a domination that
for most of this century has held their countries
in backwardness and misery.

“Nicaragua wants peace, but if it doesn’t
come, we are prepared for the worst,” FSLN
Commander Bayardo Arce said recently.

“We don’t want the blood of any Hondurans
to be shed; we don’t want any North Amer-
icans dying on foreign beaches. But we won’t
get down on our knees, except to shoot.” [
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Chad

U.S., France — partners in aggression

Imperialist intervention targets Libya

By Ernest Harsch

Washington and Paris have joined in a war
against the peoples of North Africa.

Several thousand French troops — backed
up by helicopters and jet bombers — have
poured into Chad to prop up the beleaguered
proimperialist regime of Hissene Habré, which
is engaged in a civil war with a coalition of
forces led by former President Goukouni
Oueddei.

It is the largest French military intervention
in Africa since the war against the Algerian in-
dependence struggle two decades ago.

At the same time, on August 10, the Reagan
administration sent some 7,000 U.S. troops to
Egypt, the Sudan, and other countries in the re-
gion for a series of military exercises, code-
named Bright Star "83. The operations include
armor and infantry maneuvers, mock air at-
tacks by B-52 bombers, and the use of
AWACS electronic surveillance planes. A
U.S. naval fleet has been positioned just off
the coast of Libya. It is the most massive show
of U.S. military force in North Africa since
World War II.

Officials in Washington have made little ef-
fort to conceal the fact that Bright Star '83 is
intended as a threat to the Libyan regime of
Muammar el-Qaddafi, which has provided as-
sistance to Goukouni's forces in Chad.

Like the similarly massive U.S. military
maneuvers being organized in Central Amer-
ica, Bright Star 83 is a stark reminder of
Washington’s readiness to launch new wars in
defense of its impenalist political and
economic interests around the world.

Although the French government of Fran-
¢ois Mitterrand has attempted to portray its in-
tervention in Chad as a separate initiative from
Washington’s campaign against Libya, the
military efforts of the two imperialist powers
are clearly coordinated. Washington and Paris
are carrying out a joint military intervention
that is directed most immediately against the
peoples of Libya and Chad, but also against all
those in the region who dare to challenge con-
tinued imperialist domination and plunder of
their countries.

Lies about Libya

As a cover for this naked aggression, the
Reagan administration, the Mitterrand govern-
ment, and the various proimperialist regimes
in the area have issued a barrage of wild prop-
aganda aimed at portraying Libya as the ag-
gressor, accusing Qaddafi of seeking to take
over Chad.

“There is a continent-wide pattern of Libyan
destabilization and Libyan terrorist activity,” a
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U.S. State Department official fumed August
3.

On August 5, White House spokesperson
Larry Speakes declared. “The United States
has a strong strategic interest in assuring that
Qaddafi is not able to upset governments or to
intervene militarily in other countries as is cur-
rently happening in Chad.

“If Libya or Libyan-supported forces were
to gain control of Chad. close U.S. allies such
as Egypt and Sudan would be seriously con-
cerned about their own security.”

At an August |1 news conference in Wash-
ington, Reagan sought to justify the sending of
$25 million in arms to the Habré regime by ac-
cusing Qaddafi of “adventuring” and “empire
building."”

The next day, at a debate on Chad in the
United Nations Security Council, U.S. dele-
gate Charles Lichenstein denounced “Qad-
dafi’s brutal new colonialism.™

While the French government’s comments
on Libya have not been as rabid as those
emanating from Washington, it has also raised
the specter of “Libyan aggression™ as a justifi-
cation for sending troops into Chad.

The real aggressors

Such accusations turn reality on its head.

It is the imperialist powers — foremost
among them Washington, Paris, and London
— that have for decades imposed a system of
brutal colonialism on the peoples of North Af-
rica (and the rest of the continent as well).
They have toppled governments, sought to
crush popular rebellions, and constantly inter-
ferred in the daily political life of those coun-
tries.

Chad itself is a tragic example of this.

Colonized by the French for most of this
century, it is one of the poorest countries on
earth, Some 90 percent of its population of 4.5
million eke out a meager existence from primi-
tive agriculture and stockraising. Barely 18
percent of the people can read or write.

In the semitropical south, which is inhabited
mainly by the Sara people, the commercial
economy is dominated by Coton-Tchad, a
French monopoly that exports the cotton
grown by the Sara peasants.

When the French granted formal indepen-
dence to Chad in 1960, they imposed a
neocolonial regime closely tied to Pans.
Dominated by Sara politicians from the south,
the regime also discriminated against the
primarily Muslim and  Arabic-speaking
peoples of northern and central Chad.

In the mid-1960s. the peoples of the north
began to rebel against the neocolonial regime.

They formed the Chad National Liberation
Front (Frolinat) to wage their struggle. French
troops intervened, and in a brutal war between
1968 and 1972 butchered thousands of Cha-
dians.

Though Frolinat subsequently splintered
into a number of factions, the insurgency con-
tinued. By the late 1970s the Chadian regime
had been weakened to such an extent (despite
more French military interventions) that a new
coalition regime was established, incorporat-
ing most of the Frolinat factions. The largest
faction was headed by Goukouni, who became
president, and another was headed by Habré.

The French imperialists sought to keep the
new government weak and divided by trying to
play the rival political groupings off against
each other.

U.S. campaign against Qaddafi

Washington also began intervening more di-
rectly during this period. Although the U.S.
imperialists did not have significant economic
or strategic interests in Chad, they did see the
conflict there as a means to pressure and isolate
the Qaddafi regime. which had close ties with
a number of the Frolinat factions, including
Goukouni's.

The imperialists hate the Qaddafi govern-
ment. It has repeatedly defied their dictates,
denounced imperialist policies in the Middle
East and Africa, and given political and mate-
rial support to numerous revolutionary and na-
tional liberation movements around the world.

Several months after Reagan came into of-
fice, the White House adopted a secret plan to
overthrow the Libyan regime. It included
propaganda efforts 1o portray Qaddafi as a sup-
porter of “international terrorism” and an esca-
lation of sabotage and other terrorist actions
within Libya by opponents of the government.

U.S. economic sanctions were imposed
against Libya, and U.S. oil firms operating
there were forced to pull out. This has meant a
sharp drop in Libya's oil revenues, upon which
many of its social and economic programs de-
pend.

Direct military provocations were carried
out as well. Like Bright Star "83, large-scale
U.S. military maneuvers were carried out in
neighboring Egypt. In August 1981, two Lib-
yan planes were shot down by U.S. jet fighters
over Libya’s Gulf of Sidra. Military aid to
nearby U.S.-backed regimes — like those in
Egypt, the Sudan, Tunisia, and Morocco —
was increased significantly.

The efforts to encircle Libya with a string of
hostile governments extended to Chad as well.
Washington was suspicious of Goukouni’s ties
with Libya, and sought to depose him in favor
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of someone who would support imperialist
policies and oppose Qaddafi. Habré emerged
as Reagan’s chosen candidate.

ClA installs Habré

Habré broke away from Goukouni’s regime
and launched an armed rebellion against it.
The CIA funneled money to him, an amount
that eventually reached $10 million. The
French imperialists also provided some assist-
ance to Habré, as did the Egyptian and
Sudanese regimes.

In late 1980, several thousand Libyan troops
entered Chad at Goukouni's request and
helped put down Habré’s rebellion. U.S. Sec-
retary of State Alexander Haig termed it a
“grave turn of events.”

Under U.S. and French pressure, however,
Goukouni asked the Libyan troops to leave the
following year. Once they had gone, Habré re-
sumed his rebellion, and in June 1982 suc-
ceeded in taking Ndjamena, the Chadian capi-
tal, and proclaiming himself president. Habré
immediately joined the anti-Libyan chorus.

There were similar imperialist efforts to
eliminate other governments and political fig-
ures in the region that had friendly ties with
Libya.

On June 19, 1983, rightist military forces in
Ghana attempted to overthrow the government
of Flight Lieut. Jerry Rawlings, which has re-
ceived economic assistance from Libya. The
coup attempt, which was launched from neigh-
boring Togo, was soon crushed, in part thanks
to the efforts of Ghana's officially sanctioned
Workers Defence Committees. The aftermath
of the coup attempt has seen a resurgence of
anti-imperialist mobilizations in Ghana.

A similar coup attempt in Upper Volta
likewise backfired. In May, a day after Mitter-
rand’s top adviser on African affairs visited
Upper Volta, Capt. Thomas Sankara, the
prime minister, was deposed and arrested. He
had angered the French authorities by arrang-
ing for Qaddafi to visit Upper Volta and by
making a series of anti-imperialist speeches
around the country.

Popular protests, however, forced the re-
gime to release Sankara. He then regrouped his
forces and seized power on August 5, pledging
to rid Upper Volta of the “domination of
foreigners and neo-colonialism.” The im-
perialist news media promptly labeled it a
“pro-Libyan coup.”

In Chad as well, the forces around Gou-
kouni refused to accept the imposition of the
U.S.- and French-backed Habré regime.

Following his defeat in June 1982, Gou-
kouni and his followers reorganized their
forces. They drew together a broad coalition of
political and military groups and set up the
Transitional Government of National Union
(GUNT) in the northern town of Bardai. It in-
cludes representatives from most parts of the
country and all the political factions that were
part of the coalition government set up in
1979, with the exception of Habré's own
group.

A political platform issued by the coalition
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earlier this year focused on three points: “End
Hisséne Habré’s dictatorial regime, which is in
the pay of international imperialism; establish
peace, security, and national unity; set up a
popular, democratic, socialist, and progressive
government.”

A single opposition military force was es-
tablished, the National Liberation Army
(ANL). It launched major military operations
in northern and central Chad, and has also car-
ried out some actions in the south (against
facilities of the French-owned Coton-Tchad).
In June, the ANL forces began to make signif-
icant advances, taking a series of villages and
towns in the north and east, including Faya-
Largeau, Fada, Oum-Chalouba, and Kalait.

The Libyan regime recognizes the GUNT as
the legitimate government of Chad, and has
provided assistance to the ANL forces as part
of its efforts to defend Libya from imperialist
attack and prevent the country’s encirclement
by hostile proimperialist regimes. It has every
right to provide such assistance,

While the actual extent of this Libyan aid is
unclear, it has obviously been exaggerated by
Habré and his imperialist backers in order to
justify their intervention in Chad.

Troops, jets, ‘advisers’

Alarmed by the advances of Goukouni’s
troops, the initial reaction in Paris and Wash-
ington was to rush additional military aid to
Chad to bolster Habré's regime,

Mitterrand declared that “France will fulfill
its commitments to Chad without reservation”
and dispatched some 235 tons of arms, am-
munition, rockets, and other military equip-
ment. The Reagan administration pledged $10
million in military aid.

Although the French government initially
claimed that it had no intention of sending
troops into Chad, it began to do so indirectly.
By early August, some 150 French “advisers”
and mercenaries had arrived in Ndjamena.

The U.S.-backed regime of Mobutu Sese
Seko in Zaire sent close to 2,000 troops to help
counter the rebel advance.

With this external backing, Habré's troops
managed to recapture all the major towns that
had been taken by the ANL forces.

On August 10, however, the ANL launched
a second offensive, and after several days of
heavy fighting around Faya-Largeau again
captured that strategic northern town.

In response, the imperialists escalated their
intervention to massive proportions.

On the same day the offensive against Faya-
Largeau began, Mitterrand announced that he
was ordering 500 French paratroopers to
Ndjamena. At first, the French authorities
sought to play down the extent of this interven-
tion, portraying the troops as “advisers” who
would not engage in combat. But that pretense
was soon dropped.

The number of French troops in Chad stead-
ily increased. According to French officials, it
may reach 3,000 by the end of the month. The
troops are supported by helicopters, jet fight-
ers, and bombers.

Gen. Jean Poli, a veteran of the war against
the Algerian independence struggle, was as-
signed to Chad to command the French forces.

In addition to launching the Bright Star '83
military maneuvers, the Reagan administration
boosted its military aid to Habré by an addi-
tional $15 million and sent two AWACS elec-
tronic surveillance planes and eight F-15 jet
fighters to neighboring Sudan in an effort to in-
timidate Libya. The planes were accompanied
by 550 U.S. ground personnel. Three U.S.
military “advisers” were sent to Chad itself.

Mobutu sent more Zairean troops, boosting
the total number in Chad to 2,700.

Mitterrand's smokescreen

Through an article in the August 16 Le
Monde summarizing his views, Mitterrand
sought to deny the obvious fact that the French
intervention in Chad was being coordinated
with Washington.

According to the article, Mitterrand was “ir-
ritated at the constant attempts at pressure” on
the part of the Reagan administration and did
not want to become associated with U.S. ef-
forts to “overthrow the regime of Colonel Qad-
dafi, toward whom he harbors neither hostility
nor surliness.” Mitterrand also claimed he first
learned through the newspapers of the U.S. de-
cision to send AWACS planes.

Such comments clearly reflect Mitterrand’s
concern over the political repercussions within
France of his government’s intervention in
Chad. In his campaign for president, Mitter-
rand had frequently criticized the previous
governments’ military interventions in Africa.
Apparently, Mitterrand hopes to distract atten-
tion from the reactionary character of his ac-
tions by pointing an accusing finger at Wash-
ington as the main culprit.

U.S. officials responded by denying they
had pressured Mitterrand.

“What we are seeing here,” one State De-
partment official complained, “is another Mit-
terrand effort to have it both ways. He agrees
with us on policy but tries to leave the impres-
sion publicly that he has distanced himself
from us.”

Another official from the State Department
remarked, “I can’t remember a crisis with bet-
ter consultation between Paris and Washing-
ton.”

Mitterrand has also claimed that the dispatch
of troops to Chad is designed to “encourage”
negotiations. Yet the French troops there are
poised for combat. Hundreds have already
been dispatched to the frontlines, joining
Habré's forces in Abéché, Salal, Biltine, and
Arada. They have been sent to Chad to fight.
not to talk.

Despite this massive imperialist aggression,
Goukouni’s forces have pledged to continue
their struggle against the Habré regime.

According to Mahamat Nour, the GUNT’s
minister of foreign affairs, “Foreign interven-
tion in Chad is nothing new. We have already
faced the [French] legionnaires before. Noth-
ing can stop a people that is determined to win
its freedom.” o
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Chad

France’s shameful intervention

SP government acts against interests of the peoples

By Christian Picquet

[The following article is reprinted from the
July 8-14 issue of Rouge, weekly newspaper
of the Revolutionary Communist League
(LCR), French section of the Fourth Interna-
tional. The translation is by Intercontinental
Press.|

* * *

An escalation that is as dangerous as it is
contrary to the interests of the peoples. These
words are not too strong to characterize the
process France is plunging into by intervening
in Chad. Our rulers have decided to get openly
involved in supporting one of the two factions
going at each other. In this they are fully taking
upon themselves the tradition of the Fifth Re-
public, which has been to want Africa to be the
game preserve of one of the foremost im-
perialist powers on the planet.

The whole gamut of neocolonial expeditions
is being carried out today. They have estab-
lished a veritable air bridge to furnish the au-
thorities in Ndjamena with fifty tons per day of
some of the most modern and sophisticated
weapons.

“Civilian experts” have been sent in to “‘ad-
vise” Hisséne Habré’s forces. To avoid the
problem of getting bogged down on the
ground, Paris is transferring responsibility for
ground action to African governments that are
closely tied to it — first and foremost the gov-
ernment of Zaire. For example, Zaire's 31st
Paratroop Brigade — which has been trained
and led by French officers for years — has just
landed in Chad's capital. This action cannot
but remind one of the intervention in Zaire it-
self a few years ago by an inter-African force
(including Senegalese and Moroccan troops in
particular).

Furthermore, this whole operation is receiv-
ing logistical support from Washington. We
now know that the Americans have stepped up
their satellite surveillance of northern Chad
and have been forwarding the information they
gather to the French foreign ministry.

To justify their policies, our leaders argue
that there is a Libyan threat in this area. The
explanation does not stand up to an examina-
tion of the facts. In the final analysis. Tripoli
is acting in the same manner as Paris. In recent
years the two capitals have alternately sup-
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ported all the figures in this interminable “war
of chiefs”: Goukouni, Habré, and Kamoun-
gué.

In reality, the Mitterrand government's
commitment is dictated by a single considera-
tion: to preserve at all costs the neocolonial ag-
reements that tie Chad to France within the
franc zone. Moreover, the Mitterrand govern-
ment wants to prevent an upset of the fragile
balance in this region, which would inevitably
have repercussions on the stability of all the
local oligarchies.

Within this context, and to the extent that
they refuse to challenge our country's status as
an imperialist power, the group in office can
hardly escape military adventures. As Le
Monde correctly noted on July 3: “The presi-
dent of the Republic cannot help but be mind-
ful of the tendency of certain heads of state to
play off Washington against Paris. . . . If
France lost its political credibility in the eyes
of its African allies, it would also feel the
economic repercussions of this setback on a
continent where its influence remains consid-
erable.”

When they were not in power, the Socialist
and Communist parties condemned the exped-
itions that President Giscard mounted on the
other side of the Mediterranean. The [SP’s]
Projet socialiste itself asserted that “France
must not snuff out the rights of peoples.” In re-
suming the practices of the previous regime,
the government flouts one of the most funda-
mental rights of peoples: the right to take their
own destiny in hand.

No working-class or democratic activist or
organization can remain silent. We must force-
fully demand an end to the direct and indirect
interventions in Africa. We must demand the
withdrawal of all the French expeditionary
troops stationed in various countries on that
continent. We must demand the cancellation of
the military cooperation agreements that ena-
ble men like Hissene Habré to now call for the
intervention of French soldiers in battle.

It is all the more necessary that we react and
express the demand for a different policy be-
cause France's present commitment in Chad
costs hundreds of millions. All this money
profits only a corrupt clique, with an extremely
limited base in the population, and some mul-
tinational firms.

The peoples of Chad, who are already vic-
tims of a conflict over which they have no con-
trol, will get no improvement in their condi-
tions of existence from it.

As for the French workers, they will have to
foot the bill, which will further worsen the ef-
fects of the austerity policy. O

Following President Mitterrand’s August
10 announcement on the sending of French
troops to Chad, a number of leftist and
workers organizations in France issued
statements on the intervention.

The Revolutionary Communist League
(LCR), French section of the Fourth Inter-
national, reiterated its opposition to any
French military involvement in the former
French colony. According to a report in the
August 12 issue of the Paris daily Le
Monde, the LCR called on workers “to de-
mand the immediate withdrawal of French
paratroopers” from Chad.

The August 13 issue of Lurte Quvriére,
the weekly newspaper of the Workers
Struggle group, featured the slogan
“French troops out of Chad!