Save Our Canal!

The contral of the Panama Canal is
far mave important te owr national se-
curiry than is the conmrol of the Kiel
Canal o thar of Germany, or the Sucz
Canal to that of Grear Britain, Its pro-
tection is more essential than the pro-
tecrion ef any part of our coast or any
of our seaports, however important,
because it is the key to the protection
of many seaporis and thousands of
miles of coasi-ling,
Henry L. Stimson
Former Seeretary of War (1913)

he United States appears 1o be
sleep-walking on a course o sure
destruction, and America’s leaders,
who have plotted this course, appear (o be
completely oblivioas 1o the mortal danger
they are leading us into. Nowhere is this
maore apparent than in the imminent give-
away of the LS. Canal in Panama. In just
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American warship travels through Panama Canal: Saglr. u.s. wy in jeopardy,

n few months, unless the American people
raise a terrific outery, this strategic water-
way, 30 vital (o our economy and national
seeurity, will be turned over to Panama.
But Panama, a tiny country of only 2.8 mil-
lion people. does not even have an army. It
has the capacily ncither 1o defend nor
maintain this valuable transoceanic thor-
oughfare,

China Takeover
In reality, if we allow this suicidal course
to continue, we will be transferning our
strutegie canal nol o Panama, but to
whichever power moves in (o fill the vac-
uwm. And there is no longer any cause 1o
wonder which power that will be, Over the
past several years, the People’s Republic
of China has made unmistakably clear its
designs upon the Panama Canal. In fact, it
has already moved in and begun to take
control of this critically important asset.
Yes, that is true; it is one of the great un-
told stories that have been completely ig-
nored by our news media. If we proceed
along our present course, by the end of this
year, on December 3 151, Commumst Chi-
na will become the de facto pew owners
and rulers of the Panama Canal. This is the
same Red China that has been so heavily
involved in massive espionage efforts 1o
steal our satellite, missile, and nuclear

weapons technology; the same totali-
tarian regime that massacred thousands
of students at Tiananmen Square, yet
still denies this atrocity; the same Red
China that is supplying terrorist regimes
such as Iran, Syria, Libya, and North
Koréa with missiles and weapons of
mass destruction: the same Beijing
thugs who are threatening Taiwan,
Japan, and the Philippines. who are
helping Pakistan'’s nuclear weapons
program, and who call the United States
their “number one enemy”: the same
Red China that has so thoroughly pen-
etrated our government and our military
research laboratories during the Clinton
Administration.

Over the past vear, the American
people began o get a glimpse of the
enormity and gravity of the multitude
of ongoing Clinton scandals known
collectively as "Chinagate.” However,
Clinton’s allies in the media have been
only too willing to help the White House
divert attention from these serious matters.
Thus, the public has remained largely un-
informed on these vital issues, and we
have not seen a sustained, determined at-
tempt in Congress to hold accountable
those individuals responsible for some of
the most devastating betrayals of our na-
tional securiiy.

As imjurious a8 the many Chinagate
treacheries have been to our nation’s secu-
rity, the impending surrender of our Pana-
mia Canal 15 more serious still. Tragically,
Americans have come lo take the Canal
and its myriad benefits for granted. One of
the great engineering marvels of the world,
the Canal is not only a tribute to the genius,
vision, determination, and political will of
an earlier generation of Americans, but a
crucially important artery and choke point
for our Navy and merchant marine vessels.
Its value far exceeds the 532 billion we
have invested in it over the years, though
that price tag alone is reason enough to
guestion the samity of those who are so de-
termined to relinquish this valuable
property.

Over 13,000 commercial vessels transit
the Panama Canal every vear with some
190 million long tons of cargo. In the past
yvear our MNaval vessels used the Canal
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countless times. This 51-mile waterway
cuts 8,000 miles off the trip around the
southern tip of South America, saving as
much as two weeks of transport time. In
warlare, ime means lives, and that much
time can mean the differcnce between de-
feat and victory. The Panama Canal has
played a erucial role in World Wars T and
I1, the Korean War, Vieinam, Deseri Storm,
and many other conflicts. | find 1t unfath-
omable that this tremendous asset —
which was bought at such a cost in gold,

lives, sweat, and labor at the beginning
of this century, and that is still so nec-
Essary to our nation's safety — could be
surrendered nonchalantly now at the
close of this tumultuous century

“In Perpetuity”

From the time that Vasco Nufiez de Bal-
boa first crossed the [sthmus of Panama
in 1513 and gazed upon the Pacific
Ocean, the idea of a transisthrman canal
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wis @ mighty fixation in the minds of
many men, In 1526, Simon Bolivar called
a congress in Panama City at which con-
struction of a canal was proposed, but the
project was dropped for lack of funding. In
1850 in an atlempt to head ofl British en-
croachments in the ares, the U.S. signed
the Clayton-Bulwar Treaty with Great
Britain, providing that the signatories
would share in the construction and con-
trol of any inter-ocean canal.

In 1881, Ferdinand de Lessups, the
famed builder of the
Suez Canal, began a
French effort to con-
struct a canal through
Panama. But high
costs, financial mis-
management, and
deaths from tropical
disenses brought tha
effort to a halt in

1887,

In 1898, the Spanish-American War un-
derscored the need for a canal when the
LIS, had to send a battleship from San
Francisco to Cuba around the tip of South
Amernica, In 1903, duning the administra-
tion of President Theodore Roosevelt, the
United States concluded the Hay-Bunau-
Varilla Treaty with the new Republic of
Panama, conveying to the United States “in
perpetuity” a ten-mile=wide strip across the
isthmus for construction of a canal.

The tremendous feat of engineering and
construction was completed in 1914 and
the Panama Canal was opened to traffic on
August 15th of that year. A paramount con-
cern in the minds of many American lead-
ers at that time was the necessity of prop-
erly defending this new strategic asset. The
quotation from Henry Stimson at the be-
ginning of this article is taken from an es-
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Under Teddy Roosevell,

treaty with Panama gave U.S.
Canal Zone; 51-mile waterway was completed in 1914.

say entitled, “The De-
fense of the Panama
Canal,” which was pub
lished in Scrifmer’s Mag-
azine in July 1913, the
vear before the Panama
Canal’s completion. The
arguments made by Stim-
som, who had served as
Secretary of War under
President William How-
ard Taft (and later again
under Franklin Delano
Roosevelt), are more valid
and apropos today than

| Military, commercial link: China's takeover

of Canal will mean grave security threat.

they were when he wrote them.

“The military importance of the [Pana-
ma] canal (o the American nation.” wrole
Stimson, * ... has not been so clearly rec-
ognized by the people at large. While they
have been gquick to see how important it is
that 1n time of war the canal should be
apen tooour own fleet, it has not been
equally appreciated how important if 15 that
the canal should be closed 1o the leet of
Our enemy.”

Shmson contmued:

Il we are ever unforiunate enough to
be at war, either with a nation strong
enouglh to have fleets in both the At-
lantic and the Pacihic, or wilh two na-
tions, one in the Orient, and the other
in Europe, this difference of policy as
to the canal would be vital. The clo

sure of the canal 10 our enemies
would permit our fleet 1o operate on
interior lines and would compel the
other fleets to operale on exterior
lines eight thousand miles longer than
ours, It might easily make the whole
difference between victory and defear.
[Emphasis added. |

The only way to guarantee that we could
close the Canal to ourenemies while keep-
ing it open o our own fleet, of course, 18
o have the Cinal amply protected and
completely under American contrel, Why
i5 it that this principle so widely recog-
nized and accepted back then is now re-
garded as unimportant? In 1880, a year be-
fore the French launched their Canal effort
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in Panama, President Rutherford B. Hayes,
in & message o the Senate, said:

The policy of this country is a canal
under American control. The United
States cannot consent to the surrender
of this control to any European pow-
er or to any combination of European
POWErS.... An inter-oceanic canal
across the American Isthmus would
essentially change the geographical
relations between the Atlantic and Pa-
cific coasts of the United States and
hetween the United States and the rest
of the world. It would be the great
ocenn thoroughfare between our At-
lantic and Pacific shores and virtual-
by a part of the coast line of the Unil-
ed States... No other great power
would, under similar circumstances,
fail to assert a rightful control over a
work so colossal and vitally affecting
its interest and welfare.

The following year, in 1881, Secretary
of State James G. Blaine cogently re-
marked:

If a hostile movement should at any
time be made against the Pacific
codast, threatening danger to its peo-
ple and destruction to its property. the
Government of the United States
would feel it had been unfaithful 1w
its duty and neglectful toward its own
citizens if it permiued itself 1o be
bound by a wealy which gave the
same right through the canal o a war-
ship bound on an errand of destruc-
tion that is reserved (o its own navy
sailing for the defense of our coast
and the protection of the lives of our

people.

Can we honestly believe that we are Tess at
risk today than we were a century ago
when Secretary Blaine made that observa-
tion? Is our government nol being “un-
taithful to its duty and neglectful toward its
own citizens” by its continued insistence
on surrendering this vital lifeline through
the tfraudulent Carter-Torrijos Treaties!?
When 1 testified on the Panama Canal
and United States interests before the Sen-
ate Forelgn Relations Commitiee on June
16, 1998, | stated that our military readi-
ness was at an all-time low as regards our
ability to defend our country, and at an al-
time high as regards the threat to our na-
tional security, especially in our own hemi-

THE NEW AMERICAN / AUGLIST 2, 1922

sphere,

I noted that although we had engaged in
more so-called “contingency™ military op-
erations than under any previous adminis-
tration in the history of our nation, our mil-
itary forces had suffered 14 consceutive
cuts in the defense budget, invalidating the
long-standing pelicy of our country to be
able to win in two major regional contin-
gencies simultaneously. The United States
Marine Corps, by its own admission, is
prepared and rained 1o fight one — not
two, but one — major contingency at the
present time. According to Representative
Floyd Spence (R-8C), chairman of the

Red China used technology stolen from LLS.
to develop nuclear warheads similar to those
carried on Trident |l missiles (pictured).

House National Security Commitlee, it is
doubtful that we could win even one ma-
jor contingency at this point. This is a par-
ticularly grave assessment coming from
Chairman Spence. who, as one of pur (op
elected civilian officials in Congress, is
charged with overseeing our military pre-
pitredness and regularly receives detailed
updates and evaluations from all the
branches of our Armed Forces. Unioru-
nately, I see no reason to contradict this
alarming appraisal,

I further pointed out in my esumony be-
fore the Senate committee last year the ac-
tual approximate figures on specific cuts
which greatly endanger our nation:

* The Army was cut 14.2 percent, from
574.3 billion in 1993 to S63.8 billion in
1999; the Department of the Navy, which
includes the Marine Corps, suffered a sim-

ilar cut of 14.1 percent. down from $94.7
billion in 1993 to $81.3 billion in 1999;
and the Air Force is weathering a 14.4 per-
cent cut, down from 589.5 billion in 1993
to $76.6 bhillion in 1999,

* In overall manpower, active duty mil-
Hary personnel sutfered a 17.8 percent cut,
down from 1,776,000 in 1993 1o
1,459,000, despite the many so-called mil-
iary contingencies and peacekeeping op-
erations around the globe.

Since I delivered that testimony, our
armed forces have been involved, of
course, in the newest major “contingency”
known as Kosovo. We are accepting mili-
lary commitments, one after another,
under the aegis of the UN or NATO,
while simultancously disarming Amer-
ica. Meanwhile, we have seen an alarm-
ing increase in tensions between North
and South Korea, where we have tens of
thousands of American soldiers al Tisk,
without adequate naval and air support,
because of our force commitments to
Bosnia, Irag, Kosovo, and elsewhere.

Trouble Ahead

Ironically, 20 years ago we were in bet-
ter shape militarily than we are now, To-
day, unfortunately, the fears and con-
cerns of those of us who have had mili-
tary experience over a great number of
vears in a great many different situa-
tions have been absolutely confirmed. 1
have been honored to serve as this na-
tion's commander in chief of the Pacif-
1c Fleet, commander in chief of the At-
lantic and the Atlantic Fleet, Chief of
Naval Operations, and Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Siaff, 1 truly cannot re-
member a time when [ have been more
concerned about the security of pur coun-
try. That remark may seem strange, con-
sidering the history of World Wars Tand 11,
the Korean War, and the Vietnam War. But
itis a statement I will stand behind for the
following reasons.

Since 1812 no war has been fought
against a foreign enemy on American soil.
This 15 a very long time ago. [ am an old
sailor now, but | know trouble when | see
it, and 1 see big trouble in Panama, trouble
that could evolve quickly into a conflict in
our own hemisphere with worldwide im-
plications. As | stated earlier, the impend-
ing transfer of the Panama Canal to the
Punamanian government, under the cir-
cumsiances which now exist, amounis to
handing over control of the Canal to Red
China, an aggressive, brutal, expansionist,
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totalitarian regime that has shown, by word
and deed, that il 15 our enemy.

China's penetration of Panama is of ut-
mast significance to the United States, but
the Clintem Admimistration and its media
friends have turned a blind eye to this dan-
gerous development. In Iighi of what has
already become public concerning Bei-
Jing’s massive payotfs to Clinton-Gore and
the Democratic National Committee, and
President Clinton's subsequent radical

son-Whampoa also controls countless
ports around the world, Because of its re-
lationship to the PRC and the potential im-
pact this implies for our global maritime
interests, this should be of major concemn
to the United States. But my specific con-
cern is that Beijing, operating through this
company, has virtually achieved, without a
single shot hr:ing fired, a stronghold on the
Panama Canal, something which took our

changes of policy to benefit the PRC, it
is fair to ask if this willful blindness to
g0 clear a danger is another guid pro
qua for Chinese cash,

The Chinese penetration of Panama
has been effected primarily through an
entity known as the Panama Ports Com-
pany. a front corporation for Hutchison-
Whampoa Limited, a Communist Chi-

nese-controlled company owned by
Hong Kong bilhonaire Dr. L Ka-shing,
Dr. Li's business empire has long been
intertwined with enterprises that front
for the Communist military and intelli-
pence arms of the People’s Repuhblic of
China. Ten percent of his Panama Ports
Company is owned by China Re-
sources; the commercial arm of Ching's
Ministry of Trade and Economie Coop-
eration.

Two years ago, on July 16, 1997,
Senator Fred Thompson (R-TN) was
quoted in the South China Moring
Fost us stating that China Resources
wias “an apent of espionage — cco-
nomie, military, and political — for Chi-
na." Shen Jueren, the Communist official
who heads China Resources, and L Ka-
shing are both partners in the Riady fami-
Iy's Hong Kong Chinese Bank. Dr. Li is
also a principal in the PRC’s huge China
Telecom, and the China International Trusi
and Investment Corporation (CITIC), a
ministry-level conglomerate with global
assets of 521 billion run by Chinese
“princeling” Wang Jun, As chairman of
Poly Group, Wang Jun also serves as the
PRC's main arms dealer to. Communist
regimes, termonisis, and rogue states, Nev-
ertheless, Shen Jueren and Wang Jun, like
many other notorious Red Chinese agents
bearing campaign gifts, were welcome
guests al the Clinton-Gore White House.

Communist Control

Dr. Li's Hutchison-Whampoa 18 a partner
with the China Ocean Shipping Company
{COSCO), the merchant marine arm of the
People’s Liberation Army (PLA). Hutchi-
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Dr. LI Ka-5hing: Hong Kong billionaire at
head of Chinese penetration of Panama.

country so many years and such tremen-
dous effort to accomplish.

This stronghold of power has been al-
mast completely accomplished through
something called Law No. 5, passed by the
Panamanian legislature on January 16,
1997, This law gives Hutchison-Whampou
— and, therefore, China — exclusive con-
cessions, including, among other things:

« Responsibility for hiring new pilots for
the Canal. Pilots have complete control of
iall ships passing through the canal. They
determine which ships may go through and
when.

* Control of the port of Balboa on the
Pacific end of the canal and the port of
Cristobal on the Atlaniic end. In addition
torthese entical anchorages, Hutchison was
granled o monopoly on the Pacihe side
with its takeover of Rodman Naval Base,
a LLS ~built, deep-draft port facility capa-
ble of handling, supplying, refueling, and
repairing just about any warship,

* Control of the order of ships utilizing

the entrance of the Canal on the Pacific
side, and even authority to deny ships ac-
cess on either side if they are deemed to be
interfering with Hutchison's business. This
is in direct violation of the 1977 Panama
Canal Treaty, which guarantees cxpedi-
tious passage for the United States Navy,

* The right to transfer “contract rights"
to any third party — i.e., any company or
nation. This means Hutchison could trans-
fer rights to China, Russia, Cuba, Iraq,
Syria, Libya, or corporate fronts tor the
Russian mafia or Colombian drug car-
tels.

« Control of certain public roads,
such as Dhablo Road, allowing access
to strategic areas of the Canal to be cut
off,

« Control of ULS. Adr Station Albrook
and Telfers Island.

In addition, we can expect that Chi
na will also move, sooner or later, (o
take control of Howard Air Force Base,
Craleta Island, Fort Sherman, SOUTH-
COM Chuarry Heighis Headquoarters,
Ancon Hill, Amador, and other vital
military facilities built by Americans
with LS. xpayer money.

“Bucketloads of Money”
How has this come aboui? Al the same
time that China’s Communist leaders
were buying their way into the Clinton
White House, they were also directing
large sums of cash into Panama's polit-
ical process. Panama is a small and rel-
atively poor country, and China, a major
power with 545 hillion in cash reserves,
has had a faurly easy time getting its way
with bribery.

As Congressman Leopoldoe Bennedetts,
a member of Panama's Legislative Assem-
bly, put it in an interview with El Siglo,
“Bucket loads of money from Asian con-
traclors are pouring in)" President Emesto
Balladares and members of his adminis-
tration and the legislature have been very
cozy with Hutchison-Whampoa and the
PRC, as well as with Fidel Castro and the
drug lords of Colombia. They rigged the
bidding process to guarantee that Hutchi-
son would get the bid. They were lured on,
no doubt, by Hutchison’s bid of $22 mil-
lion per year, but we do not know how
much additional money changed hands
“under the table,” as one Panamanian leg-
islator put it

We know that the Panamanian adminis-
trator of the Panama Canal Commission,
Alberio Aleman Zubieta, is also the own-
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erof a private company, CUSA, which has
been awarded muli-mullion-dollar con-
tracts to tear down facilities at the strategic
Amador military base. Then there is Bal-
ladares” Foreign Minister, Jorge Ritter,
who has purposely torpedoed base talks in
Panama, even though polls have shown
that 80 percent of Panamanians want the
LS. to stay. Previously, Ritter served as
Panama’s ambassador to Colombia during
the time that dictator Manuel Noriega was
servicing Colombia’s drug cartels. In truth,
Ritter was Moriega's “point man” to the
cartels and has been noted in the press for
his many connections 1o the most notori-
ous and violent of the drug capos,

On January 28th of this year, Fidel Cas-
tro’s Radio Havana reported that “Cuba
and Panama signed at the Panamanian cap-
ital an agreement for the promotion and
protection of investments in the two coun
tries, as well as a basic cooperation agree-
ment between the two govern-
ments. The documenis were
signed by Cuban Foreign In-
vesiment and Economic Coop-
eration Minister lbrahim Fer-
radaz and Panamanian Foreign
Minister Jorge Eduardo Ritter.
Following the signing of the
two documents, Ibrahim Fer-
radaz emphasized the impor-
tance of this event, which
strengthens Cuban-Panaman-
ian tes....” Yes, this is the same
Jorge Ritter.

Another major player in the
current Panama drama is Pres-
ident Balladares” National Se-
curily Adviser, Gabriel Castro.
Communist Chinese Ambas-
sador Ju stated in an interview
in Panama’s La Prensa that
Gabriel Castro is the best friend that the
PRC has in Panama. Castro: has pulled
every string available to aid Red China and
o sabotage their opponents and competi-
tors. The Chinese Communists have been
allowed to order the Panama Cimal Com-
mission out of their ports, thus creating
large zones into which anything, including
armaments, could be shipped in sealed
containers without monitoring or inspec-
tion, Such sealed containers could contain
missiles with nuclear warheads that could
be easily launched to reach targets within
the continential United States. It was not so
long ago that Chinese officials warned thal
LS. intervention in any PRC-Taiwan con-
flict could result in the nuclear vaporza-
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tion of Los Angeles. With 4 missile base in
Panama, China would be moa good posi-
ton to earry out such a threat, or to black-
mail us it submssion,

Deception and Fraud
In 1978, I, along with Admiral Rebert Car-
ney, Admiral George Anderson, and Ad-
miral Arleigh Burke, pleaded with Presi-
dent Carter not to give away the Panama
Canal. We pointed out the vital security
needs of the United States that were at
stake. He did not listen. In fact, he and his
negotiators engaged in deception and
fraud, presenting the U.5. Senate with
completely different treaties than those
agreed w by General Omar Torrijos, who
was then Panama's dictator.

There are two Panama Canal Treaties in-

volved: The first provides for the piece-
meal transfer of the Canal and all facilities
by December 31,

19948, The second

tary force after it has been taken over by a
hostile foree compare to the advantage of
occupying defensive bases that could pre-
vens the takeover of the Canal by an ene-
my in the first place? Retaking the Canal
and its fortified positions would not only
be costly, but counld also end up rendering
the Canal inoperable,

However, even the weak DeConcini
Reservation was unacceptable to General
Torrijos. So Carter allowed him to have a
secret counter-reservation that was never
submitted 1o the LS. Senate. This counter-
reservation conditioned any U5, military
intervention in Panama 1o that based on
“the principles of mutual respect and co-
operation.” In other words, Torrijos was al-
lowed 1o establish o secret (and , therefore,
invalid) treaty claim that the 1.8, could not
rightfully intervene in the Canal without
Panama's “cooperation.” which is a com-
plete repudiation of the DeConcini Reser-
vittion's defense guarantees.

The Panama Canal treaties
ratified by the U.S. Senate are
radically different from, and
completely contrary to. the
treaties agreed 1o by Torrijos.
This makes them null and
void, since both parties did not
agree to the same document.
Dr. Charles Breecher, one of
the State Department’s most
knowledgeable treaty authori-
ties, was certainly right in call
ing the Caner-Torrijos
Treaties “the greatest fraud
ever perpetrated against the
United States and against the
American people.”

EFE
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promises permanent neutrality and open
access 1o the Canal for all nations,

The treaties were fatally flawed, cven if
taken at foce value, becavse they ignored
completely the vital national security in-
terests of the United States. But we were
to learn later that secret Carter-Torrijos
agreements had mode the treaties fur more
dangerous than we had feared. In order 1o
gain Senate ratification, President Carter
acceded to the DeConcini Reservation
which guaranteed 1o the United States the
right to use military force, with or without
Panama’s consent, o keep the Canal open;
This was a false hope even if it had been
made with honorable intentions. How can
the “right” to ga into the Canal with mili-

Castro: Panamanian president
has been cozy with anti-American leaders, inlerests.

In 1978 | testified before
the Senate Armed Services
Committee  concerming  the
Panama Canal. 1 stated:

The defense und use of the Panama
Canal is wrapped inextricably with
the overall global strategy of the Unit-
ed States and the security of the free
world, | submit that if the United
States opts to turn over full responsi-
bility for the maintenance and opera-
tion of such an impartant waterway 1o
a small, resource-poor, and unstable
country as Panama and then with-
draws all United States presence. 4
vacuum will be created which will be
quickly filled by proxy or dircctly by
the Soviet Union, as 1s their practice
in every opporiunily.



TADDS UMIDDS

The Soviet Union's thinking and conclu-
sions about the Canal, and its approach o
aain control of this important, strategical-
ly sitnated waterway, were not lost on the
Chinese Communists. They have replicat-
ed the Soviet Union's intent to the letter
quickly, silently, and successfully. Simul-
tancously, they are establishing bases on
Taragwa in the Spratly Islands near the
Philippines, with the obvious intent of con-
trolling another key maritime choke point,
the Malacca Strait, through which much
ail and other strategically important trade
commuodities are transported. The Chinese
have shown repeatedly that this is a fa-
voriie tactic, to get behind their enemies’
lines of supply and interrupt their access to
vitally needed goods. There can be no
doubt that their intent is inimical to our na-
tional interests. Yetr we are being told by
our elected leaders to trust our security 1o
fraudulent agreements.

Paper “Guarantees”

I agree with the statement of Secretary
Stimson in 1913, that “a canal protected by
international agreement could not possibly
meet the requirements of the United
States.” Stimson went on 1o point out very
persuasively why paper agreements are no
substitute for concrete defense measures.
He said:

We could not afford to risk our na-
tional security upon the faith that an
international guarantee would be
strenger i our behalf, in some future
crisis, than 1t was, for instance, in
1793, when Prussia, after having
guaranteed only two years before the
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Carter beams as Torrijos signs treaty: P

rocess marked by deception and perfidy.

independence of Poland, joined in the
partition of Poland: or in 1807, when
Great Britain entered the harbor of
Copenhugen, belonging to a nation
with which she was al peace and un-
der relations of amity, and destroyed
the Danish Fleet; or in 1904, when
Japan, after having guaranteed the in-
dependence of Korea. vieclated the
sanctity of the harbor of Chemulpho
by attacking there the Russian fleet....
T insure, therefore, that the Panama
Canal will always be open to our own
fleet and closed to the Teet of our en-
emy, it must be under American con-
trol, complete and wnhampered, and
every step must be taken in time of
peace, by the construction of foriifi-
carions and the preparation of other
military defenses, to make that con-
trol effective in the emergency of
war,” [Emphasis added.]

We must face some hard realities. Since
Mr. Stimson penned the above warning,
our century has witnessed hundreds of
treaty violations, maost especially by to-
talitarian regimes. We have also seen am-
ple proof of the maxim that nature abhors
a vacuum. If we abandon the Panama
Canal, as currently planned, China will
take our place. As we have noted, it is al
ready doing so, We are thus setting our
selves up for inevitable conflict. We will
be forced, as a matter of national survival,
at some not too distant point in the future
to go to Panama and win back militarily
whatl we have bought and built, and what
is rightfully ours. When that happens, we
will have to pay a high price in blood and

(reasure — because the alternative will be
far worse.

A Golden Opportunity

But that does not have to happen: we do
not have o place ourselves in that situa-
tion. On May 3rd of this year, Mireya
Muoscoso was clected as Panama's first fe-
male president. Mrs. Moscoso is the wid-
ow of former President Arnulfo Arias,
whose administration was overthrown by
General Omar Torrijos 11 days after tak.
ing office, in 1968, A businesswoman and
a pro-LLS. polincal moderate, Mus.
Moscoso defeated Martin Torrijos, the son
of the man who had deposed her hushand

. three decades earlier and who had been

heralded as the favariie in the election. She
15 scheduled to take office on September
|st. Between now and the end of the year
we huve a golden opportunity — perhaps
our last opportunily — to rectify the terri-
ble fraud perpetrated through the Curter-
Torrijos Treaties. Many of Panama’s polit-
ical, business, and intellectual leaders have
voiced their desire 1o have the U.S. stay in
Panama, and, as previously noted, the
Panamanian people in general have over-
whelmingly indicated their support fora
continued U.S. military presence.

However, President Clinton has made no
effort to contact President Moscoso and
other Panamaonian leaders to avert the im-
pending swrender of our Canal, That is not
surprising, since it would require him to go
against the interests of his main campaign
contributor, Red China, something he has
shown time and again he will not do. What
is surprising and distressing, though, is tha
no Republican members of Congress are
making any substantive effort to stop this
mad rush to disaster. They say that it is oo
late, that the surrender of the Panama Canal
is already a fair accompli that we must ac-
cept. Well, I do not accept it. As an indi-
vidual who has laid his life on the line for
our country for many years and led numer-
ous others into battle who have paid the ul-
timate price, 1 for one cannot understand
why our government leaders passively per-
mit this dangerous travesty to continue.

If you have not already contacted your
representative and senators on this most ur-
gent matter, | cannot implore you more
eamnestly to do so. The hour is late, and it
is high time the American people lel our
elected leaders know with unmustakable
clarity that we will not allow them to place
our nation at risk by allowing the Panama
Canal to fall into enemy hands, W
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