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Armourced Personnel Carrier.

Battalion (approximately 800 men).
Coribbean Community (established 1974).
Caribbean Peacckeeping Force.

Date of comnencement of operations.
Grenada Mational Party (founded 1956).

Joint Tack FPorce

Joint Task Force 120 - US Forcoes earmarked
for invacion of Grenada.

low Intcnsity Conflict.
New Jewol Fovenent (founded 1972).
Marine Amphibious Unit.

Organipation of Eagtern Caribbean States
(established 1981).

People's Rovolutionery Axny.

People's Revolutionary Government (formed 1979) .
Paychological Warfarc.

Radio' Froe Grenada

Revolutionary lilitary Council

Navy Sea, Adr, and Land Temms (US Novy's commandos) .
Special Operations Command.

United States Porces Grcnada.

United States Military Support Elcment CGrenada.
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INTRODUCTION

On 25 Octobor 1983 the United States Armcd Forees
invaded Grenada, the cmall, vulnerzble ond undefended 1919:16
ptate in the Eagtorn Caribbean. The invasion, which was
prececded by three ycars of congtant politiceal, cconorde,
psychological and military pressures, dcgenerated 4into a nince.
doy war. The Grenada wer, notvithgotonding the brovity of
military operation, has worldwide remifications, as the
precedent of Crenade 1o closely linked to the £ate of liter-
ally a hundred difforent independent, but cgqually vulneroble,
_third world states in the throes of coclo-political and
idcological £lus.

In this digoertantion the reasons for the Amoricen invg -
slon of Grenada are onalysed, the military doctrine that insne
ired and guided it is excrmined, the Grenodien setting is
discussed, and tho nature of tho war agoinst the island is
briefly outlincd cnd evaluated.

This 15 not o corprchcnaive study of eithor the Crenew

. dian Revolution, which cauged the American invasion, or the
Grenada war, but of some salient features of current American
forcign and military policy porocnts end prectices which came
to the fore as a result of the American action against Grenoda.

"Reasons for the Americon Imwasion

Why the United States invaded Grenada « a country
with an adult male population, less than onc third that
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of the total females in the US Armyl - 18 never going to
get a satisfactory asnswer. The motives of nations are,

i£€ anything, more complex than those of humans. The
reason wvhy the U3 vent in for Grenada is linked to many
other questions raised by its action in the past and the
present, which have never becn saticfactorily explaincd.
For instance, why has the US uged its armed forces to coerce
other sovereign indcpendent states on over 260 occassions
since 19457 or why hes the U.S5. been involved in a majo-
rity of the wars recorded during the last forty yearsy or
why the US has intervened in the small and vulnerable
Caribbean nations on an average of once every yecar since
the turn of the centuryy or why the United Stete 1o assis-
ting the Contrag 0 wage war against the legally constie
tuted regime of llicaraguay or why is it helping the Gover-
nment of El Salvador to gerry on an equally bloody war
against Guerrillas in that country?

There are other questions too that deserve attent-
ion, in the context of the Grenada war. They are moro

fundamental, ond more difficult to grapplec with 4in a

1 There are 74,360 women in the US army whereas there
are less than 25,000 mnle adult Grenadiang. lMorse

Sten, Modp%z Military Powers s USA (Londons Temple
Press, 1984), p.68. Por demographic details on

Grennda see Chapter IX,



satisfactory manner, as they arc issues of psychology

£ and American domestic politics_7. Por instanco, why
is the US so paranoid about Cuba, a country with 2 popte
lation no more than that of Wew York citys or 'why. the
greatest power on carth should have felt threatened by
Grenaday or why is the US -« more specd fically, President
Ronald Reagan « 30 preoccupied with the communist threat?
And lastly, why is the US military so incompetent in
waging what it itsolf calls, Low Intensity Operation?
These questions have been asked merely to raise issues

that in one way or another caused the Grenada War,

But beyond these questionb. the reason why the
United States embarked upon a war against Grenada has
much to do with the personality, politics, and psychology
of those who erdered the war, i.c¢. "Ronald Reagan and
his Ruling class®. As BH Liddel Hart, aftcr years of
preoccupation with the couses of war, concludeds

I used to think the causes of war were

predominantly economic. I came to think

they were psychologicale. I am now coming

to think that they are decisively perso-

nal - arising from the defects and

ambitions o€ those who have the power o
influence the current of nations.(2)

2 Liddel Hart, Thoughts on HWar (London, Paber and
Faber, 1943), p.19.



If there is any one single, consistent attribute
of President Ronald Reagan, and his 1mediaee advigers, it
is aggressive anticommunism. Previous American administe
rations since the Second World War, have also been devoted
to crusades against cormmunism, but none of them has had
such an institutionalised, fundamentalistic, and almost
irrational streask of anticommunism - anti Sovietism -- asg

3

the Reagan Administration.™ According to the Reaganites,

as Professor Robert Dallek notess

The enemy or problem everywhere abroad
is Soviet Russia or Left Wing totalite-
rianism opposing conventional American
ideale.(tiy

In the Reagan world view every country or movement
that espouses marxigst ideals - or ideals contrary to its
own - does so not as reflection of indigenous sociow
political realities but at the behest of the Soviet masters.
It views cormunigm as a cormodity /Z of foreign origin_/
that i3 being exported to different parts of the world by

3 President Ronald Reagan's tolerance of communism
needs no comment, However, it is of interest to
find that, he appointed 32 members of the ‘Committee
on the Present Danger", to key staff and advisory
positions in his administration. The fact that he
was member of this organisation explains the pref-
erence. Ronald Bronstein and Easton Nina, Reagan's
Ruling Class (Washington, D.C.s The Presidential
Accountability Group, 1982). For the ideclogical
stance and the nature of activities of the
"Committee on the Present Danger® see Jerry W.

Sanders, Peddlers of Crisis (London,Pluto Press,1983).

4 Robert Dallek, Ropnald Reagan s The Politics of

Symbolism (Cambridge, Massachusetts; Harvard Unive
ersity Press, 1984), pp.163-64,
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the Soviet Union. This rather simplified explanation for
the popularity of left-leaning ideas in the third world,
undoubtedly, has caused more suffering and bloodghed than
any other single cause in the developing world. For
instance, Reagan in a not-so-vieled reference to two
highly popular social revolutions in the Caribbean -
Grenada and Nicaragua - warned in Qctober 1982s

by tho SUEFOgaves OF & faravay DOwer wee.

whose goal is the dogtaubilization of our

government and economies. This is asggression,
pure and simple.(S)

This was surely exaggerations aggression means much
more than merely a commitment to Al fferent political 1deologye.
Commenting on the policy and practices of the Reagen
adninistration, Professor Dalleck, concludess

Some of the most significant forces

influencing ¢the Reagan movement are irrae-

tionals

and that

Reagan policies are less a response to

actual problems at home and abroad than a

means 0f ..« boosting the self esteem of
Reaganites.(6)

8 The los Angeles Timen, 26 October 1982, p.l.
ﬂallek. n.4. p'V‘.ilt



But, beyond the irrationality of the rhetoric, the Reagan
Administration has shown an uncanny understanding of the
poasible aﬁd the popular. In itgs drive to contain commue
nism, and if possible to roll it back, the Reagan Adminioe
tration is not looking for Victnams - anéd failure -« but
Grenada'’s - and glorye. That, in a nutshell, is thc Reagan
Doctrine.

The spproach of the Reagan Administration to contain-
ment - a highly soggy and porous concept now7 -~ unlike his
predecessor's, is indircct and clever, but not nccessarily
more effective. The strategy now is to fight the 'Evyil
Empire'® through both Guerrilla snd counter-Guerrilla ware
In Afghaniston, Nicoragus and Angola, 1% supports Guerrilla
warfarey; in El Selvador and other Central American states
it supports counter-Guerrilla war. But in all these

acountries it refrains from direct military involvement.

7 Since the *Containment’ doctrine came to light in
1946, 23 states have opted for marxist rule, ten of
which have done o since the US withdrawal from
Vietneme. See Bogdan Szajkowski, The Establis
of Marxist Regimes (lLondons Butterworth, 1982%.

Ppe 13637,
8 Pregsident Ronald Reagan labelled the USSR ag the

‘Evil Empire' on 08 larch 1982, Sec Ronald Reagan
“The nature of Totalitorianisms The'Evil Croire

Speech® in Emil Arca end Pamel, The Triumph of the
Americon Sni Tha Presid Sne eg of

Ronald Reagan (Detroit, 1984), pp.236-39.



Another postulate of the Reagan Doctrine is the pursuit
of policy through the blood sacrifices of the local people.

But Grenada was different. It was foll-safe, riske
less, and notwithstanding i¢s small size, {t had symbollic
magnitude. Greneda was merely a pawng a light wveight
boxing bag to send signals of US strength and resolve.
Grenada, as a Reagun official put {¢t, gave the opportunitys

to tako a direcct punch at the other side's
nose with the maxirum chance of success and
minimom risk of tangling with the Soviet
themselveo. (9)

Considering the objectives of tho Reaganites, the
Grenada war waé not an aberration. It was the most perfect
11lugtration of thc Reagen Doetrine in practice. It vas

for instance,
cven rationaly more rational than, / @oing to the source,
Cuba and getting fnvolved 4n a long-drawn bloody wary or
getting at the USSR « the BEvil Crpire - and ending up in

a smoky holocaust.

Grenada became a target because it wap the perfect
victims close, vulnerable, and far from the Soviet Union.

It was cven acceptable to the Jcs.m Quba and Hicaragua

9 Cited 4in Jonathan Steale, "The Qormsive Effect of
the Cuban Obgesaion®, Th 2 Hoclk (IZanchepe
ter), vol.l29, no.23, wec ending Decenber 1983,p.9.

10 Richard Hellorzn, “Joint Chiefs Supported U,S.

Action ag Peacible®, Kew York Timeg (lew York), 27
October 1983, p.A=-23.



were not. In Grecnada both the Reaganites end tho Pentaogon
Generals ‘snd Admirals sow possibilities of glory. The
Reaganites saw 4in it an opportunity of going beyond more
rhetoric in their crusade against the ‘godless eoimnnista‘p
The Generals saw in it an opportunity to get 'Vietnam’
(1964~74) and Mayaguez (1975) and'Desert-ono (1980) and
Beirut (1983) firmly behind them. The Gronada Har was for
success and victory vhich the American military had not
tasted since 1945. Even a super power needs to succeed
somctimes. Grenada seorved that purpose admirably. At tho
end of the War President Recogan declareds

Cur days of weakness are over. Our military

forces are back on their feet and - gtanding
tall. (12)

jov Intensity Confliot Dootrine
*"“&'&M . p ng to the American military

designation, was a Low Intens:l.ty Conflict (LIC), as was
the Vietnam conflict.,‘s low Intensity Conflict is a term
Soinéa ! since the end of the Victnam Wer. It has gained

11 It was small matter that the Grcnoadian werc not
commnist in the strict sonse of the word,

12 Time (fov ‘Yt;r'k), 36 Dececher 19683, p.it,

13 Robert W. Komcr, “How to Prepare for Low Intcnsity
Conflict in the 19€0s8", in William J,.Taylor and
Steven A. Maaranen (eds.), The Puture of Conflict

in the 1980's (Lexington, Magsechusotts s Heath
and Company, 1982), p.l19.



prominence and acceptance with the coming of the Reagan
administ;aticn. lov Intensity Conflict 13 the newest buzz
word in American military oircles. The Grenada War and
involvement in Central America has given the study of LIC
a big ﬁilipq“

The military dootrine for LIC is gtated in the US

army's Pield Manual 100-20 lLow Intensity Conflict. This
manual, issued in Janmary 1981, i3 under revision. The

current proposcd definction of LIC Lss

A broad texm desceridbing

a short of conwentional warfare
between national armed forces to achieve
political, social, economic, and psycholo=
gical objectives. It is often protracted
and ranges £rom diplomatic, economic, and
psycho=social pressuras through terroriam
to insurgent war. The military aspects of
LIC are characterized by gonstraints on the
L%g}, of vio;gngﬁ, weaponry angd tactica.
LIC includes such activities as demonstration
of forces, gg_qx_;gtx ggsgsgang o Deace keeping,

reggue operations, ggggg m, counter ngtiog.
special gperations ond limdted t us

m&guai_;.&w

There 1s nothing really new about the LIC concepts
It &5 part of American writers' [ and policy makere]

14 The prestigious and immensely influentisl Military
Reyiew, the professional journal of the UG Army,
has so far carricd en article on LIC in every single
issue in 1985, except in three. 3ee January, Harcch,

April, llay and August issues of Military Review
{(Fort Leavenworth, Kansas).

15 Cited in Villism J.Olaon, "The Light Force Initice
tive”, ilitary Review (Fort Leavenworth, Kangas),
vol.va. no«6, June 1985, p.7. (emphasis added).



16

preoccupation with words and acronyms. LIC is 0l4 wine in

a new bottle. Insurgency and counter-insurgency, revoluti-
onary war and counter=revolutionary wary Guerrills war

and counter-Guerrilla war and similar categorics of political
violence that ¢o not fall under the desianation of conventi-
onal wér are sll covered by the wide canvas of this torm.

The rise of the LIC concept 1o part of shedding the *Viotnam
gyndrome'’y replacing old terms that smell of defeat 1o

part of that pa‘ttern. The LIC concept is the military counter-

part of Reagan'’s resurgent, ready-to-act American image.

Briefly, the LIC concept lays down the military
doctrine for intervention in third world countries. It has
two aspectss aggressive and dcfenciver i.e. how to conduct
low intcnsity conflicts and how to counter threats of

16 LIC has bcen designated the
17

low intensity conflicts.
threat of the future to the United S3tates. To meot this
- new (sic) ‘challenge’, it has embarked on an ambitious

programve of restructuring cxdsting forces and raising new

-

16 Ibid.

17 Por a detailed gconolitical assessmont of future

conflicts fron the American perspective, see Richard

H.Shults, Jre., and Allanhed Sabrosky, "Policy and

strgizegyuﬁor 1380}‘3: Preparing for Low Intensity

. Confliot® in Richard A.Hunty Lessons from an

Janc R;cga{d No.ls tional Yar s Reassessing U.3. S8trateqies fo

chulz, eds  Puture £ , Richard-A.Hunt and Richard i,

Schults, cds. (Elmsford NY, Pergaron Press, 1981),
pp-191-327. '
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In the Grenada War almost the entire range of US
Light Porces (LIC foroes) saw actiony as did much of the
Rapid Deployment Force. The LIC forces and RDP, in practice,
are much the same thing. In Grenada, the low Intenoity
Doctrine also gaw its first gpplicetion. And from how LIC
was applied in Grenada, there scems to be little change
in the way the U3 makes low intensity wor. The only thing
that has changed is the label. The word ‘low' in LIC,

in practice, scems to have little significance. For instance,

com=
{:arable to the Grenada pa*tern and for the same duration

Qa
would caua%%t?nﬁlmn deaths, six million injuries

a hypothetical war waged against India of an intensity

and about seven million refugees.

18 LIC is an important clement in Reagan's frame of
prioritics. e Reagan Adminisgtration in the Pentagon
Budget for Piscal Year 1984 has given added impetus
to projects which prepare the US to respond te LIC,
These projects include restructuring the Army and
Marine Forces, including commando wmits, purchasing
intercontinental planes and speedier ships. One of
the main conclusionsof tho Report 'Strategic Require-
ments of the Army for the yesr 2000' is that LIC
will be & major commitment for the U3 Army in the
next two Accades. To meet this danger theo US has
plans to convert/raise four light Infantry Division
and nurber of special forces units. James Berry
Motley, "Grenadas lLow Intensity Conflict and the Use
of US rMilitary Power®, loxld Affaira (Washington,D.C.)
v0l.146, no.3, Wintcr 1983-84, pp.235-36 and Jarmes
B.Motley (Colonel, US Army), “A Perspective on low
Intensity Conflict®, Militory Review (Fort Leavenworth,
Kanﬂas’. vol.LXV, no.li, Jan. 1985, pp.Z-ll.
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The Low Inteonaity Conflict, notwithstanding the
prefix low, is total in its impact on the host scciety.lg
Por the targets arc not nmerely tho opposing armed forces
(as in a conventional war) but the socio-cconomic and
political structure of the targeted socioty/state. The
doctrine encormpasses economic, political, and psychologieal

20

wvarfare, in addition to military mcange. Secen against

this porspeative, the war against Grenada was total and
extended for almost four years, rather than just nine
dayn (25 October to 2 lovember 1983), the formal perioa
of hostilitics.

Semantics
ore are a fow moro terms that need to be clari fied.

The Grenada action by the US hag spawned semantic confusion.a‘t

19 LIC by come arcrican military cormentators has been
categorised as total liar ‘at the grans root level’,
the level at which all politics, in the ultimate
analyeis, begins and endse. Sce, John D.daghelstein,
(Colonel, US Army), :aqxtmagx R% égg, *Post-Vietnam
Counter Insurgency Doctrine®, (Fort Leavenworth,
Kansag), vol.LXV, no.5, May 1985, p.42.

20 Ibid.

21 The Indicn Government termed U5 action as an *‘invasge
ion by outside forces'sy the UN General Assembly
labelled it an 'Armed Intervention'. 'Reagan action
Underfire®’ Hong Kong Stendnrd (Mong Kong) 27 Octe
1983; ®"Reagan Gay Grenada War *Rescue Mission'®,
The Waghi Post (Washington) 4 November 1983,
PsAels ond “Assenbly Calls for Cezsation of ®Armed
Intervention® in Grenma€a, UN Chronicle (New Delhi)
vole.XXX, no. 1, Jan 1984, poéo



| HModern wars tend to do that, it is part of the Orwellian
teondency. Aguressors invariably attempt to have their
military effort categorised in pacific terms. The American
use of force in Grenada has been categorised es an imvasion,
intervention, ‘commandec migssion', and sometimes as war.

But nmie of these categorisations pleased President Reagan,
he described it as a "Rescue Migsion® or a 'L:lberat.{on'.zz

But very few were aonvince_d.

‘Har' has been defined by Clausetwits

as an act of violence intended to compel our
opponent to fulfil cur will. *It i8] he sald

not mereli a political act but also a real

political instrument, a continuation of polie
tical commerce.{(23)

A more contemporary and criteria~based definition
of war has been offered by Istvan Kendey 'violence' becomes
war {f 1t mcets all the following criterias

(a) activities of regular armed forces at least on
one side, that 1s, tho presecnce and engagement of the armed

forces of the government in powers

22 President Reagan, 11 days after the Grenada war was “decle
ared ended,saids “To call what we did in Grenada an
invasion as many have, 15 a slur and & mistatement of
facts It was a rescue mission®™. Ronald Reagan,

*On the Frontier of Freedom®, in Arca, n.8,p.258.

23 varl Clgusewitz Vong 9n R8I, Colonel J.J.Grahamcp
grana. ?London. Rouhedge and Kegan Paul,1949), pp.l,

23, War implies an egqual right to kill. Wheother in
Grenada the Grenadien had an ecual right to kill s

a matter of conjecture. see '!ichael Walzer,, Just

%ﬁd Unjust tﬂags (New York, NYs Basic Books, Inc.
shers, 1 )0 p.4l.
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{b) a cortain degree of organisation and organised
fighting on both sides, even if this organisation extends

to organiscd defence only?

{c) a certain continuity botwecn armed clashes, however,
sporadic. Centrally organised gucrrilla forces are also
regarded as making war, in so far as their activities extend

" over a considerable part of the country concerned.2%

Intervention has been defined as the dictatorial
or coercive interference, by any outside party or parties,
in the sphere of jurisdiction of a soverelign gtate. Intere
vention may be forcible or nonforcible, direct or indirect,
covert or overt, armed or unarmode Intervention under
international law is justified under the nost exceptional
circumstonces. These ares (1) 1€ the intervening state has
been granted such a right by trcaty or invitationy (2) 1{f
the intervention is neccssary to protect a state'’s citigensy
(3) 41f it 15 necessary for sclf-defensey or (4) if 1t is
‘collectively authorised by the international comunity
itself, through an international organigsation, whether inter-
national or regionals (S5) if the state violates intermational

24 ¥stavan Kende, “New Peatures of the Armed Conflicts
ond Armgments in Developing Countrics®, %SLJMQ
Digest (IDSA, New Delhi), vol.l4, no.3, March 1984,
P.199, '
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One other term in relation to US operation in
Grenada which needs clarification is 'Special Operations'.
The American Department of Defense has defined them as
followss

Military operations conducted by specially
trained, equipped, and organised US Depart~
ment of Defense forces against strategic

or tactical targets in pursuit of national
military, political, economic or psycholeogi-
cal objectives ... Special operations may
include unconventional warfare, counter-
terrorist operations, collective security,
psychological operations and civil affairs
measures. (26)

In the context of these definitions the American
action in Grenada was a war waged in the context of the
doctrine of law Intensity Conflict, in which special
operations and Special Operation Faces were the most cons-
plcuous. The LIC concept as well as speclal operations are
1hvariab1y in the context of armed intervention in third

world countries.

25 Hedley Bull, Intervention in World Politicg (Oxford
London Clarendon Press, 1984), pp.l=2. Jack C.Plano
and Olton, T_@Tlrﬁ___m;rwm&t_mﬁ%
third edition (Santa Barbara, Californias ABC.CLIO,
1982) ’ p.175.

26 US Department of Defense, Joint Chiefs of Staff,
Publication 1, Department of Defense,Dictionary of
Mi)itary and Associated Terms (Washington D.C., June,

979, Revised); Frink R.Barhet® , eds., Special

Operations in US Strateqgy (+ashington, D.C., National
Strategy Information Centre, 1984).
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Qutline

Americanaim in invading Orenada was cleorly political,
although the US CGovernment took a long time in acknowledging
it. In the context of Amoricen aimg, the political, soctol,
econonic¢ texture of Grenada acquires edded significanco.
Chapter II -« Grenada Sctting « exomines salient characteristic
feature of Grenada. Wars, evon Low Intengity tars, are not
a sudden sberration, but an outcomo of detailed, and often,
thorough planning and prcparations. United States preparas-
tions for imveding Grenada spanned over three years, and
consisted of political, cconomic and military measurcs. Some
of these mpasures are discussed in Chapter 1XI., In Chopter
JEV. the United States' invasion is excmined. Pinolly, in
Chopter V « conclugion - the Grenada war is evaluated ond

its impoct on international relations is considered.

In the end some shortcomings of this study need to
be placed on reoord. The present study lays no clainm to
comprchensivencss. Infact, it is a micro study. 4 Mumber of
issue reloted to the US invasion of Grenada remained either
unexplored or not adeguately examined. To name a fews the
aspects relative to US foreign policy and interventions in
the third world, more specifically, the Caribbean « the
region of increasing American embroilmenty the immact of
the invasion on international institutions ond International

lawr the state of US armed forces and how they wage war
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against inodequately defended third world countriesy ond
the role of the medie in America's forcign wars.

Pinally, for the rcoord, it ncoecds o be stoted that
this digsertation is bagsed primarily on publighed gources,
rost of wvhich arc not free from biecs. Reconstructing a war
from media ccocount s never easy. In the case of the
Grenada war 1t has becn made all the more dif€icult becausc
of the blanket barring by- the United States military of the
world and Amcrican media €rom the island for the first
erucial sixty hours of the war. DLIven after the ban on the
medig from entering the island was lifteod, Anmerican policy
with regard to information cbout the war changed only
marginally. The consistent ecinm was to ranage information -by
misinformation, deceit and dcnial - t create a favourable
reality. The result hasg becen that cven nmedia accounts about

_the invaoion and related issues are rarcoly untainted,

%0 circumwent the inherent pitfalls to objecetivity
from such en information source bage, the attempt has been
made to sece the issues critically and use as wide a source

base as was possible in Delhi.
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Chaptor - 11
GRENADIADN SETTILG

Four hundred years - we shall take no more ¢
Foruward ever, backward never.

PRG S8logan painted 1
on tho walls of Grenade,

ihe Revolution was a rovolution of words, Zhe

words had sppearcd &5 an illumination, a short

cut to dignity, They wers too bigj thsy didn't

fit; thoy rcmained words.

V.5, Haipaul?

introduction

V,8.8adpaul, tho Caribbean malcontont, understates
the significance of the Gronadian Hevolution, Like all
revolutions its words wore big but not without significanco.
If nothing tho obsessive American pre-occupation with the
revolution / and its wordy postures_/ proved that. What,
howevor, is true is that Grenada, till tho revolution and
the American invasion, was an island of little significance
and wes largely ignored by the world, wven the great

Bnoyclopaedias give it scant space, For exemple, the

1 Cited in Chris Searle, "Maurice Dishop on Dustabi-
lization 3 An Intorview”, Rage and Class (London)
‘VOJ-.“V, mﬁa’ 1985' 9080

a Ve.S,Haipanl, “An lsland Betrayed”, 'g(New
York, NY), vol,268, no,l608 Harch 1984, p.72.
For a rejoindex %o Naipaul see Chris Searle
"Naipaulacity ¢+ A Form of Cultural Impertahsm",
W (London), vol.XAVI, no.2, 1984,
“Peb0o
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Engyclopnacdia Britannica, 1950 edition, gave Grenada less
space than’ grenade which is listed immedlately after it.

ot only 414 Grenada got fower lines in the text than
grenade but there was no map to accompanying the Grenada
text, whereas there wore two sketches of great detail to
explain the shape and construction of a grenade.s But
timos have changed now. In the latest Encyclopaedia
Britannic Yearbook, Grenada gets about the same spacc as
md.taa.‘4 Nothing like being invaded by a 'st'xper power for

ingtant prominence §

GRENADA 3 A PROFILE®

location
Grenadd i3 a micro island, shaped like a grenade,
which till recently was more known for 1ts beauty and

3 %Q%M@g%mﬁ, vol.4 (London, 1950), pp.
874-75. For similar bias also see, The Fncyclopaedia
W {New York, NY, The Americen Corporation,

9 s VOl K211, po4590

4 Encyc %gggecug Britonnica Yezag Book 1984 (London,
Encyclopaedia Britennica, 19 + See indew.

5 Data on Grenada 15 baced on Incyclopaedis Britsnnica
(Chicago, Encyclopaedia Pritannica, 1983), vol.d,

PP« 423=-424; Europg Yenrbeok 1984 (London. Eutt)pa,
1984) ¢ PDe 1618-1621' RCYCIoOnaed:

vo1.3 (London, 1983), ppe669-675s Co |gea;§g —
ea o!g 1984 (London, HNSO, 1980), PP« 194-96 and
: and Porclgn A€F k 1983 (Washington,

n,c.abefence and Foreign Aﬁfairs Limited, 1983).
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salubrious climate than for any ‘gcostrategic' significance.
It is the southern most of the Windward Islands (other
Windward Islands are St.Lucia and Dominica; 3St.Vincent and
the 100 tiny Grenadines in the Eastern Caribbean se@. It
is about 160 kilometers north from the coast of Venezuels,
24) kilometers south-west of Barbados, 109 kilometrecs

south of St.Vincent and about 2600 kilomctrcs. from conti-
nental United States. The country consists of the islands

of Grenada, the island of Carriacou and Petit Martinicue,
and a number of smaller islets of the Grenadines, which
oxtend in an arc from Grenada to St.Vincent. The island
north of Carriacou, the largest of the Grenadines . ' .. .

T. . are dependencies of St.Vincent. (see !Map I). It 1s
situated between 12° 15’ and 11 59' north latitude and

61° 38' and 61° 48* west longitude, which mekes it roughly
in the same latitude as the South Andamans, Pondicherry, and
the Maldives. It 15 approximately 34 kilometers long and

19 kilometers wide, with a total area of 311 sg.kilometers
It has a coastline of 121 kms. Carriacou is sbout 32 kilo-
meters northenorth west of Grenado with an area of about 33
square kilometres. The total arca of Grenada is 344 sq.
kilometers (129 sg.miles). Out of the 17 Islond territories
in Caribbean, CGrenada i1s smaller than all except Monatserrat

and the British Virgin Island.

Grenads is larger then Molta, the Ialdive islands,
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‘and 1t 15 chout seven times the size of Bermuda.® Looking
at it another wvay, it 1s about eight times the size of
Delhi cantonment or less than one quarter the size of

the Union territory of Delhi.’ But rolative to the size
of "ixumber of newer atates, Crcnada is a modegtesized micro
state. |

Demography

N

The po;mlatmﬁ of G;::mada is about 113.000.8 The
majority of the population > of African and mixed descents
8 reflection 0f its slave past. Thero are no traces of
the Ar.aﬁaks and Caribs, the original inhabitants of the
igland. The present population consists of 75 percent purcs
blooded negroes, 17 percent rulattoos (pcople of mixed
race), 4 percent people of Indian origin, and the balance
of the population iz a mixed ethnic lot. The total adult
population is about the same as total students in Dclhi

6 Jacques Rapaport, Mutcba Ernest and Ther a Hil, J.
Joseph, 8r States and Territorics s Statuy a
Problemg (New York, NY, Arno Press, 1971), pp.34=35,

7 Regearch and Reference Division, Ministry of Infor-
mation and Eroadcasting, Government of India, India
984 3 A Reference An (Delhi Publications Division,
Government of Incdia, 1984), p.548.

8 Buropa Year Book 1984, n.5, p.1620.
= :
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University.g About 30 percent of the island population
is concentrated .around St,Georges, the capital. The rest
is distributed cvenly throughout the island. The towm of
St.CGeorges has an entimated pepulation of 7,500, The
other towns are Couyave, Victoria, Grerwille, Sautcurs,
and Hillgborough in Carriacou. The majority of the popula-
tion speak Englich, although a Prench patois 15 also
spoken. Grenada's population has grown at' an average rate
of less than half percent annually, mainly becaﬁse of
large scale migration. About 500000 Grenedians live in
other countries. Efinidad has slightly more Grenodian than
Grenada. Anothor 75,000 live in the USA., An cqual nurber

10

is in Venezuela, and a large number are in Conada and

.the UK,

Grenada is a volcanic island, with an abrupt, steep
| ridge of mountains that run north and south throughout the

] 56 percent of 63,280 of Grenada's population is above
14 years cld. Por demographic indicators in respecct
of Crenada sec, The Encyclopasedia of the Third World,
n.5, p.670. Grcnada is not the only country with
smalle-cized population. There are 96 states/territo-
ries with less than 1 million population, of which
only 50 percent have more than 100,000 population.

See RapaCport, ne6, p.37.

10 B Maurice Bishop, Selected Speeches 1979~1981 {(Havana,
Cas de las Americas, 1982), p.ll7.



length of the island. The highest point is Mount St.
Catherine 840 metres, (2757 feet) in the northern part

of the island. The mountain ridge has stecper slopes to The
west and more gradual slopes to the east and southeeast.
The northern two thirds of Grenada has few becaches, but
the southern coastline is idented with a number of beau-
tiful beaches. The mountains are covered with thick rain
forests. The soil 1s fertile. The main crops (and exports)

are bananas, cocoa, nace anéd nutmeg.

Climato

The climate is gsemi-tropical with a dry season that
extends from January to May and wet season which occupies
the rest of the year. FProm July to October there is
grester ht;midity with higher temperatures with minimal
variaﬂon between night and day. The gverage annual temper-
ature 15 28°C (82°F) in the low lands. The onnual rainfall
gverages about 1,500 mm (60 in) in the coastal area and
3,800 mm o 5,100 mm (150«200 in) in rountainous arease.
In the extreme south-wegtern area, (foint Galines) the
aveorage is 76 ems (30 inches), in St.Ceorges (507 £t. gbove
sea lcecll The average is 1'78 em (70 inches), and in the
area of the lake Grany Etang (1,740 ft.) some 11 kilometers
(7 miles) from the capital it is as much as 416 cms (164

inches), Considering thct all these are in & radius of



less than 16 km. the variation in rainfall temperature

and humidity 45 indoed great. October/Novenber are the
wettest months. Gronada lies gouth of the usual line of
hurricanes, but when they do occur, as in 1955 and 1980,

they are devastating.u

HISTORY

Early History

Grenada's past, like that of the rest of islands
in the West Indies, i shadowy., Tts history &s a history
of slavery, of cruelty, of racism, and inhuman cxploitation.
It 15 a history of white men against the black and the

browme.

Grenada was sited on 15 August 1498 by Christopher
Columbus on his third trip to the Caribbean in search for
the £sbled 'El Dorado'® treasure and the elusive passage
to India.u He 4id not land on the'g.eland. He merely

11 Till the American invasion, the violent landmarks 4in
Grenada's history werc usuvally provided by hurricanes.
The 1955 hurricane, called Janet by Grenadion) had
washed away countless huts and left 137 dead » a
figure higher than the total dcaths caused by the US
invasion. S5ee Carleton Mitchell, "Isles of the Cori-

bbees®, Hational G seod Publicat
Divigion (Washington, D,C., 1966), p.23.
12 For a brief Yistory of Grenada see Washington fves

"Weat Indies (London, Spottiswoode and Co.,1889),
pp.206-209, Por a more recont and sympathetic history
gee Ecuncnical Programme for Interamericas Corrmuonice .

ation and Action Task Force. Grenada > Pea
Revolution (Washington, D.Ce, EPICA, 1982),
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chrigtioned 1t'concept$oni But this remained a little
known fact, and for reasons that remaln unknown, the island
found itself called - Grenada on the maps of the 1l6th
century explorers.

and Grarada it remained till the Caribbean was dGomi-
' nated by the Spanish. But with the decline of the Spanish
and wvith the rise of the Prench and the British presence
in the region, its name alternated between Le Grenadn and
Grenada. Eventually the Gnglish varient stuck. They were

the last rulerse.

for over a century aft:er‘ the Island apﬁeared on
Furopean maps, it was, by and large, left alone. 1It's
original inhabitants, a fierce, proud, warlike tribe, who
called thomselves Callinagos, inhibited the stray adventu-
rers. The first serious asttempt to colonise the island was
made by a company of London merchantiwho sent three ships
to take over the 1al:nde The British arrived on the island
on 01 April 1609. But their attempts to gain control
| of Grenada by force were defeated by the islanders, who
were called Caribs - man eaters « by Buropeans. In 1650,
the French Governor of HMartinique, Du Parquet, counting
rmore on fraud than forece, established a toehold on the
igland by making a gift of some knives, hatchets, beads and
three bottles of brandy to the local chief. The Prench



26

gift caused problems, The French trcated the ‘gifts' as
purchase price for the islands. The 'Caribs' were not
convinced. Tho Prench declared war and began & policy of
ruthless exterminations The Caribs resisted, but were no
match against the guns and Christian fonaticism of the
Prenchs In the end the qun and Christian fanaticism wone
In 1654, as a 'final solution' to the Caribs problem, the
remants of the Caribs - mon, women, and childron - were
chaged toverd a precipice from wherce they threw themselves
in the sea, rather than be cnsleved. There are no Caribs

on the island today.

To commemorate thelr act of majestic courage, the
French labelled the cliff €from wherc the Caribs reputedly
lept into the seé as - La Morne des Sauteurs or Leapers
H111.13 The Island was officially annexed by the FPrench
in 1674,

The Prench imported white indentured labour from
Prench prisons and sluma. thite slavery did not succeed.
50, like all other Europeans in the new world, the Prench

turned to Hest Africa, from where black slaves were imported

13 The French were not the only ones involved in
systematic genocide in the Caribbean. It was
cormon enough proctice. Columbus set the pace.

He boanted that he had got rid of two-thirds of
the inhabitants of Hispaniola (Haiti and Dominicon

Republic). Cited in Naipaul V.S., The Overc
Barzracoon (London, Penguin Books, 19721, pe221.
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to make tho island pay. According to a census taken in
1700, there were 251 white, 53 coloured, and 525 black
slaves spread out on 55 Indigo/sugar plantations on the
1s1ana.}® From the beginning of the 18th contury to the
middle of the 19th century, sugar and slavery dominated
the cconomy and history of the fsland. By 1750 the black

population on the island had reached 1200.}3

| The slaves werc kept compliant and free f£rom the
thought of freedom by the Code Noir. The code prescribed
cutting off the cars for a first attempt at running awsyy
and for the bolder spirits who triecd to & s0 a gecond time
the code prescribed slicing ©ff the buttocksy and for those
foolhardy and desperate who made a third attempt (apparently
men without buttocks) the punishment was death. Under the

circumstance, not many slaves attempted to escape.le

In 1762, after over a ccntury of Prench rule, the
British captured the island. British rights over the
island were given formal reccognition in 1763 by the Treaty
of Paris. One of thc £first acts of the British on acouiring

of Frengh influence,
the island was to remove traces’The name of the island was

14 Waghington, n.l12, pp«204-205.
15 EPICA, n.l2, P» 13.
16 Ibid.
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changed from Lo Gronada to Grenada. Similarly, all the

main touns and parighes were given English names. The
catholic church was suppressed and its propertics seized

for protestant use. But notwithstanding the discrimination
against the catholics, the catholic order survived. Even
today sixty percent o.f Orenada's population is °~ catholic,
and only forty percent protestant. But morc than anglicising
Grenada, the English colonialists were interested in profits.
More slaves were imported into Grenada, ond in mere ten
vears of E;;ush rule, sugar oxports from the 1island were
doubled, By 1773, exports from tiny Grenada was more in
value than from the E‘:nglish colonies of New York and Penn-

srvivaniae.

-

In '3.?75. the Prench, taking adrantages of Britein's
preoccupation with the American War of Independence returned
to the island with a force of 30 ships and 10,000 men. Tho
invaders quickly defeated the 540 British Garrison after
a brief but bloody battle in the vicinity of 3t.Ceorges.
This was the last time the island was invaded till tho US
marines landed on it cimcot 200 years lator in Octek1983.

The Prench rule over the island, howewer, was
briefe. It wos terminated four years later in 1783 by the
Treaty of Versailles, which restored the islend to the
British,
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The return of the British to the island was
accompanied by ruthless discrimination of the catholic
Prench planters and the coloured middle class it had
spawneds The humiliation of the Prench plantocracy, the
suppre§sion of “he catholic church, and the French revow
lution (1789) ' triggered tre first black rebellion on
- the island in 1795, The recbels led by Julien Pedoll, n
malatto, killed the £nglish Governor and 45 others,

But in the end, the English, after almost an year
of struggle, prevalled over the rebels. Thirty cight
rebels were hanged and many others shippod to distant
Honduras, but Julien Pedor managed to escapecs. Julien
Pedon is honoured by modern day Orenadians as ‘their first

revolutionary.

After the suppression of the Fedon rovolt, British
rcpression, forced many Prench plantation owners to flce
to Trinidad. They were replaced by British plontation
ownerse. By 1808, the year slave traffic into British
colonies was banned, the population of Grenada had grown
to 29,000, of whom 2000 were whites, 1,600 free coloured
people and 25,000 slaves. Twenty five years later,slavery
was abolished by the Empancipation Act of 1833. 1In the
following yecars mony former slaves left the plantation to
establish snall independcnt farms in the interior and on
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abandoned plantations.

The enmancipation of the slaves haéd radical soclial
snd ecoonomic consequences for Grenadas The immediate impact
was shortage of pliable plantation labour. To offset the
labour crisis, the plantation owners imported whito
indentured labour from Malta and Mediera. Betwecn 1836
and 1856, 162 Msltese and 438 Portuguese were broucght ¢
the 1sland to work in the sugor plantations.l’ white
labour was not quite upto the task, and thce experiment in
Furopean indentured labour was given up. In 1856, the
Covernment of Indla came @ the rescue of the plantocracy.
It allowed the export of Indian indentured labour to the
West Indies. 1In the next £ive years nearly 2500 Indians,
mostly from the districts of Eastern Uttar Pradesh, were
brought to Grenada. The Indizns - East Indians as they
vere labelled «- at the end of their indentureship were
offered a choice of land on Grenada or Guyana instead of
a passage home. Two=thirds opted for the land.le

17 Ibid. USSR acedemy of Sciences, Gren s H
Revolution, Us: Intervention (Moscow, 1984), p.2§.
18 2570 Indianscame to Grenada from India under the
indenturc system. Malcolm Cross, The Enagt Indinns
Guyana and Trinidad (London, Minority Rights

Groun, 1972}, pe«4. Accoréing to the last ethnic
count, there were 3,767 Asians in Grenada. The

Encyclopaedia of the Third lorld, p.670.
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The infusion of outazide labour, however, did not
save the sugar plantations. By the end of the nincteenth
century, the British plaontation owners werc foreed into
selling their estates, often to their former managers or
overseers. On the estates a system of tenancy was gradually
established. The tenant received s plot of land on which
he uaé obliged to grow cocoa and nutmeg trees, Dy 1880s
cocoa and nutmeg replaced sugar as the island's principal

marketable cmp.m ' |

Concurrent with the demise of sugar plantocracy,
the Bfitish extended the francise, albiet., slowly. . In 1877
the yoar Grenada was proclaimed a crown colony, the
elcetorate consisted of one percent (white propertied clags)
of the populationy by 1925 it was extended to 3.25 percent
of the populationy and by 1951, the year full franchise
was granted to all irrespective of colour or finoncial

status, it covered 15 percent of the population. 20

Recent Higto

The extension of franchise to all Grenadicn in 1951
led to the risec of the colourful and eccentric Eric Mathow
Gairy to power and prominence,

19 USSR Academy of Sciences, n.l7, p.2l.
20 RPICA. nﬁlzo pp.28-29-
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"In 1950 Eric CGairy had founded the Grenada Ynited
Labour Party (GULP). In 1951 GULP won a majority of the
elceted seats on the Legislative Council but in 1957 it
wvas defeated by Grenagda National Party led by Herbert
Blaize. In 1961, Galry was re-elected, and he became the
chief minister. But next year he had to be removed by the
English Governor following charges of corruption.

In the meanwhile, Grenada, still wnder British
colonial rule, was incorporated into the West Indies
Pedefation in 1958 tngether with other Eagtern Caribbean
1slandS It remained there until the fedoration fell apart

in 1962.22

The British gave Grenada @ constitution in 1967,
under which the local elccted government was given full
autonomy on all matters except defence and forelgn affairse.
Under the new constitution fresh elcctions were held in
August 1967, in which the GULP,. under Eric Gairy, defeated
Herbert Blaise'’s GNP. Galry was sworn as Prime Minister.

His principal instrument of governance wos the army (green

21 The other British depecndencies which were part
of the Federation were St.Vincent, St.lucia,
Dominica, Antigua, St.Kitt-Nevis-Anguilla and
the UK. The Federation shared the scme supremo
court and currency. Defence and Foreign Affairs
were gontrolled by the United Kingdom, The

opaecdl of e Thi d idorlda 90671.
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borcts) snd a notorious privete pars-military force (Mongoose
gang) =~ which was rodelled after Popa Doc Duvalier's
infemous To M e¢g of Haitdi,

By the time of the next election in 1972, most Grew
nadian had become disinchanted with Gairy's rule. But
Gairy -shrewdly deflcecoted opposition by fighting the 1972
election on the issue of total indcpendence from the British.
He won the tl.\lection. but by a narrower margin then previouw
sly. By now Gairy's policies hed nothing to do with the
GULP or it's idecals, but vere primarily metivated by perso-
nal loyalty. His erratic rule led to theo forn';ation of pold
tical partics by young Grenadians, which opposed not only
his miorule but the dcmand for total independence under him.22
In 1973 the New Jewel FHovement (NWH) was formed after the
morger of the, Joint gffort for Welfare, Education, .and
Liberation (GEWEL) and the lovement for the Assemblies of
the People (MAP) led by two young lawyers, Maurice Bishop
and Kendrick Radix. This origgsniaation was inspired by the
*Black Power' movement and/ideals but it did not identify
itself publicly with ®scientific s'ccialism".za The merger

22 The WM was the only political orgenisation that was
opposed to indepcndence. Even the Grenada Mational
Party, headed by Herbert Blaize (the present Prime
i;inister Grenada) gothered 14,000 signature against

ndependence under Gairy. Cited ing . rd.
and Richard Vigilante, Grenada s T&ge oty ngndtgord,
(Rew York, MY, ladison Books, 1984), p.34.

23 For a brief history of the various volitical narties
- in Grenado sce Alan J. Day end Henry .Logonhardt, -

ed., Political Pn_tg)ges of the World (London, Eastern
Press Limited, 1984), pp.190-91.
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of these two partios brought together disaffocted educsted
niddle class clomcnts opposed to Gairy undor the lcadership
of Bishop, Gairy rcacted to the now threat with charactoristic
ruthlessness, On lovembor 18, 1973 (sinco famous e bloody
Sunday) Galry's mongoose gong assaultod leadors of the IWH,
anongst whom wore llaurice Bishop, Unison Whiteman, Selwyn
Strachan, Hudson Austin, Kendrick Bedix ond Simon Daniel, The
assault was followed by ar#'ent and further bmtaliucs.a'“
Heurice Bishop and his asscoiatos' hivads were shaved with
broken bottlos, Haurice Bishep's Jaw was droken and vision

in one eye was engangered, Ho never quite rocoverctd from the
boating, The police officar responsiblec for 'bloody Sunday?
wes promoted, Bloody Sundey was followed by 'Bloody iionday',
on 21 Jonuary 1974, whon the polico shot and killed Haurice
Bishop's father, Bupert Bishop, These oxcesses and tho ovore
whelming opposition to independence under a Governmsnt hoaded
by him did not stop tho British from going shead with granting
Gronada independence,

On February 7, 1974, Gronada bocome independont, and
Bric Gedry its first Primoe Kinistor, IlIndepecndenco was
accompanied by widespread riots and strikes, Maurice Dishop
vas kept in Jail during tho independence celebrations, To
seo through the cercmonies connectéd with mdepandénca - a8
also to support Gairy -~ tho British had thres Frigates in
8t.Georget's harbour,

24 sandi’ord, n.zz, PeSTe
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Indepondcongoe cgscntunted fric &iry r:a:go@omm;
On indecpnendenge Goy, ho PAPOUSYY Jeslored to tho Cyopddrn W
correspondents

I wao agpomt:cﬂ by Cod to lead Gremada.

I hovo Bnowvn this £ron the beginning.

X éon*e caoro vhat iou hear ehaut thio
situntion. MHighe riohts {25)

Gotry ruled Granoda for the next Ove yooro, as A€
1t wao hic porconal f8cfe Eono of tho norms ascecliatesd
with 'Ucotnintiator® typo dcooracy were followcd. Dut €his
in no wsy corpromdscd hio ponition in Unshingeon or Londone.
fho Dritich Imighted hin 1977, cnd in “achington ho wo
regcived vith bemuscd t2leranee by Procdéent Pord cné Honry
Bicoingere FHo found fovour in Uachington primorily on
aceount of his forecion nolicy, which was ehamct:erszncé by
clooo fricndly tics with dictntorchins cuzh as the thooo in
Shilc an€ Jouth Horcas Tho foreion policy irnitintive of
Cadry, which gttrooted t:hé greatest interent and cmusement,
howewer, wao hic prescoamstion with unidentificd flying
objcota (UFGs)e He cpproached both the United Statop cpd
tho United Dotions 0 investigato UROg.

Colry'o othor interosts wero in tho corcicition of
nroperey {(Covernment cesounts were not avdited cven onco

cuplng hio Ccnure)s porncgraphy, white women ond nicht clubs,

25 “Qrcrwn and che Pire in Che Tight®, Tho o
Heck (r’:m..hcatcr) v03.120, no.19, UoC cnuj.ng,
Loveroe 2933, pele
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buring t}xene yeara of Gairy‘a rule Grenadao bmgme
| membor oﬁfhumber of intornmationnl organisations.2® In
1977 Cairy cvon hoastcod theo OAS conforcnee, at which he
chowered hich praise on Pinochet, tho motorious Chilion
leador. In roturn Chilc holped Grenadn with aris ond

‘exports' for military troining.

Galry'sc domestic and foroign policy shenanigoens es
was to be m:jpacted. gurther mlari‘ged the political cceone
in Orcnnda. The IVH grew in prestige. In the 1976 olco-
tions, inspito of considerable rigging, the IJH in allfanco
with GNP and United Peoples Party (UPP) won 48,5 pcrecnt of
votes, but only 6 out of the 15 seats in paruanent‘z? The
1976 clcotion «» ond the rigoing - convinced the M that

Galry could not bo removed through *deomooratic meang®s As
| s repult it enlarged 4ts covort cotivities within tho trade

uniong, the army and tho police.

* On 12 tfxamh 1979, vhon Godry left for the United
States to 0édress the United [Mations on UFOs, the NN moved
into action. Tho next doy, 13 [larch, Gairy:rulo ccme to on
end, vhen tho BN geized pover in a bloodless coup.

26 mea@n jaincﬁ Cars.bbeqn Commrunity in Auguat 1973,
nited tations in Soptember 1979, the Jorld Rank
ternational lHonctory Fund 4n April 1975, the
Org...nisat.ion of Amorican States in April 1975 and 7w
lon-Aligned overment in fagust 1979. In cddition,
Grenada was merber of some 14 ot:her intematioml

crganications, 0g 2 le
Yerrbook, vol.l (letroit, 1984}, pp.SGo- 64 .

27 U3shk dcedomy of Codcnccd, NelT, pPred9=50,



THE NEW JEUEL REVOIUTION

At 1030 on 13 March 1979 Mauriceo Dishop went on

the air on Radio Frce Orcnada and told his countrymens

At 4.15 A.Hs this morning the People's
Rewolutionary Army solsed control of tho
Army barracks at Truc Blue.

"I‘he barracks were hﬁmed o the ground.

After half an hour struggle, the forces
of Gairy's army were completely defeated
and surrenderecd., :

Every single soldier surrendered, and not
a single member of the revolutionary fore
ces was injured,

At the same time, the radio station was
captured without a single shot being fired.
Shortly after thig, several cabinet minis-
ters were captured in their beds by units
of the rcvolutionary army.(28)

Mauricec Bishop concluded his £irst specch to

his eountrymen with tho promiscs

the police, surrcndered without offering opposition.

People of Grenada, this revolution is

for work, for food, for decent housing and
health services, and a bright future for
our children and great grand children.(29).

The 'coup’ was immensely successful. The army and
30

28
29
30

Bishop, n«10, p.3.
Ibid., poéu

Bogdan,Bwajkouwskl, , e Eotobld t of Marxict
Regimeg (Londoms Butterworth, s DPel127-28.
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Gairy’'s ministers were arrcsted while still in bede Only
3 persons were killed. The coup was widely welcomoed.

The local chamber of commerce congratulated the NI on the
efficiency with which &t got rid of Gairy's rule. It
hailed the revolution as ‘e glorious gpportunity to build

something new and_ di €¢€orcent in the c:.'.*:u:'iblzsean«3:l

After the coup the MM formed the Peoples Revolut-
ionary Government (PRG), with Maurice Bishop as the Prime
Minipter. The now Government suspended the 1974 constitution.
But Grenads remained a monarchy, with the British Qucen
as head of ptate, represented in Grenada by the Governor
General Sir Paul Scoon, who had been appointed Governor

General in 1978 on Gairy's recommendation.
Political PFrocesg

The PRG during its fourwand-.a~halfeyecar rule
substantially fulfilled the promise that it made on March
13, 1979. The social, economic and political life of

Grenada was transformed.

The revolution produced a new political system of
effective participatory governance, in which the PRG involved
the largest possible segment of the population. HMass

31 Robin Cohcn, "Unmeking Grenada’s Revolution®, Hew
Society (lLondon) November 3, 1983, p.196,
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participation was encouraged through a number of organie
sations c¢reated by the PRG. The promincnt mass organisa-
tions were trade unions, the Hational Youth Organisation,
the National Womens Organisation, the Peasant Organisation
and the Young Pionecers. In addition, there were 'Organs
of popular power' - the Zonal Councils, Workers' Parish
Councails, and Farmers, tlomen and Youth Couneil and the
1@4.’:.1:1&::&.32 At the apex of the povwer structure wes tho
political Bureyu (8 members) and the Central Committce

{16 membercl. . . . .

The lrad in the participatory process was provided
by the charismatic Miurice Bishop who spoke to his country-
men - much like Fidel Castro, his mentor, - frequently
and with rare sincerity and eloguence -« on a wide arry of
subjects that concerned theme He lectured them on Foreign
Policy, CIA destabilisation trickg, imperialism, rovolue
 tionary process, foreign aid, the projects undertoken by
the Government, the economic problems that the country faced,
adult education, annual budgets, tourism, etc.

In 1981 the PRG, in o bold oxperiment, democratised
discussion on its anmual budget by involving grassroot

elements such as zonal and parish councils. These experimentg

32 3961’13, noll p.s.
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in altormativeo form of political pmeaé wero vicwed

with alarm by the stald, conscrvativoe goveornmonts of tho
fagtern Caribdbeon. Thore wvas in the UM oxperiment, note
withstanding 1ts cocialisct orientation, o rofreshing prage
matic approach that took paino to ensure the cooption of
tho largest scgment of tho population in politicsl, cconomice
and social pmgrammea.ss Therce wap FarmdsteLoninist
posturing as well but that dﬁd not affect the ordinary
Grenadion, ond was rostrictod to o narrov eircle of 1WH

menberas

Ecopordg Af€alrs

The PRE inhorited a ghottorod cconory from Galrye
Unemployment wao 50 perccent, the real per copits 4income
had been falling ot about 3 percent per year thriughout
the Galry yearsy thero was a porious trade doficity roat
fond otuffs vere irmportcdy cchools were on the verge of

collepoce ond corruntion cné wacto had beoore endmlc.”

The PRG in fohure-cnde-a~-hnl g years roatored the econonmy
o reasoncble hecalth by cutting fown corruotion and wagte,
by instituting tight fiscal mancgement, ond by scouring cid

33 Cohchs Ne3l, ppel0G=97.

34 Ra,ymond W.Duncam, ”chnada“ in 1982
Y2 ; ramint A%foir:

tution, 1962), '99.101-102.
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from a yremarkably wide voriety of countries. Primarily,
under the PRG, the ald came f£rom Cuba, Soviet Union, East
Europeocan Countries, EEC, OPEC countrics, and the Arab
countriens During the PRG rule, the GKP grew a healthy 10
percent, and per capita income rose from § 780 in 1980

to § 883 in 1983. (during this period growth decclined in
oot of the Caribbeoan cbuntr&es). Unerployment was

reduced from 50 percent to a manageable 14.2 percent, 35

Although the PRG prided itself on its ‘socialist
orientation®, it was entirely pragmatic in its apnroach
to economic development. DNMorxe thah 50 percent of the
economy remained in private handa. There were no large-scale
expropriations. And the properties that the state &ld take
over were those that had been fllegolly acquired by Gaizya
farms, hotcls, brewery etc.aa Tho 3tate secbox(' was expended

37 Vaurice

but not at the expense of the private sector.
Bishop's Government concentrated on three sectors of
Grecnadian economy & Agriculture, Pishing and Tourism. By

mid 1981, 31 new gstate farrms were opened, mogt of them on

35 UN_Economic Survey of ILatin America and the Caribbean
82, vol.II (Santiago, Chile 3 Economic Commission

r Latin America and the Caribbean, UN, 1984), pp.98-

101.
36 Duncan, n.34, p.102,
37 Maurice Bishop described the; Grenadien econony as

‘mixed economy stote scotor dominant®, Seabury,n.
90640
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lands previously owned by Gairy. A ncw fishing school was
opened, and 40 trawvlers wero irported from Cuba. A ‘new
Tourism® policy vas conceived.m The atm was to rake.
tourism independent of wealthy American ﬁatmnage which

the PRG rj.ghtiy thought was dangorous econdmicallyn polie
tic.all‘y end cociallys Touriom in the Caribbean, ecopeciew
lly in the context of & small islend, is no longer innoccent
in fts impact, Host islands get annually more viait;ors
than their total population, HMany of ﬂw islands as a
rosult arc only nominally sovereign%gi S .

The PRG plan for tourism was to koep it integrated into
~the local econony, with most benefits fiowtng in't:o Grenae
dian hands directly rather than thicugh . transnational
corporationgs. During the PRG rule, the number of tourlsts
that came to Grcnada were fewer than in the previous yearse.
_ This was primarily because of the sustained onti-PRG
propaganda in the U,S5. media.4g The most important elcment
in Grenada's plan for expanding tourism wos the construction
of a new airport at Pt.Selines, ot the cost of § 75 milidon

38 See, "Theo Uew Tourism® in Bishop, n.10, pp.67-74

: and Duncan, n.34, p.102.

39 In 1982 more than half of Orencda's foreign exchange
earnings were on account of tourism, Cormonwenlth
YGQE 2%5 Lgag; n.5, p.986,.

40 Threat to Grenada Tourism from the US ceame within

weeks of the revolution, See Bishop, n«10, p,8.



vhich would mke Grenoda accessible to airerafts as large

as Boeing 747s. It wag to roploce a rundown landing otrip
at Pearls (4500 fect), noar Grenville, which served only
stall plencs (HS=748). The queation of the new ofrport at
Point Saliner will bo dealt with in more detail nubsequently,
ag 1t beaome en impoctant jum&ficaucb for the inwaanion,
and an important objcctive €or the invading forcos. The
Crenadien econonmy in cum, under the PRG, wos bouyené., a

fact which even the World Bank in its annunl Report for 1962
acktwwze&qed.“ Tablo ?%?:ws the main indices of tho
Grenadian economy under tho RN Rule. |

ORENADA MATR SCONOMIC INDICATORS DURIKG
THE WES JEWEL MULE {(Mar 79 ¢ 83 )

1979 1960 1961 1963

A. Basic Coononic Indice
ators (GDP ot 1977 144.2 1¢8.6 153.1 161.5
market price millions
of EC dnllars)

Population{Thougsands) 108 109 110 110

Percapita GOP at 1977

price (EC) 1335 1363 1392 1468
B. Growth Rates

Regl GDP at markot rates 2.1 3.0 3.0 Se$

per copita GDP 1.1 241 2.1 55

Unemployment Nate 27.9 14,2

f Latin mﬂ_ge and the Caribhean
Chile, 1984), pp.96-101.

Hote s "‘he eont:inucd to be Grenada's prinainal market
accomatiug for 565 of exports, with the UR etoking
well over half of this,

41 Cynthio ﬂamnton, “VelsPoroign Policy in Grennén®,
Raco rnd Clrgs (London), vol.XiVI, no.2, 1934;9.69.
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Soeial Programme

Economic success was matched by creditable achieve-
ments in education, health, housing, road construction
and the creaéion of many 1n£rastructures‘42 The PRG built
80 km of new roads, renovated 20 percent of all housing,
increased piped drinking water by S50 percent, and loid the
foundstions for new sewage plants, a telephone system and
port facilities. In esddition, construction of a new sirport
was commenced at Point Salines in November 1979, end a new
S0 KW Radio Transmitter wss installed at Morne Rouge, near
St.Georges. In the field of health the gains were no .
less creditable. Health care was made free. Health care
centres were increased and the number of doctors in the
country were doubled and the number of dentists increased

by five times.43

The most spectacular gains were, however, in the fleld
of education, an area which the HJM considered of vital

importance for raising mass consciousness, furthering the

42 Por the various achievements of the PRG in builéing
infragstructures and instituting new progregaive
social policies see, Cris,Boarle, “Mourice BishOp

czn Dest;abilisat&ons 3 An .m{:ervi'ew Rage _ond Class

London) , vol.XXV, no.3, 1984, .4-5 and Yearbooks
of Cormunint Affairs, 198211983/1984.

43 S8earle, nel, p.4.
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revolutionary process and cnhancing the development offort.
All the schools were renovated through selfehelp cémpaigns.
In three years, secondary school students were increased
£rom 11 percent in 1979 to 36 percent in 1983. Primary
school education was made universal end free. Mideday
meals and free milk were instituted for primary school
children. Their uniforms and books were heavily subsidised.
Por University education, the PRG sent students ebroad

at state expense. In the first two-and=-a~half ycars alone,
300 students went abroad to pursue higher studies.“ In
1982, theoro were 250 Grenadlans studying in Cuba alone, and
18 were in the Soviet Union. In Gairy's last year of rule,
only three students werc sent to universities abroad. The
slogan of the revolution wass "Only en Educated Productive

Prople can be Truly Free".ds

And what was even more impore
tant than the programmes of formal education, was the
massive adult education programme throuch the New Pcople

Education Centre which reduced illiteracy to just 3%

Srenada’s Foredgn Pollay

Grenada foreign po].ﬁ.cy-,‘g6

considering its gize and

resources, had an extremely high profile and was activist.

44 B’.ShOPQ n.10, p.233.
45 Ibid,

46 #or a PRG account of Grenada's foreign policy see
"Forcign Relations Report®, Grenada Documenta s An
Overview and sSelc (waghington, D.C.,Dopartment
ga é’»ta:ate and Dcpartment of Defense, 1986), pp.106=-1,



The aims of the PRG were twofolds £irst, to securc muche
heeded aid and, secondly, to build up what Maurice Bishop
called the "forth pillar® - wor 14 public opinion - %o |
protect the revolution, so that “whenever they (U.S.) came,
it was not a hundred thousand they face, but ~millions

around the wrzd'.47

The single most important factor which influenced
PRG's domestic and foreign policy was the threcat that 1t
perceived from the United States. The threat was real
enough and 1t manifested itself within & month of the revoe
lution. To begin with it was from Gairy and s assoclates
in the United States who threatened a oounter-rewolution.w

47 The other three pillaro were « the people, the
national economy and national defence. Cited in
Fitzroy Amburslcey ond Winston James, "Maurice
Bishop and the New Jewel Revolution in Grenada®,
New Leoft Review (London), no.142, Mov-Dec. 1983,
p.gﬁo Also see Biﬂhﬂp; n.lO. pp.189-200. Maurice
Bishop placed great hopes on world public opinion
to prevent US action against Grenada (and other
third world countries). His spceches reflected
this. On July 13, 1981, he told a conference of
small island gtatesc in St.Geoorgestf. "ve can also
fight back successfully i€ instead of having to face
Grenada, & small country of just 100,000 people,
the imperialists are made to foce a £
ggo_q%aas we build a powerful, worldwide, mtie

N 11 alliance in defence of o nédependence
pur freedom and our righ 0_ghoogse our own npath®,
‘ Op, Ne10, Do QOIMMQ,W
48 Ecumenical Programme for Inter American communication

and Aerion Tagk Force. Grenadg the P%acegg; Revolution
(Waﬂhingtﬂn. D‘C., EPICA’ 1982 ") p.E .




Later the threat was from the United States itself. To
face the danger from Gairy and his associates, Grenada
appealed to the United States and Britain for help_. but
without success. It next turned to Cuba, which responded
with glacrity. The United States reacted immediately and
predictaebly. It warned Grenada in writing on 8 April
1979

that it would not be in Grenada'’s best

interests to seck assistance from a

country such as Cuba .« We would view

with displeasure any tendency on the

part of Grenhada to develop closer tics

with Cuba.(49) '

Grenada refused to be browbeateny five days after
the U5 threat, Maurice Bishop declareds

renada 1s a sovereign and independent

countrys. .. Ho country has the right to

tell us vhat to do or how to run our

country, or wvho to be friendly with...

tile are not in anybody's backsyard, and
we are definitely not for sgsale. (50)

Three days later Cuba and Grenada established diploe
matic relations Cuba also became the first country which
Maurice Bishop visited after the revolution, and remained

Grenade’s principal ally till the American invasion.

49 Bishop. n-IO. p.go
50 Ibid.
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The Cuban assistance covered a wide range of actie
vities. It assisted Grenada in the construction of a new
international airport at Point Salines, health care,
culture, housing, apoits facilities, advisers on planning,
agro industries and development of the island's electricity
networke. In addition, Cuba made a number of gifts to
Grenada, such as 40 tractors in 1882, and ten £ishing

tawlers between 1979 and 1962.3% cuban a1d also covered
asslistance in helping t0 organise the militis and the
People's Reéolutionazy Army (PRAS. At the time of the
Americen invasion, 784 Cubans were in Grenada, of whom 636
were construction workers, with others in public health,
education, fishing, transport, trade, culture and cormunie
cation. Out of the 784 Cukans, 43 were merbers of the armed
forcesy of these 22 were officers and the rest translaters
and other support personnel, 'I‘hé bulk of the Cubans were
engaged in constructing the new ailrport at Pt.Salines,

for which Cuba had agreed to bear as much as 40% of the
total cost of § 75 million,.

51 For Cuben assistance to Grenada, pee, Raymond W.
Duncan, "Grenada® in Richard P, Starr, ed., 1982/
9 1684 Yeor on I rwrnat 1 Comy Affaliras

Partlies and Revo ona Movem Stanford,
California, Hoover énaueut%on. 1982/83/84), Pps 102~

104; 90-.94; and 125-129 respectively.
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These close économic ties were matched by very
close personal, diplomatic and political relations. Castro
called the NN revolution "big revolution in a small
country.”sz h.tahop lost no opportunity ¢o praise and
acknowledge Cuban help and inspiration. To the assembled
leadexrs of the Hon.Aligned Movement in. Havana, where
Grenada made its debut on September 6, 1979, ho saids
“Cuba laid the basis of Grenada®.>?

A month later on the first anniversary of the NAM
revolution Maurilce Bishopyin ?stirting speech against
imperialism to a large gathering in St.George,acknowledged
that Cuba was a ‘major source of inspiration for our
country and our procesa'.s“ The personel and ideological
bond between NIM leadership, especlally Maurice Bishop
and Pidel Castro was close, and the two countries did not

hide thate.

which
The other countrywith/ Grenada establishcd close

relations within the Caribbean basin was Nicaragua aofter
the Sandinigtss seiced power on June 23, 1979, Bishop

called it *best news we had’.ss Grenada become the second

52 BIShop. n.10, p.410

53 Ibid. ¢ DP» 49,
54 Ibid., p.109.

55 Ibi&.' ?. 96’




country to recognise Nicaraguas. As an cxpression of
solidarity vith the Sandinista Revolution, Grenada scnt
its youth to assist the 'Nicaraguan Government in its
Adult Literscy Campaign.>® In. Pebruary 1980, Haurice
Bishop went to Managua to address the 46th Commemoration
of the Sandino's assassination. There, in an eloguent
speech to a rally, he called for an "end to the Monroe
Doctrine, and all other doctrines aimed at perpetuating
hegermonism, interventionism and backyardism in the

region".57

The relations with other countries in the Caribbean
were not so close although Jamaica, Barbados, Trinidad and
Guyana had recognised the PRG within 10 days of its
establishment.se The smaller 1sland states of the OECS
were disturbed by the NIM'3 reformist surge and were unif-
ormly antagonistic to the Grenadian revolution. They gave
the PRG neither support nor reoogn&tion.sg Their émall
size and political vuluerability made them ready tools of
Amorican policy in the region. Leading the anti PRC
campaign in the C ribbean wags Tom Adam, Prime Minister of

56 Srenada Document, n.46, pp.l06.
57 Biﬁhﬁp. n.lQ. Pe 101.
58 EPICA, n.49, p«.57.

59 Ibid., PDe 57«58,



21

Barbados, Fugenis Dominica Prime HMinister of the Dominica
Republic, and John Seaga Prime Minister of Jamaica.m
From these islands states a vicious anti.PRG propaganda
(sponsored by the CIA) was ¢arried out for much of the
period that the PRG remained 4in office.b?

Grenada’s relations with the Soviet Union were an
extension of its relations with Cuba. The Soviet Union
initially at least was reluctant to get involved in a
distant and vulnerable mlan&. By the end of 1979, howvever,
it got over its inhibition and‘ the two countries established
formal diplomatic relations.

In the next three-ande-a-half years, Grenada signed
a number of trade agreements with the Soviet Union. These
covered the purchase of Grenadian spices and cocoa by the
Soviet Union< Srenada received from the Soviet Union conste
ruction material, some vchicles, generator sets, and light
airplane and 84 scholarships (of which the Grenadians could
avail of only 18) for academic, technicel and military

60 The PRG was a target of continuous media attack from
Jamaica, Barbados, Trinidad - often seermingly coor-
dinated by a single agency « for most of the time that
it was in power. For various destabilisation measures
gee EP:CA,“&‘G. pp.56—68. Also 91shop. n.lO, pp.55~74
and 201-29.

61 Duncan, n.51, p.l04.



52

tra&ning-sz The Soviet Union also sent teachers to Grenaday
16 of them wero present vhon the Unfited States 1r§vaded the
country. In addition, Grenada sigded three secret
'agrecements® for free military assistance from the Sovict
Union. These agreements mostly covered the supply of
infantry weapons and equipment. Out of the three treaties
only one had gone into effect before the American invasion.
Grenada had received less than one-third of the items |
listed in the three agreements by the time of the invasion.
The total value of all the items in all the three treatics
was 10 million roubles (§ 23 millson).53 These agreements
gained a great deal of nottiety as a result oe. the U.S,

propaganda. 64

Grenada also signed a number of agreements -« all
covering aid, and to a lesscr oxtent trade - with East
Germany, Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, North Korea, Venozuela,

Algeria, Libya, Iraq and Syria.65

62 For the treaties and agrecments that Grenada signed
with various countries, seec #Paul, S9abury,and

McDougall, The Grenada Pa (San Francisco,
California, IC3 Press, 1984;. PP 1752,
63 Ibide | |

64 The treaties after the invagion became a prominent
element in the Arerican propaganda for justifying
the invasion and excensive use of military force.

Out of all the PRG papers that the America forces
captured the first to be made public were the ‘Secret
Treaties'. Por the variocus treaties that Grenada
signed sece Seabury, n.62, pp.17-52,

65 Ibid.
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The East Germans supplied truckg without any
payment, some equipment for the PRA (typewriters, tele-
phones, etc.)., a printing machine and technicians to set
| up a new telephone system in Grenada. The aid from OPEC
countries, some $ 19 million, went primarily for the
construction of the new airport. The North Korean agreed
to supply small arms free of cost. Amongst the Arabs, the
most lavish donor was Libya, which gave $ 4 million

interest-free loan for the airport.

Grenada relations with the third world were primarily
conditioned by it search for security through mobilisation
of public opinion. Grenada was prominent in many third world
forums, esgspecially the Non-Aligned Movement. Maurice
Bishop invariably raised tbe issue of the threat from the
United stgtes to-its security at all Non-Aligned Movement

meetings.
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Chapter - III

AMERICA PREPARES TO INVADE GRSNADA

Propaganda War can ncver bo taken in
isolation and propaganda destobilisce
tion, violence and ¢errorism, usunlly
help to lay the psychological and
matorial basis for an invasion to come.

Haurice Bisrmp"
13 July,1981.

For the entire period that the PRG was in power the
United Statea Government vioved Grenada as the ‘other Cuba'.
and Gremada, thercfore, became o target of American economic

varfare, propaganda war, military threats and destabilisation

measuxres. 2

The history 6f the PRG 48 a history of & government
under seciges its bragga docio was more a reflection of
American-induced paranoia than an urge to power. The brave,

and somectimes arrogant, specches of laurice Bishops the

l
atterpts in the U.N. and I'AM to raise the issue of its

security? the roising of the patheotic People's Revolutionary

army and the militiay the holding of 'route marches' and
———TTTTE

t  Lpighop, 3elected hes 1979-1981 (Havana, Cas
de las Americas, 1982}, p.ll7.

2 Por variocus measures sen chronology ot Appendix *A'.,
Also ser IbiGe, pPP+15=25p 5566y 131-148) 201-224;
"Draft Resolution®, March 21, 1983 in Grennda
Documentss An Overview aond Selection (Washington,
D.C., Departrment o< 3tate and Department of Defence,
1984), prel10¢-4; Chris Searle, "Mavrice Bishop on
Destobilizotions An Interview®”, Rage and Clapg
(London), vol.XiV, no.3, 1965, po.l-13.
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night manoeuvres to meot the danger of impending invasions
the signing of the so-called ‘scerct treaties' for arms
(and uniforms) -~ all these defiant gestures reflected not
Grenada's ambitions but hysteria.>

The hysteria was real. The captured 'Grenada Docue
ments' released by the State Department after the invasion,
are £ull of 1t.4 The PRG had thought that couragcous posture
and words would holp. The effort merely tired the people,
and in tho ond, split the WM and the PRGy which caused the
coup and killingsy and paved the way for the Americen
invasion. Bishop had been aware of the danger. He had
warned against it. But in the end, he could do little about
it. Orenada was too small and too fragile to face upto the

gtream of threats that cmanated £rom Hashington.

The invasion of Grenada has been projected by American
officilals as an unprcmediated, spontaneous actions But facts
don't match this posture. The incontrovertible fact remains

3 The PRA and the [iilitia were subjected to well-
publicised periodical 'manocuvres® with every per-
ceived American threat of invasion.

4 Selected captured documents belonging to the PRG were
released €irst on 4 Noverber 1983, and then on 14
Hovember 1983, by the United State as a Pgyops measure,
primarily to justify the invasion. The documents prove
more than anything else the ubiquity of the American
threat to the PRG. Major portions of the captured
documents were released in 1984 in a book form. See
Hichael Ledeen and Romerstein Herbert (eds.),United
States Department of 8 ate Grenada Documents
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that for three years preceeding the invagion, the United
States had been psychologically, and even militarily,
preparing for invading Grenada. Tho most conorote evidence
of this is provided by President Reagan's pronouncements

and the militai'y‘ preparations of the Pentagon.

The f£inal focus of the US psychological and military
endeavours was pinned down into conercte, comotive terms
around, tvwo instit-_.utions in Grenadas The Point Salines
International Airporty and the Saint Georges American Mediceal
School.

Reaqgan's Propaganda Blits

The psychological bagis for the irwasion began to be
1aid by the Roagan Administration from the moment it came
€0 pover in January 1981. PFor the noxt three years - till
the invosion -« the greatest power on earth was pitt:ed' against
one of the smallest. It was pure theatre. President
Reagan personally led the propaganda blicg against Maurice
Bighop and the PRG. By 1982 Grenada was repeatedly desige
nated as threat to American vital interecsts. In Pebruary
1982 Reagan t0ld the OAS leaders that Grenada was in the
“tightening grip of totalitarian 1eft®.> On 17 March he

8 Ronald Reagan, li¢c Papers o e nidents of
e United 3tates Janua Ju
Wa lnmn' DeCop GPO' 19 ’ ptz .



warned the United Btates Congress that the “cost of

ensuring ‘our security® against the “"New Cubas® will riaa.6

On 8 April, he told the OEC's lesders gathered in
Barbados that Grenada had the ‘Soviet Cuban trado mark®.’
By 1963, Grenada found constant mention in U.S.Prosidential
pronouncements, The aim of these pronouncements u.ras to
transform Granada into a plausible enomy - & danger to
the 'Hational Sccurity' of the United States.

Pt,Salincs Al t s A Suner Al

In March 1983 the world was told that it was not
nutmeg but American security that was threatened by Gtenada.e
In support of this thome it was asserted that 'a naval base,
a superior ailr base', was being built on Grenada to threaten
American Sea Lines of Communications (SLOGC), rofineries
in the Caribbean, and as an cirhead for reinforoing Hicarae
gua and Angola. To give credocnce to these claims, Reagan
in a televised address to the Zmerican people on 23 March
1983, calds

On the small 1slznd of CGrenada at the southern

end of the Caribbean chain, the Cubans with
Soviet financing and backing are in the process

6 Ibid.. Pe 313.
7 Ibid" pn4480
8 Ronald Reagan, “Strategic Importanse of El Salvador®,

Dopartment of State Bulletin (Washington, D.C.),
vol.83, n0-2073, April 1983, p-lg.
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of é an airfield M h 00 o)
AV, e

national comnerce and military lines Of comm

unication. Hore than half of all Americen o4l

imports now psss through the Caribbean. The

rapid build up of Grenada's military potentinl

MW%M

ig country of under 110,000 people and
tally at odds with the patterns of the

eastern Caribbean gtates, mogst of which are
unarmed.

- To convince the gullible American public of the
‘threat’ from Grenada, this speech was accompanied by a
digpley of satellite pictures of Pt.Salines'Atrport,lo even
though American students iiveﬁ barely a kilometer from it.
Sgtellite air photos tell the layman nothing. Dut vhen a
President'uses.them to make & point about national security
on national television, the psychological impagt cannot be
diacounted. The satellite photographs proved nothing e«
even the length of the airport, announced by the President,

apparently after the photograph had been interpreted,

o Ronald Reagan. “Peace and National Security Address
to the Nation", Department of State Bulletin (Washe

ington, D.C o) e vol.83, no.2073, April 1983, p.ll-
Erphacis added,

10 igidgatcllite photos of Pt.Salines sirport, see
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turned out to be off the mark by 1000 fects The Presidenw
tial inaccuracy was probably deliberatey it was helpful

in magnifying the f*throat?,

Point Saline Airport needs more detailed consider-
ation as it was both an objoctive and to an extent the
cauge of the Grenada var. The construction of the airport
at Pt.Salines, at the south-western tip of Grenada, was
begun by the PRG towards the cnd of 1979 with Cuban assige
tancc. At the time of the American invasion, 1t was 85

percent @ompleté. 1

The project had beon under consideration for over
25 years but nothing concrete had been done either by the.
British rulers or the Government headed by Galry. It was
the single most important construction work undertaken in
the history of the island. The eatimated expenditure of
$ 75 million was raised through loans and grents from a wide
variety of countries and institutions including the United

Kingdom and the European Economice Community. 12

The length of the runway was 9000 feet, fhe Ameriecan

assertion that it was larger was a deliberate act of

11 ‘Grenanda Adr Port Project Halted by U.S.Imvasion',

istion Week snd e Tech New York), vol.
119, no,19, 7 Novcrmbor 1984, p.26.
12 See, Ecumenical Programme for Interamerices Comrunie

cation and Action Task Force. Grenada the Pengeful
Reyolution (Washington, D.C., EPICA, 1982 ePe6D
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nisinformation. The Americans said the airport was too
large for the small island, and that it was intended for

13 Tne fact remains that the airport

military purposes.
had not a single facility that 1s associated with a
military airport, as Plessey Alrports Mmited.' the London-
based British Company which had been sub-eont};'acma to
instal all the operation subsystems, testified after the

{rwasion.t?

The British company representative said that
the sirport was meant for tourism, as the existing eirport
at Pearls was unsblo to take on the wide-bodied aircrafts,
such ss Boeing 747 -- a point that the PRG had been making
since the project was undertaken. The United States Governe
ment, however, rgmained unconvinced. The airport became a
major element in the American propaganda to convince the

world of the threat it posed to American ‘Naotional Security'.

Ironically, the first military use that the airport
was put to was by the invading American foreces. Through

it were inductcd soldiers and supplies for the invasion.

13 8imilar objections were not raised against airports,
with similar or more length, on the other islands
near Gronadae St.Lucie, Antigua, Barbados and
Trinidad havo all got airports which areflarge if /88
not larger, than Pt.Salines Alrport. “OECS Meets
in Grenada®™, Congressional Record-3en (Wasghin
ton, D.Ce)e vol,130,Nn0,26, & axc g DS .

14 "Grenada Ailr Port Project halted by US Irwvasion®,
ne.ll, p-260
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At that time there wore 636 Cuban construction workers
working on the airport. They were housed in barracks
constructed near the airport. These barracks too became
a major target for the Americen armed forces. In addition
to the Cubans, there were 17 employeeels of the British
Plessey Airports, at the time of the invasion. The Adrport
suffered considerable domages Plessey Alrports linmited
alone cloimed £ 1 million in damages.
Militarv Rehenrsalg for the Invasions
Exercise Cc Venture 198 4 198

The psychological preparation was accompanied by real
time military prepardtions for the invasion of Grenada. The
first military threat came in the form of contingency
planning for the blockade of Grenada in 1980. It was folle
owed in the next two ycars with elaborate exercises which
rehcarsed the actual invasion of Grenada. These exercises
- Ocean Venture 1981 and Ocean Venture 1982 « very
substantially conformed to the invasion plan. These
rehearsals, rmore thanozugther act, explain and put into perse
pective the Americen invasion of the island. The larger
of thege to exercises was 'Ocean Venture 1981'. It was

the largst combined services excrcise conducted by the

15 Ra,vmond w.auncan, ‘Grenoda’ in Richard F, Starr yede,
pn_1nt ‘t _,-J.m,"-*- ALI21X53
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Unitéd States during pecacetime since iorld War 11.16 It
lasted from August 1 to October 1S, 1981. The mahoeuvre
involved more than 100,000 troops, 250 ships, and 1000
aircrafts €rom 14 countriesy but mainly the armed forces
belonged to the United State. In one of tho fourephase
oxercise, the focous was on the Caribbean; In this phase,
sn island, codee-named Amber and the Amberdines (read
Grenada and the Grenadines) was labelled ‘our enemy in the
Eagtern Caribbean'. The scenario involved rescuing

S american hoatages' from *Amber', by an invasion irnvolving
the 82 Airborne Divisgion, 'Rangeta. and others, after
‘negotiations with the Amber government break down',

The site for the 'Arber' part of the exercise was
Vieques Igland, the America base next to Puerto Rico. The
terrain and size of Vieques island (designated ' Amber for
the exercise) is about the same as Grenada. In the exercise
the invasion of the island began on 10 mwst with a
simultaneous assualt by the 82 Adrborne Division, and a
marinc battalion, wﬁich were supported by naval gunfire,
helicopter gunships and carricr-based aircraft. Paratroo-
pers for the exercise were flown from their home basos in
the Unitéd States. The invasion force had its complement
of 'speclal forcea', such as the Ravy's SEAL Corrandos, and

16 EPICA, n.12, pp.123-24.
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other "guys tha£ do dirty tricks" from Fort Bragg. After
the 'rescue', sccording to the exercise scenario, American
troops were to remain behind 'to install & regime favour-
able to the way of life we espouse’.

In 1982, *'Ocean Vonture 1982' was held. It was
petterned exactly on the 1981 scenario. The troops that
took £leet were also the same / the 82 Airborne Division,

1 30COM, Marines, and *Military Airlift Command in addition
to the second fleet /. The purpnse of the exercise, accore
ding to the Commander of American Coribbean Commend, was
twofolds €irst, "to send signal to those people who are
friends and those who would oppose us in this part of the
world that we can p:ﬁject military ﬁarc-.-ca“'.W The second
purpose of the exercise waazxilitarj:ko prepare the troops
for the actual 'invasion', as an officer of the 82 Airborne
(which captured an airfield during the exercise) explained,
“gso that if ever we have to do it -. fight the real thing

-= we will be prepared®.i®

In 1983 therc was no ‘Ocean Venture'exercise / the

real thing took placeJ. but there were many other

17 Michael Klare, “The Reagan Doctrinc®, New Statesman
(Iondon) vol.106, no.2746, 4 Noverber 1983, pp.9-10.

18 Ibid.
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‘exercises's One of these was heold just a ronth prior to
the invasion. This exercise irvolved the capture of an
airfield by the 2nd Ranger Battalion by ai:bbrne assualt,
. in Ephrata, Wast ‘ngton. In the excrcise the 2nd Ranger
Battalion parachuted at night on a ‘airport’, cleared it
of building material, machines and equipment, occupied a
perimcter defense, after vhich aircrafts of Military Alre
14 £t Command landed troops on the airstrip. This was very
nearly the sequence of events for the capture of the

Grenadian airfi_e].d.lg

As would be expected, these military excrciscs caused
much alarh in Grenada. And Grenadas did the only thing that
1t coulds Raise the issue of the danger from the United
States at internstional forums (see Appendix A). It is not
surprising that by 1983, Maurice Bishop thought that

®"Reagan is the greatest disaster to hit mnks.nd".zo

As will be noticed, the constant factor in both
Ocean Venture 81 and 82, is the rescuing of American *Hogte
ages'. In Grenada the hostage factor was builtl into the

19 USSR Academy of Sciences, %&@imwm
Us Intervention (Moscow, 1 ¢ DeBle
20 Oris Scarle, “lMaurice Bishop on Destabilisation an

Intceview®, Rage and Class (London), vol.XV, no.3,
1984‘ pozc
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the situation by the existence of the 3t.George's American
This University

Medical School and University.#ith its contingent of

i Anerican citizens was =« for rchearsals as well as for the

invasion -~ to be the protext for the American attacke

Saipt G M |_Schoo

The Medical School was founded in 1976 by the
American entrepreneur, Charel R.Modica, who also was the
School®s Chancellor.?! The school charging § 6000 as
annual tuitlon fee, was intended for rich American students
vwho were unable to get into medical colleges in the United.
State on account of poor grades. There are over a dozen
such American mcdical educational establishments that have
come up in Mexico and on the small Caribbean islands in
need of American dollars.?2 The school in Grenada as such
was frowned upon by the Amecrican medical fraternity on
account of its indifferent stondards. It had about 630
students,most of wvhom were American citizens. The St.
Georges Medical School campus was divided into two parts,
Grand Anso- vwhich was near tho Grand Anse Beach - and
True Blue, which was about four kilometres « further South,

21 &'g 3& £ Learn {(Londons Europe Publications,
L] p. . D)
22 Dena Kleiman, "Island School Draws Many from the

U.S.", New York Times, (New York), 26 October 1983,
p.A-ZO.
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next to the new airport under construction. The students

enjoyed on the island a rcmarkable degree of freedom note
that

withstanding the fact/ President Reagan had dubbed the PRG

ag 'totalitarian’.

Economic Pressures

The American military threats were orchaestrated with
political and economic pressures, such as isolating Crenada
from its neighboursy placing obstacles in its attempts to
secure loans from international financisl institutions end
denying it & place in the America-sponsored Caribbean Basin
iniuatﬁve.23 Considering the range of activities that the
United States directed or inspired against the fragile PRG,
.what 18 surprising is not that the PRG scuttled and fell,
but the fact that it lasted so long. |

Events Leading to the Invasion

As can be imagined, these economic, psychological,
and military measurescast an ominous shadow on the politics
of Grenadae In an attampt to bridge the widening gap between
the PRG and the United States, Maurice Bishop went to

tWaghington in June 1983 in face of opposition from some of

23 Cynthioc Hamilton, "U.S.FPoreign Policy and Grenada®,
Race and Class (london), vol.XxvI, no.2, 1984,
PDe O=71e )



his party colleagues. As was to be expected, the visit was
abortive. Haurice Bishop met National Security Adviser
William Clark but was denied a meoting with President Reagane
He returned home dejected. Nothing much came out of the
trip, but it did exacerbatec leadership problems within the
nom, 24

Events in Orenada L th . p i

On Ogtober 13/14. 1983, Maurice Bishop was placed
under house arrest by a hardliner Leninist faction in the NJH,
led by Bernard Coard and General Hudson Austin. The ideolo-
gical disputes, and leadership wrangles in the M had been
going on for a year, and had been especially pronounced since
October 1982, vhen the powerful Bernard Coard had resigned
from the Central Committee over, amongaot other things, pover-
: sharing.zs The idcological and lcadership wrangles that led
td the arrest of Maurice Bishop and his subseguent killing
on 19 October, no doubt were acccentuated by the pressures
and problems that the PRCG faced as a result of the American

24 Duncan, Yearbook on International Communist Affnirg
198¢, p.129.
25 Por an insider's account of the political events

leading to the overthrow of Maurice Bishop, see
"Intervicw with George Louison s llew Jewel Leader

describes Revolutions Overthrow®, Communist Affai
(Cardi €€, UK), vol.3, no.4, October 1984, zgpE ."4"4"""14..5;3.
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Maurice Bishop’sz-’ killing by elements of the PRA,
on 19 October, after he had been freed by a Grenadien crowd,
led inevitably to internal violence and a military Governe
ment which provided the politically perfect moment for
American 1ntervention.za On the same day (October 19), it
- was announced that Grenada would be governed by a 16-man
Revolutionary Military Council (RMQ) led by General Hudson
Austine. The Unitcd States raised the lssue of the safety
of American citizens on the island on October 19, snd set
the ball rolling for the imvasion. HNext day, a 24-hour

curfew was 1mposed.29

26 "Harvest of Pailure in Grenada®, Hew York Timeg,
{(New York) October 21, 1983, P.A 34,

27 In addition to Maurice Bighop, three of his Cabinet
colleagues, a union leader and some 18 members of
the orowd were slso killasl.

28 Por a description of events conneccted with the murder
of Maurice Bishop, and the subsequent violence, see
®"Army in Grenada Takes Over Power”, W.
October 17, 1983, p.A 1y "From a Grenadian Diplormats
How the Party Wrangle led to Premier's Death", New
YOEk T&!EBS, October 30, 1983. poA 20.

29 The Anmerican governmcnt alleged that Cuba was behind
the coup and killing. But that was far from the truth,
FPidel Castro denounced the coup ond the killings in
no uncertain termg on October 20, 1983. An official
Cuban statcement saids “"No doetrines, principles or
proclaimed revolutionary positions, ané no internal
di sagreements, can justify the cruel actions that led
to the physical annihilation of Bishop and the group
of prominent, honest and noble leaders®, “Statecment by
the Communist Party and Revolutionary Covermment of

Cuba on events in Grenada®, The Current Digest of
Soviet Proas (Columbms, Ohio), vol.X00V, no.43,p.3e
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On 21 October tho LIC cxpreossed its groat conecrn

over a likely attack by Amorican forces, {n the moanwvhilo,
tho Anorican invasion foreo hed alroady started to concen.
troto in the neighbourkood of Gronsda, On 23 Qotobsr the
CARICO docided to concel trade agrscmonts with Grensde and
to expol it from tho community.go On the same day, four
membors of the seven menbor Organisation of Bast Caribbean

States (0ECS), undor Amoricon prossure, sent an invitation
in writing to the United States to intervenc in Grenada.al
On October 25, the United States invoded Grenada,

B8

Reymond M.Bnncan, ﬂ.%’ Pe 128,

The OECS members which were not signatories to the
invitation wvore Greneds, 8t.Kitts-Nevis, and liontserrat,
Janaica and Barbados not. nembers of Oub did
however sign the :mvitauon. See sldon Kenwor

ﬁa as Theatre" (How ox‘k
mr) vol.1, mo,3, Spring 1984, p.646, 4Ihe inspiratiodh
for the mita ol occme from the United States, The
Americen Ambassador to QiC8, Milan Bish, was present
throughout the deliberstiond by the leaders of the OCS.
Richard Hall, Higel Hawkes and Hugh O 'Shaugnessy and
Robert cheatyra "ihy Washington Lied®, fhe Observer
(London) October 30, 1983.
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Gaapter - XV
ITVASION

Every Military history is a tale of
violence and destruction out of all
relation to the requirement of combats
massacres on one hand and, on the other,
111 plamed and wagteful batiles that
are little better thon massacres.

FMichael walzerl

He blew them awaye
vice Admiral Jogeph

FMetecalfe Commander 2
of Joint Tagk Force 120,

Planning Proaess

Almost irmediately after Maurice Bishop was placed

under arrest on 13 October 1983 by General Hudson Austin

and hios henchmen, the United States cctivated 1ts long

rechearaed plans for the invasion of Grmada.a The €irst

to get into action were American diplomats in Borbados,

who as early as 15 October gtarted sending €eelers to the

local leaders for a joint ‘rescue misalon‘.4 Ironically,

Michael Walzer, Just and Unjust iors (New York,
1977), p.130.

Mark Whitaker and others, "The Battle for Grenads",
Hewsweek (New York) 7 November 1983, p.3l.

Gregory Sandford and Vigilante, Grenada 3 The
Untold Story (New York, 1984), p.d.

Ibid., Pe 11.
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the pretext at this stage to get into Grenada was to rescue
Bighop, the very same Bishop, who had till then been the
most of consistent target of American denunciations / and
much else]- in the Eastern Caribbean. Bishop, of course,
remained unrescucd. His death, at the hands of the Peoples
.Revolutionary Army, saved the Americans from tho embarrasse

ment of contending with him.

On 19 October, the US Defence Department issued a
Warning Order to United States M:Iaptic Command, Norfolk,
Virginia, tao initiate bpteparatlons and plans for the invas
ion of Grenads. Simultancously it was announced that Battle
Group CV 62 (5 ships) and Amphibious Squadron 1-.84 (6 ships
including 22 Marino Amphibious Unit) had been diverted to
Grenada £rom its original destination, Beirut vhere i1t wasn

proceeding to rolieve 24 MAU.>

The next day, 20 October 1983, the sitwtion in
Grenada was considered by the apex body of the Natlonél
Security Council (NGC), the Interagency Crisis Preplanning
groupe It found the situation in Grenada serious enocugh
for consideration by the NSC Special Situation Group. The
Group meeting which was chaired by Vice President George

5 Michael Byron, J., "Pury from the Sea ¢ Marines

in Grenada", Procec s US Raval X t Anna
v01.110, no. 5o Hay ToRT s el InstitutelAnnapo ua’mi
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Bush, met the same day and recommended that planning / and
preparation_/ for the *non combatant evacuation' (sic)
continue .. On 21st October a verbal imvitation from some
az'f”ézcs leader was sccured by Milan Bigh, US Ambasgsador to
the Eastern Carribbean. By late evening the request was
conveyed to President Reagan in Augusta, Georgia, where he
had gone for a weckend of golf. At 6.00 P.M., 22 October

the President gave his apioroval to the invasion.

In the meanwhile the Joint Chicfs of staff (JCS)
ordercd the US,Army's elite 82 Alir Borne Divigion and the
nowly created 1 Special Operations Command (1 SOCOM) to
start preparations for the invasion. On 22 October, the JC3
approved the invasion plan put up by the Commander in Chief
Atlentic Command (CINCLANT), Admiral iesley McDonald, the
operational commander of the invasion. The JCS told Admiral
Wenley HMcDonald thaot the invasion was to be launched no
later than early morning 25 October. The plan which the
JCS approved was an expanded version of what had been

conceived earlier.

According to the original plan, it seems, the invasion
of Grenada was to be undertaken only by the US Kavy and the
Marines. In the approved plan, the US army, the Airforce,
the Coagt Guard, ond a Caribbean Peace Keening Force (CPF)

were also included in the invasion order of battle. The



incorporation of the U3 Ammy ond Afirforce in tho order

o€ battle, a@mrding to neany reports, .Was largely due to
tho momeme by the thooe gervices for gotting o plese
of the action.® The inclusiogi}cgigbbean Peacekeeping Porce
of 300 men from Jamaica, Darbados end four OECS ptates was
purely for political reasons. It was o give the invaosion

o maltinational £lasvour.

On 23 October, tho fate of CGrenads wao scaleds Tho
merican diplomots in Barbados wore cble to get o writton
regquest for an US invasion of the islond €rom four out of

the sceven stateps that constituto the om:s.’

But more importcnt thon the dublous invitation for
the invasion, tho cvent that confirmed Preonidont Ronold
Reagon’s decioion to invodo Grennda wac the Bierut bombing
which killed 249 US Merines on that daye ©n 23 Cctober,
the invoacion plans were put on wor footinge A new corrand,
Joint Task Porece 120, under Vice Adnircl Joseph letealfe,
Cormander Second Fleet, who had been involved in the

3] JQ3, "JC3 Replies to Criticisms of Grenada Cperation®,
Army (Arlington, Va), vol.74, no.8, Zugust 1984,
PPe 30=31.

7 This invitntion loter bezame tho main legal basis for

the invasion. For n digcussion on the leoslity of
thig invitotion, gee Christgpher C.Joyner, ., “United
Stateo Action in Orenada s Ra“.lection on t:ho Iawfule
neso of Invasion™, Nmer J % £ I

(Sashington, D.S.), voil.76, no.1, January 1084,
Ppel37=144.
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Grenada invasion plans from inception stage, was createﬁ.a

The Commander of JTF 120 was given three taskss

(a) Protect and Rescue American citizens on
the island.

(b} Neutralise cnemy forces.

{c) Rostorc democracy on the :lsland.g

Order o ' e US o

By 24 October the following units and formations
placed under Commander JTFP 120 were polsed around Grenada,
and at airbasces in the United States and the Caribbean for
Urgent Fury.m {code name Cor the US invacsion).

(a) Battlec Group 62 (5 ships including alrcraft
carrier USS Indencndence with 70 aircrafts).

(b) Armphibious Squadron 1-724 (6 ships, including U3S_Guam
helicopter carrier, and 22 MAU - 1900 men).

{c) U.S. Coast GQuard Units.

(q) 82 Air Borne Division (Two Brigades, approximately
six thousand men).

Byron, S, p.124.

Ibid and Drurmond B.Ayres, "Grenada Invasion s A

Serics of Surnrizes®, Bew York Times, 14 Noverber
1983, peiA-1. |

10 The total figure involved in Urgent Pury 4is likely
to be detween 24,000 and 30,000. ®*U.S. Declarec
Grenada Hostilities endeds Troop !Hthdrawal Begin.
Cubans Returned®, Pagts on Pile (Mew York), vol.d3,
no.2242, 4 Hovember 1983, pp.B825=26,
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(e) 1st Special Operations Command (6000 men)

(£) US Air Force, mainly, Military Airlift Command
and 1lst Special Operations Wing (800 men).

(o) Caribdbean Peace Keeping Force (300 men).

Opposition on the Island

Against this amazing array of Forces, the Grenadians
People; Revolutionary Army had / on paper_? come 600 demorae
lised and confused soldiers, whose officers were more polite
iciang than professionals. In addition, there were about
2500 men 4in the militia, vhich even more than the army was
in a state of disarray. Por weapons the Grenadians had
mostly small arms. The only weapons of any significence were
6 ZU-23~2 Soviet anti aircraft guns, which were distributed
betwecen the two airports at Pt.3alines and Pearls, and the
capital city of St.Georges. These weapons had only been
recently scguired, and it is unlikely that the PRA had more
than rudimentry training in their use. In addition to the
anti-aircraft guns, tho Grenadian army had 12 12.7 mm guns,
6 BT=60 P APCs, and some 81 mm mortors. None of these
weapons, however, were used by the PRA in the defence of the

island. 1t

5 § m;itatz Baln;gg (mn&ﬂo Ixss, 1983)3 pp.ll&-?.
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The only other soldiers on the island were 43
Cubans, who had come to the island to train the PRA,
In addition to Cuban miiitary assistance team, there were
about 700 other Cubans, of whom the vast majority were
construction workers who were housed in pre-fabricated
barracks located on the northern fringes of Pt.Salines

airport.

There were no defence works on the island. The FRA
and the Cubans had failed even to dig trenches. It was
a costly failure, for which they had to pay dearly with
their lives.

U.S5.Aims and Obfectives

United States invasion aims were announced by
President Ronald Reagan on 25 October, at 9 A.M., four
hours after the American attack on the island had commenced.

The objective of the invasion, President Reagan said, weres

(a) to protect American citizens;

(b) to facilitate the evacuation of those who
wanted to leave;

(c) and to help in restoration of democratic
institutions. (12)

~

13 Ronald Reagan', "Grenada s Collective Action by the
' Caribbean Peace Force", Department of State Bulletin
(nghington, D.C,), vol.83, no.2081, December 1983,
Pe °




In justificotion of the invacion the President

Reagan gave three reasonss

{a) to protect innocent lives;
{b) to forestall further chaosp and
(e) to assist in the restoration of conditions

of law and order.{13)

The American military mission in Grenada can broadly
bo categorised undor two headss immediate and long-term.
The irmediate miosion was to rescues first, the American
students, who were mostly located on the two cénapuses of

- tho St.Georges Ancrican University at True Blue and Grand
Ange, and gecond, the Governor General, Sir Paul Scoon, who -
was located in the 19th century CGovernment house ovverlooking
St.Georges harbour, and some other sympathetic political
figures languishing in Grenada's only jall at Richmond Hill,
some two kilomeoters south of the Government House. The
rescue mission clearly involved a speedy and discrete ‘coun
de main operation. The long-teorm mission was to ncutralise
the PRA, MM gympathisers, and to install a CGovermment
according to state Department specifications. Clearly the
second mission was the recal aim of the invasion, the first
wag merely a justification for achieving it with the least
political f£allout. |

13 Ibid.
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‘The Invegion

Broadly, the Urgent Pury can be divided into four
phagsess Pre-invasion; assault, noppim;fand occupation,and

peace-kecping.

P b 4 sion Special Missi 3

The armed invosion of Grenada began on 24 October,
some twelve hours before D Day, 25 October, 1983. The
first US forces to land in Grenada were a get of at least
three teams belonging to the United State Navy's elite
Sea Air Land (SEAL) commando units. The SEALs slipped into
Grenada on board  owall specially designed boats, in the
still of the night on 24 October on a secret reconnaissance
mission to confirm details about topography, end troop

14

deployments. It was o military text book mission,

Of the three SEAL teans sent from the ships of JTF
120, which had by then encircled the island, one was directed
at Polint Splines, another at St.Georges, and one at the
Eastern Coast of Grenada, in the vicinity of Pearls Alrport.
Of the two mission sent in the area of Pt-Salines and St.

i4 The account of gpecial migsions on D minus 1 amd D
Day are baced primarily on, Byron, !dchael J,,"Pury
from the Sea 3 Marines in Grenada®, Proceedings US
Haval Institute, vol.l10, no.5, lay 1984, p.125;

JCS, "JC3 Replies to Criticisms of Grenada Operation®,
(Arlington, Va), vol.74, no.8, August 1984, p.31
and Failka, "In Battle for Grenada Commande Missions
Didn't Go as Planned", Hall Street Jou 15 Nove
ember 1983, p.l1 and Drumrond Ayres, “Grenada Imvagions
A Series of Surprises?, New York Times, 14 Nov.1988,

Lo e e LA A A
p.A. 1.
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-Georges, at least onc cnded in dipasteor. Four SBAL
commandéos wore owcpt by the turbulent Qatobor sca to a
watory grave. Tho ondeasvour of the SBEAL in ¢this orea os
& result rcmains unknown. Failure invoriably, at least

in tho military, inoplron scorecy.

The SEAL miasjon on the Bagt Coast, however, was

| o success, and oo o rosult rore dotails hove boen forthe
coming. Thoro the OBAL landed at 10 P.lle, climbed upto
the Pcarls Alrpore, ond oxfiltrated begk to rcport to JTP°
120 a full tuwo hours bofore tho cssault thot there were
two antiwaircraft guno and come PRA soldiers in its vici-
nity. The 3Eals also reported that the selccted beachheods

- was unouitable for arphibiouc lcmézinga.xa

Onc wondcrs why the SEALS were rickod vhen tho gamo
informotion could be had from theo hi-tcech ‘ncrial nourcesn'
or from Americaon diplomoto, cnd edtizens who hed ¢ free
run of the islond, till oo late as 24 Ostobor.

The ODAL efforts at last minute information gothe
ering wero also cupplcormented by AC 130 spcetre Gunships
which arrived ovor tho islond ot about 3,00 AWM. on 28
October, to kecp 4t under survelllence with its array of
Infroered ond low light telcvision camcras, cnd a plcothora
of guns. (tho gpeotre gunchips have 20 mm, 40rmm, =nd 105 ©m

18 Dyron, 1.5, De 125,
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guns aboard). The spectrc gunships reported that the
Point Salines sirport was blocked with construction equip-

ment and other obstacles.m

The information £rom the SBALs and spectre Gunships,
of lst gpecial operation wing ( 1 SOW), led Vice Admiral
Jogeph Metcal fe, onboard his flagship USS Guam, located
off the coast of Bastern Grenada, to meodify the plang for
assault. The 22 MAU emphibicuse-cum~helicopter assault in
the Pearls ailrport arca was altered to only a helicopter
apsault. The Landing Zone for helicopters was, shifted from
the airfield to the race course, Aabout 700 metres from the
Alrport. (Sce Map II). In the couth, the attack on Pt.

Salines was changed from alr assault to airborne aesault.r’

Agsault

At dawn on 25 October the invasion of Grenada was
signalled by o tremendous coordinated burst of fire from the
US Navy ships, A-6 and 7 attack aircraft from USS_Indepcndenae,
the spectre Gunships of 1 SOW, ond AH.IT gea cobra attack
helicopters of 22 iW. In coordination with this devastating

16 Henry Zeybel, “Gunships at Grenada®, Kational
gge%g Arlington, Va), no.295, February 1984,
pp.S 560

17 anp n.s' Do 125.
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aerial and naval attack, twenty helicopters mostly seakings
and sea cobras, of 22 MAU carried two marine companies
ashore from USS Guam. The marines landed without mighap and
gsecure 1 the Pearls sirport and the roads into Grenville, by
7.30 Peil., without suffering any casualties.le The Grew

nadians on the ground were not 50 lucky.

In the south clements of US lst and 2nd Ranger Battae
lions (about 300 paratroopers) paradropped at Point Salines
at 5.34 A.M., half gn hour later than schedulcd duo to
inflight detay.l? The dropping zone of thc Rangers was o
merce 300 metres from Cuban construction workors' battacks.
But the Cubana, vwho had small arms including a few light
machine, had orders €rom Fidel Castro not to shoot except in
self-defence. The Cubans obeyed their orders.zo The paraw
landing, and the subsequent gecuring of Point Salines aire
field, vwhich were supported by the spectre Gunshipg, were
completed without any American casualties. Within an hour

18 *Marine Gorﬁs Assault Chief Details Grenada Inwvasion®,
pe e liee! (!:Eshing‘bon. D.cc). Wl-s' 130042. 24
September 1984, pp.10-11.

19 Ayres.‘ n.l4, Pe

20 The Cubaon workers on the islend had only small arms.
They had constructed no fortificotion wvhatsoever.
Their orders were to fire only in selfedefence. The -
Cuban senior officer on the island, Colonel Pedro
Tortolo, cfiter the invesion, in an interview scid that
1f the Cubang had attacked first, they could have
rmassacred tho U.S. parachutists as thedir D2 was less
than 300 metres from Cuban positions. Havanag Home
Servicee “Cuban’s Return from Grenada s Statcment by

Tortolo®, BBC Surma £ lorl aat (Reding’
vol.7484, 7 lovembor 1983, pp. 951.1252.
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of the paradrop, at 6.30 Adl., C«130 hercules began to land
on the cleared airfield with the remainder of the Rangers,
in full view from the Cuban barracks. But the Cubans did
not respond, for if they had, the Americans would have
suffered fearful number of casualties vhile still enclosed

in their aircrafts.?z

At 7 A.M., the Rongers, supported by the uvbiquitous
spectre Gunships, began engaging thé Cuban barracks from
a distance of 700-1000 metresozz Efighteen Cubans were killed
in this gttack; 180 surrendered. By the evening of D.day,
the strength of surrendered Cubans had risen to 500.23 The
Cuban construction workors, mostly a middle-aged lot, did
not put up the kind of resistance that the American and the
Cuban propaganda said that they had. The Cubans exaggerated
the fighting prowess and courage of the construction workers
mostly on account of patriotism, the Americana because of
propaganda considerations, but primarily to justify the
invasion.

At 8 a.m., True Bluec Medical Campus, located just at
the edge of the runway, was contacted. The agtudents who had
been scared witless by the American attack on tho airport

21 Ibid.
22 JCS, Neby) pPe32e¢

23 Ayres, n.ld.
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were ecstatic at the' opportunity of escaping from the war.
One hundred and twentyfour students, almost all American,
wvho were there, were flown out the same day to the United

States, where they were recedved with great fanfare.

The segond Ranger Objective, Grand Anse Medical

. Campus, about 6 kilometres to the north of the airpore,
however, remained unscoured. It seems there had been a
planning snafus the Rangers were not told that St.Georges
University had two campuses. The Rengers, like the Pentagon,
the State Department and much of North i\me:ica, learnt of

this oversight to secure 'Grand Anse Campus' and *rescus

the American gtudents', from an American ham radio operator
at Grand Anse, who provided an unusually well-informed
ninning commentry on the progress or otﬁerwisa of US military

opetations.u

On learning that the majority of the American students,
who were at Grand Anse, were still not rescued, the Rangers

began to advance towords Grand Anse, but with neither dasgh,

24 Considering the role that the ham operators played
in providing information and guiding US operations
during Urgent Fury leads to a strong suspicion that
there were CIA operatives amongst the medical students.
In addition to the ham radio operator, there was
at Grand Anse a student who was in constant short-
wave radio contact with the US forces on the island,
*Under Pire Ham Radio operators Describe Invasion®,
New YO& Times, 26 October 1983. DQADZOO
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nor improvisation. 7The presence of the Cuban Construction

Horkers' barracks enroutc paralysed performance.

In St.Gecorges area, which was in the US Army's
Jurisdiction for operations, a number of goup de main
missions were planned. The U.3. objectives here were to »
rescue 3ir Paul Scoon from Government House, political pri-
soners from Richmond Hill Prison, and secure Radio Proe
Grenada (RFG)' and the Power Station. U.S. Navy's elite
SEAL commandos were to perform these duties. They were
assigned thé task of rescuing Sir Paul Scoon and securing
RFG and the pover station. Delta Force, US Army's high
profile counter-terrorist unit, was assigned Richmond Hill
Prison. US Air Porce's 1 Special Operation Wing was to
provide the air supporte Inspite of this array of special
mission specialist /or was 1t because of it_/, except for
securing the pover house all other missions ended in a

£iasco.

The most importent D=-Day mission, after s;zcuring the
American students, was clearly getting hold of Sir Paul
Scoon, the Governor Genoral, as he had an important role in
Justifying the invasion as also in congolidating it. The
task of gotting hold of hinm was given ¢t a team {(about 12
men) of commandos. The SEALs arrived over Government House
in o Blackhawk helicopter, eariy rorning D Day. The plan

was to land on the Government House tennis court, get hold
of Sir Paul Scoon and whisk him gway ¢t USS Guam, the
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. flagship of Vice Admiral Joseph Motealfe.2” But beyond
reaching over Government House, the SEAL plan went |

awry on every counte Mirst, the tennis court, which was

to have served as a helipad, was found to be too much ence-
losed by foliage. Az a result, the SEALs had to slither

down from the hovering helicopter. The delay and the noise,
ceused by the hcveri.m: helicopter, alerted and, one would
imagine confused, and frightened Government House police
guards and others in the noighbourhood. The result was that
there was panic-gtricken and asimless firing, as a conseguence
» of which, it is conjcotured, the hovering Blackhawk helicopter,
vhich was to whisk away the Governor General, beat a hasty
retreat leaving behind not only the Governor General but

his SEAL réscmers‘ Under any other circumstance this would
have been a disaster. But in Grenads it did not matter, as
the PRA had mostly deserted and the average Grenadian haé

no heart in the fighting, leave alone harming the Americans.
Por the next twenty four hours til)l the US marines reached
the CGovernment Hougse with tanksand AP, the SEALs and the
-Governor General remained unharmed and safe in the Government

House mmpoum!.z6

25 liinston Churchill, "Secret Steps that led to Invasion®,
The Timeg (London] 17 Pebruary 1984, p.l12.

26 Highly exaggerated accounts of the danger to SEAL comm-
andos left behind at Government House appeared in the
American presse Most were as a result of official press
briefing. Although the SEALs were in the Government
House for necarly 24 hours, not single SEAL begame a
casualty. The threat that they faced was entirecly &
work of overheated imaginations. To give aredence to
stories of PRA attacks and SEAL valour, Newswaek carried
a story to say that 10 out of 11 SEALs were wounded in
the defense of Government House. Thc story was a lie.
No SEAL was harmed. See thitsker, n.10,and JCS,n.6,p. 31,
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The Americans, howcver, taking no risks established
a gordon Sanitaire of serisl fire around the Govermment

Housge.

The gecond SEAL team wvhich was sent to take over RFG
moved in at first light, but failed to secure the radio
}station because of some confused firing from it. Prustrated
by the spotty resistance, the SEALs blew up the radio statioh.
V(The resulf wvas that it was not available for immediate

?SYOPB) »

US Army¥s Delta Force, the elite counter-terrorist
unit, which was to take Richarrmond Hill, did no better than
the S8EALs. It reached its objective in helicopters one
hour late at 061% because 1t could not get/tggcal time zight.”y
But after having reached, 1t unsccountably failed to take
Richmond Hill Jall even though it had been abandoned earlier

because of aerial attack.

By midday the reports of the failed special mission
started to pour into HQ JTF on USS Guem. The four £ailures,
= two of them erucial (faeilure to rescue the Governor General

and the American students at Grand Anse) - had an unsteadying

27 Harold Jackson, “Delta Force Good For Home lMorale®,
Guardian Week {ianchegter), vol.132, no.26,
eek ending June 30, 1985, p.6e.
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. 4mpact on the United States military hicrarchy. The imme-
diate result of the D-Day's frustrations weres Pirst, Armys
Marine corps operational boundry was altered and 8t,Georges
placed under Marine jurisdictions second, additional army
reinforoements were ordered into the ermy scctory third,
aerial effort against the island as escalated, and lastly
the failureswere blamed on entirely fabricated Cuban resise
tance. To give credence to reports of Cuban resistance,
the strength estimates of Cubangs on the island were hiked.

As a result of the mornirg’s frustrations, during
the sccond half of D.Day, the island was subjected to escae
lated aerial attacks by naval attack aircrafts, speetre
Gunships, and hclicopter gunship. Targets which suffered
repeated punishment were, the eighteenth-ccntury Fort
Rupert, the Prime Minister's House, Cuban construction work-
ers' barracks, Port Predrick, and the area around Grand
Anse and Government Housce The effect was devastating,
Grenada®s only mental Hospital was destroyed, in which at

leant 23 occupants were buried alive.z_a

28 Drumrond B.Ayres, "U.S5. concedes Bombing Hogcpital
in Grenada, Killing at least 12%, NHew York Times,
1 Rovember 1983, p.A.1 and Fichael T.Kauffman,
*Grenadians Are Searching Through Rubble of Agylum®,
New York Times, 2 November 1983, p.A.16,
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Concurrent with the air war, army reinforcements
continued to pour into Greneda. By the evening, in addition
to the two Ranger battalions in Pt.Salines, & battalion
from 82 Alr borne Division and a 300 men Caribbean Peace
Keeping Porce had slso boen inducted into Grenada through
Point Salines. This was just the beginning. In the following
three days snothcr five battalions of 82 Alr Borne Division

were to fallow ﬂsem.zg

The first nicght of the invasion was horrific. Curfew
was imposed over Grenada from the air, by AC 130 Gunships
and helicopters with night vision.ao The curfew was not
entirely successful, and on the ground theroc was tremendous
looting. Grenada'’s capital had Eallm under the sway of
hoodlums and lunatics from the borbarded hospital. The
civilian population suffered mch.n

D-plupel-Day

On 26 October operations began early. Preparations
for these had begun during the previous evening and anicht,
during which the 22 Marine Amphibious Unit except for one
conpany was moved to the Orenada’s Cast cost in helicopters

and amphibious ships.

29 JC3, n.b6, 90320
30 Henry, n.l16, p.55.

31 'US Triples its Forces on Grenada', Hong Kong Stag@.
(Hong Rong) 30 October 1983,
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The £irst mission on 26 October was launched by
the US Marines, who aftcor advancing in an armour column
{five tanks and about a dogen APCs) f£rom Grand Mal, a
beach two kilometres north of the capital, roached Govern-
ment House at 4.00 A.M.” This bottom-heavy and laboured
advance, punctuate@ with tank gunfire, rescued the Gover-
nor General, belstedly, at about 7.00 A.M. Immediately,
Sir Paul Scoon, and his family, were £lown to USS Guam,
where bleary-cyed but rolieved American Admirals and
Generals welcomed him, Rext déy. 27 October, the Governor
General's writtén invitation to imvede Orenade was made

public.

In the meanwhile, in St.Georges, the US marines,
‘quickl'y occupied the rubble that was once Port Rupert,
Richmond Hill, Fort Frederick, the Prime Minister's House,
and other bomb.blown landmarks of the capital. The presence
of Americen troops on the island was welcomed by many Gre-
nadlang, for it promised, not only an end to the borbing
but the nightmare of looting that had gripped St.Georges
during the last two days.

Purther south, in Point Salines area, which was under
the U.S. Army's operotional jurisdiction, opcrations were
not executed with tho same despatch as the US Marines had

32 an‘ Ne 5' Pe 128,



done in St.Georges. Grand Anse, the D-Day objecctive of
the Rangers, was not ‘reached £111 4.30 P.Me 26 October.
and vhen it was secured, it was not by ground advance, but
an 'Apocalypse Now' ~ type of helicopter assault, which
vas preceded by thick and lengthy barrage of aerisl and
ground .fire..” | The assault on Grand Anse caused many Grow
nadian casualties and destruction of many homecgand two of
Grenada's best hotelse But as there was no contest by the
Grenedians for elther the students or the campus, there
were no American casuvalties either arong the students or
the assault troops on account of the anticipated opposition.
But aAmericans did dies the cause was helicopter collisions.
In the Grcnada Har, like the dlsasterous 'Desert one'
rescue mission, more Americans died because of helicopter

and other accidents than from any other single reason.

The 224 daged American medical students at Grand Anse
were flown out to Point Salines (sbout 4 kilometers away)
in helicopters. From Pt.Salines they were token straidht to
the United States, vherc a herve's welcome was organised
for them. On landing in America, some students, in an
emotional display of patriotic surge, kissed the tarmac,
much like the returning Tehran hostages had done in 19860,

while TV cemera's recorded the event.

33 lihitoker, n.2, 90370
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By late erening all resistance by the Cubans and the
Grenadians [ it had, in any case, never been s&gniﬂcanej
ended, 3¢ Most American objectives had beon securcd, and
over 600 Cuban had been made prisoners of war. The Sovict
and Cuban embagsies, which had both guffered on account of
the air war, had becen encircled. But still, the link-up
between the US aymy and the Harinos on the ground had not

taken placo.

M objective sascsoment of the situation on the
island at this time would have demanded that hostilities be
ended, But that was not to be. The Grenada war was prow
longed for another seven days, for propaganda reasons, and
to ensure that US occupeation of the island was of a more
permancnt nature than a mere rescue mission would have

cntitled it o be.

D-plus-2-Day
On 27 October, the United States military commend,

more surc of itself than on the first two days of the war,
brought 15 selected American journalist to the island to see

34 Drumrond B. JAyres, "US Officers Give Invasion
Detalln®, New York Times, 9 November 1983, p.A-l3.
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the United States military in action.3 On this day, the
US Command launched three attacks on objectives vhich

had been long abandoned and which had little toctical or
any other significencc. Two of these objcotives -~ Richmond
Hill Jall and Port Predrick -~ which were assigned to the
marines had, in fact, already been secured.as The third
objective was Calvigny Barracks (see Map II) which was
assigned to a freshly inducted battalion of 82 Air Borne
Division.

All the threc attacks were highly stylised heliborne
agsaults, designed primarily to impress onlookers with the

povwer of the Us armed forces.

All the threoe attacks were, of course, successful.
All caused casualties, but only on the Grenadians, except the
82 Air Borne assault on calvigny Barracks, which was supported
by evory single weapon system in Grenada, including 155 mm
howitzers. In the American attack an Calvigny barracks 12
U.S. soldiers were injured by a S00 gound - A=7 bomd which on
account of flawed ground air radio links and instrumental
crror fell on tho Americans instead of the intended target,

the Grenadianse

35 For a discussion on the Reagan Administration's manage-
ment of the media in the Grenada War sce, Drew Middleton,

"Barring Reporters from the Battle Picla®, N% %gg Times,
Kagazing (New York, RY) February 5, 198 , pp. 36=7.
36 Richard Hall and Nigel Hawkes and Hugh 0'Shaugnessy,

“Cormonwealth Puts Heat on in Grenada Row®, The Obserye
(London) 30 October 1983,
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In the cwwening, when the reporters were flown back
to Bridge town, Barbados in Ce130 Hercules of the United
States Alr Force, the sky over southern Orenada was thick
with amoke of the day's war. The gelected media were impree
ssed by the stage-managed war. Next day the world press
carried hcadlines in bold print of ‘Heavy Pighting' and
. 'Ditched Battles® .o '

0 tio the I da

Between 28 October to 2 November, when the United
States Secretary of Dofence Cagpar  Weinberger declared that
hostilities had ceased on the island, the US army was
engaged in ropping up of ‘suspects’ (PRA, militia, and B
members) , occupation of the island, instituting population
control measures, and in generally consolidating their hold

over the ialand.

On 31lot, 22 MAU, after cxecuting a dramatic motorised
movement along Grenada's coastal roads from Crenville and
St.Georges, concentrated in Sauteurs, the small coastal
village on Grenada'’s northern ti,p.""‘8 The seme evening, 22
MAU left for Carriacou, the mini~island 32 km, north of

EYi “US Troops Make Pinal Assault on Grenada, Army
Barracks Seized”, Indicn Exnress (New Delhi) 28

Cctober 1983,
38 Byron, N«5, p.129%.



94

Grenada for its laost mission of the war. At Gawn on lst
Fovember 22 MAU exccuted a heliborne cum amphibious assault
on the island. The asseult was uneventful. Sixteen Gremo-
diang, lebelled PRA soldiers, were captured. Next day, 2
November, 22 MAU was relieved, by units of 62 Air Borne
Division. On the psme day thc war was declared ended and
it was anmounced that 22 MAU had left for Beirut, itc origi.
nal destination.

In the meanvhile, the 82 Alr .Bome Division, which
had been following in the weke of the marine corps advance,
undertook a numbeor of ’sc?arch and deptroy’ missions in the
interior, hilly arces of Grenada to hunt out gquecrrillas.

' No guorrillas were found but Bernard Coard and General Hudson
Austin were captured. The vhele Guerrilla war denger, which
had surfaced on the 27/28 October, was a rosult of ovore
heated imaginations rather than objective intelligence

assessmentse Y

'Beace Keeping (3 Nove = 15 Dec.)

The snrouncenent ending the war 14 not end U.3,
military endecvours on the island. The 'search and destroy'

rissions continucde The encmy now became *small individual

39 James Peron, "82nd Airborne lMoves into Reploce the
Marime 0%, New York Times, 1 Hov ember 1983,



bands in the mountains'’ and 'suspeots' and ‘snipers' in the
towns and vulages.“ | Maj.General Jack Ferris, Deputy
Commander XVIII Air Borne Corps, who had relieved Maj.General
EGward Trougbaugh, as commander USPG, said on 8 Novenber
that snipers and *small commando groups' of Cubang wore
st111 batlling U.S. foreecs. The battle by these commando
groups was rather ineffectual, for they werc unable to

cause any casualties. On 8 lbvember the Commander USFG

was still preoccupicd vwith directing a sweep by 2000 US

42 ven as late as 18 Novow

troops to fish out the Cubans.
mber the Cubans had not been got rid of, and US casuclties
were being 3scribed to ‘snipers’ a2

the
Simultanecusly with/scsrch for commandos in the

mountainsg, the U.S. military launched a number of measures
to deal with the suspects in the towns ond villages.
Stringent ‘populstion control measures' were instituteds
road blocks were establisghedy house-to-house searches were

undertokens curfew was imposedr and computer lists of

et

40 Bernard Weinraub, "G.Il.'s on Island Settling Down
to Police Duty", Hew York Timeg, 3 lNovember 1983,p.Al.
41 Drummrond B.Ayres, *"US Officers Give Invasion Detalls®,
New York Times, 9 November 1983.
42 The wounds were, however, described as slight, not

even necessitating lmsgitalisauom "Grenada Sniper
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! sugpeetas' wero made.d? Eventuolly over 1000 Crenndions
wore deotained, 1.c0. ono male é:‘i’ult Grenadlan in cvory tsentys
five. ané as was t be oxpested, the dotaincd suSpeetsc were
not unifornly  well trcateds There werco allegotions of
infringernent of humon rightse The Ammesty Intornational highw
lighted tho problem in o lottcr to Prosident Reagone The
sugpcets = alost crory oneo associatod with the PRE end the
WM .« wore cotegorised into throe lots aecording to thelr
rolichilitys thoso wvho were found to be *no risk® were put
into lict Ay tchoce about whon informoticn was inadegquateo,
were classificd ac “"unccrtoin® and put in list By and those

who wvere 'hard. coro corrunist' wore placed in liot c. % _

.43 *Data® on ao mony as 4000 CGrenodlens wan gathered ond
£od into corputors. "Intervicw with Gecrge Louisons
ﬂw chal Leaescr Describes Revolution's Overthrow®,

; {Corat £€) vol. 3,n0.4,0ctober 1964,

44 A total of 1,130 Crencédlans were detnined by U3 Forces
in Crenndne During the detention, scereening cné inte
crrogation wng eorricd cut by the 810 Military Inte-
lligcneo Battolione [ost of those who were crreated
were merbero 0f the former governments Among those
detained wns Berncrd Joord, deputy leader of the DRGy
Seluyn dtrochon, former Hinistor of lobildsztion in
the PRGp ond Coneral budson. Bernard Coard ond his
wife, wecre particularly singled out for harsh rensures,
They were naée to roll over ant henps ond dung. Later
they were locked for 9 dayo in a stecl cage unéer the
nolsy engine room of U3 Cusme Amncsty Internationnd
{London) wrote twice (4 Nov. cndl? ove) ¢ Cresident
Reagon nrotosting the ‘cruel, inhuron or degrading
trontnont® moted out to those under arrests U3 outhe
oritics EGeniecd cny 4ll=treostment. On 16 ov.US authe
oritics h ndcd over thoze dotaincd to Croncdion cuthe
orities, vho in tho recntice had passed o *Dreventive
Detention Grdinongse', thich nerpitted the Gove.to

mst. onyono umhont ooeribing reacons. ce :

) Demost 1984 (London, drnesty Intcrn-tional
iong, 19€2) , m.lsavl.ss.
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Those who werc unlucky enough ¢to get thelr names on lists -
B and C became post-war pariahs; many till todey remain

unemployed. 45

The human problan caused by the Grenads war was
not only on acc'saunt of postewar neutralisation of suspects,
There were war refugees too. The war rendered 1400 CGrense
dians ~ men, women and children refugeea.“ The number of
refugees for such a short-duration war, vwhich hag been
classified as a Low Intensity Conflict, was indeed very
large. In the Indian context it would mean almost 9 million
refugees. The larée number of war refugees werc primarily
on account of 1ndmcriminate U.S. aerial war and confused
psyops ingtrvctions. The refugee exodus started from about
mid-day of 25 October, whon the serial attaclks against the
1sland were escalated. The maxirmum movement was towards
Point Salines, the American base, which was the only haven
against alr attacks. The refugee movement was aggravated,
ne doﬁbt, by the confused directions contained in the pro=-
pagonda leaflets dropped on the island on 25 October and
sgain on the 26 and 27 October. The 25 October leaflets

45 Louison, n.43, p.456.

46 Richard Halloran, ®1000 US paratroopers leave Grenada",
13 December 1983, p.A~3. and Alex Brunner, "“Grenada
Pax Americsna®, Telearaph (Calcuttal), 14 November
1983,



advised Grenadians to stay in their homes. The next day
1% was contradicted by new leaflets which advised them to
evacuate their homes.m This change of mind was probsbly
maésioned by change in operational policy. After the
firat day's frustrations in Saint George's ares, homes
had, it scems, become possible targets.

In addition to population control, the other fcatu-

v48 encompassed actions in political,

res'of the 'Peace Plan
economic, psychological and civic action ficlds. On 9 Nove
ember an interim Government wag anmpounced by Sir Psul Scoon,
the only pre-war leader to survive the events of October.
Leadership for the interim governmcnt was imported from
amongst expatriate Grenadlang, who had been untouched by the
stigma of the NJM.‘Q The actual day=to-day msnagecment o£
the country, however, remained in American hands -« more
specifically in the hands of Richard Gillespie, who was
£lown to Grenada in the wake of the invasion. He wag, ¢o

begin with, destgnated as the American official liaison to

47 "Diary of an Invasion®, Race snd Cless (London),
vol.XXX, no.3, HWinter 1984, p.24.

48 Rosenblum Jonathen, "Grenadian Dilerma s Lingering
Questions about U3 Occupation®, The New Republic
(Washington, D,C,), 9 January 1984, p.1S5.

49 Por the important postetinr ovents see Grenadian
chronology at Appendix .
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the interim govemmaxt.se The immediate cconomic measure

constituted the sanctioning of § 3.4 mtllion *disaster

renef'.sl Civic action mcasures were oocrdin_ate& by USAID

officials and to begin with executed exclusively by 82 Alr

borne Division Engineers and others. Psychological mesp=

ures were by and large left to 1 psychological operations
of 1 S0COM,.

On 15 December, the US announced that it had withe

‘drawn all combat troops from Gra:ada.sz The 300 US 'non=

combat® troops that remained after the withdrawal were

placed under a new commend called. United States Military
Support Element Orecnada (USMSEG). 33 The USMSEG, located

51

52

53

Richard Gillegpio, .+ before the invasion was
Deputy Asgistant Sccretary of State. He was closely
involved in cvents lesding to the invasion. Power

was primarily in the hands of Gillespie and Maj.
Genoral Jack Parris George Alan, "Scoon and US *‘run
Grenada'”, New Statesman (London) 16-23 Decenber 1983,
p.S.

*AID Administrator McPherson's statement, Nov.2,
1985"%, Denartment of State Bulletin (Washington,D.C.)
vol.83, no.2081. Decenber 1983, pp.??-‘ls.

All US troops were to be withdrawn from Grenada
within 60 days of U3 invasion in terms of stipulation
fixed by US Congress under the !Ar Powers ACt. Sec
Ronald Reagan ’Letter to the Congress Oct.25, 1983'
of Statg Bulletin, vol.83, no.208},Dec.
waﬁhiﬂgton. QCQ)' November 1983,

Cene Harper, “Duty on the Spice Island”, Zoldiers
(Mex&ndtia. Va). VOltago mogg polﬁ.
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itself in Grenada's swantiest hotel, the Grenada Beach
Hostel, ($ 100 per day). The USMSEG comprised a military
police company, a medical clearing company, an aviation

ambulance detachment and most of 1 psyops Battalion.

In addition to U.S. troops, the Grenadian Garrison
had 320 soldiers from Jamaica, and 200 from the OECS
states (Barbados, Dominica, Antigua, St.lucia and St.
Vincen_t).,s4 Incidentally, the Grenada Garrison of 820
soldiers would be as visible in Grenada as 6 million

foreign soldiers in India or about 1,30,000 in Afghanistan.

This foreign garrison is still there - two years
after the inmvasion. There are, however, plans to replace
it with 560 locals trained by US gpecial forces in
American military methods and ideological orientation.ss

54 Keesing's Contemporary Archives (London), vol.XXX,
_ NOe«o, 5 M&Y 1984' p0328490

55 On 7 February 1985 US announced that all foreign
troops would be withdrawn by end September.
Pacts on File (New York), vol.d5, no.2313, March
220 1985‘ Pe 215.
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Chapter - V' 1@1

CORCLUSION

Grenada 4s like a kernel of corn that a
bear has seized, and the kernel is giving
the bear indigestion. Imagine how Al f€i.
cult it will be to swallow a whole ear of
COLMe

Tomas Borge,Nicaraguan
Minister of Interior(l)

US Soldiers® boot prints on Grenaéa's soil

do more than the HX will do to make US
power credible.

George p.mnz

In the unpeemly elation and jingoism following the
Grenada victory, a White House official, echoing George
P.Will's sentiment, declareds "After Grenada any thing is
Open".3 Is 1t? Not many are convinced. The Nicaraguang
and the Cubang vho followed the course of the Grenada Wax
closely, and who were supposed to be warned by the American
victory, were unimpressed. Immediately after the Grenada
War, the editor%gmg!s_ interviewed the Nicaraguan head
of security, Tomas Borge. 7The American editor asked the

1 Larry Martz, "Next Target s Nicaragua?", Newgweek
‘Hﬂw YDrk)' 10 Hovcmber 1993' p«.lﬁ.
2 George F.Will, “The Price of Power®”, Newsweek

{New York), 7 November, 1983, p.39.

3 Cited in Fred Helliday, ©“Ominous Lesson of Orenada®,
Times of Indin (New Delhi). 27 December 1983.
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Ricaraguan leader 1if Nicaragua could defeat the United

States? Tomas Borge, without so much as batting an eyelid,

replieds ‘Absolutely“.4 He explaineds

The american government may have a great
technological and military capability far
superior to curs. And the resistance we would
offor with our technology will be insufficient,
But later therc will still be hundreds of
thousands of armed men throughout the country
who will ambush an occupying Army with every
sten 1t takes. '

The philosophy of the prolonged popular war

i5 the only one possible heores. A men with a
rifle is rmore dangerous than a tank becausgse

tank 18 limited in its mobility but the man

with the rifle can thrust himself in any loce-
tion. (5) .

Tomas Borge could just as well havo gald that in a
people’s war a man with the rifle is also more versatile,
and in the long run more dangorous than c multimillion

dollar helicopter gunshipe.

Clearly, the American military performance in Grenada
failed to impress many. This i1s ironical considering that

one of the aims of the war was to do just that.

Tho faillurc of the American victory to impress may
be attributed primarily to two reasons. Pirst, the phenomenal

4 *We are not a threat to the US®, Newsweek, 14 Novem-
ber 1983, p.l3.

5 Ibid,
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effort that the United States had ™ use to cnoure victory,
and, secondly, the fnept way in vhich the mammoth American
military instrument was applied in Grenada. ‘Urgent Pury’,

all thinds considered, was more fury than anything else.
It had the subtlety of a sledge-hammer, and the discrotion

of a Caribbean hurricanc.

The 'Indirect approach' « the economical way in War =
was prominent by its absence in Urgent Fury.s This was
reflccted in an excossive use of forcer the hesitant advancey
the high civilian casualtiesy and the hamhanded efforts at
‘population control' and ‘reality management'. Tactically,
the absence of tho *indirect approach'® was reflected in the
over-reliance on Alr war to accomplish objectives which
- could have more cfficiently been undertakcon by tho infantry.
The.d.ndirece approach in LIC, amongst other things, demands
good human intelligences minimum forcos minimum raterial
and human dartgey and, rore than anything else, subordinge
tion of technology to the purpose of war. A&z the goals
of war are related to pcople, it demands that technology be
huranised by being placed in the hends of those who are

6 *Indircct Approach’ - & term coined and made famous
by Liddell Hart -~ is essentially a gsychological
concept. PFor what indircet epproach means see
B.H.Liddell, Hzrt, é?ms_&mL_._..a._ms__ms.' The Indirect A h
{London, raBer, 1967}, ppe16,19,24-26,.
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thoroughly indoctrinated with the idea that the purpose
of violence in LIC is not meorely to dispense destruction,
but to dispense it in a politically acceptable way, .0,
with discrimination.

The American military, with its techno-management
bias, is often prone to forget that violence has a human

context, As Jeffery Record, the Pentagon watcher, notest

The American military is culturally, as well
as by professional training and education,
prone to disregard the fact that war remains
first and forcmost & human cncounter - notwi-
thstandt ng advance in weaponry.(7)

If in Grenada the war was better managed than lecd,
it 12 not surprising. It is merely a refleétion of the
dominant pathologf that afflicts tho Americen military
machine, in vhich professional rewards go more to managera
than leade;rs«. And as far as the‘ management of the Greneda
war was concorned, it was superlative, FPew countries couvld
have moved so many, over so many kilometers, with all the
paraphernalia of war, in such gquick time. It was irpree
ssive, but alas, unnecessary and counterproductive, for
it exposed their vulnerabilities. It stretched American
military power thine. As g Stateo Department officinl

7 _ deffroy. Record, . . _}, “After 35 years. Can U3
make wWar Even 1f it Jants to?", The Guardinsn Heekly
(}1anchester) S February 1984.
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ohgewedt

Grenada came to0 close to our worst-case
scenarios. The top brass can see how hard
it would be on bigger scale.(8)

In recognition of the difficulties faced in engin-
ecering what the New York Times called a 'flyswat victoxfy".g
the United States has embarked on an extensive egxpansion
of its interventionist forces, Special forces alone have,
since the end of the war, been expanded from 4000 to
6000.° |

The great lesson of the Grenada war, thus, is that

the power of even a superpower is limited. And that the

8 Cited in Time, 14 November 1983, p.l3.
-] *Grenada High', New York Times (New York) 2 Noveme

bero 1983’ p.%z.

10 Other measures announced te improve the LIC
posture of the United States that followed in the
wake of Grenada War weres the forrmtion of & new
special operations Aviation Task Forces the procu
rement of more AC 130 combat Talon aircrafts, and
a new naval special warfare crafty steps to improve
. ..« specicl operation training, language,Skills,
area orientation, and the creation of Joint Special
Operations Agency to develop "truly effective joint
special operations®™, In financial year 1984 defence
authorisation provided for about h=21€ a billion
dollars for special operations. Clinton $chemmer,
H, 'Housc Panel Formcd to Oversee Special Operation
Forces®, Armed Forces Journal (Washington, D.C.),
October 1984, pp.l5-18,
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United States, notwithstanding its panoply of powver, 18
unlikely to rush into foreign intervcntions, as frequently
as many in the American CGovernment would wish it to do.

But this by no means herslds days of American innoe
cence., Par from it, On the first anniversary of the
invasion of Grenada, Secrctary of State George Schults
gave 8 call to Americans to pursue an active strategy. He
salids

He must reach a consensus in this country

that our responses should go beyond passive

defengse to consider means of active prevens

tion, preemption and retaliation.(1l

A month after Shulte's call for en activist poliecy,
the Defcnce Secretary, Caspar W.lleinberger, outlined *six
major tests' for 'use of US Combat Porce abroad'’. The
foremosot test for foreign militery intervensions was, as
was to be expecteé in the post-Grenada era, guaranteed
victory. As Weinberger explaineds

If we decide 1t is necossary to put combat
troops into a given situation, we should do
80 wholeheartedlg[. and with the clear intene
tion of victory.{12)

11 *Terrorism in the Modcrn torld®, Survival (London),
vol.XXVIX, no.l1, January/Pebruary 1985, p.33.

12 Por the other five tests see, “The Uses of Military
Power®

3 val (London), vol.XXVIX, no.1l, Janu
F@ruai'y ,,%ﬁ%,‘_lp.ad. ¢ VO ’ » January/
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can ‘
If anything that/be deduced about future policy

with regard ¢o thirdeworld interventions, it is, that

the United States is more obsessed with success and victory
than with purely ideological issues. In future it is morxe
likely to be guided by the pursuit of quick, decisivo,
Grenada-type victories, than by anything else. As the

real world offers few such opportunities, it may be con=
jectured that the American use of force will not ¢go beyond
symbollic acts such ass the skyjacking of the Egyptian
Alrliner carrying the Achillo Luaro hijackers —- which
revealingly has been dubbed by Newsweck magazine as Reagan's

Second term Greﬂada.IB

Beyond America's preoccupation with Lts image (and
ctedibiuty)‘o the Grenada war has established a dangefous
new precedent which has added a new dimension of uncertain-
ity in the conduct of intcrnational relations. It nceds ¢
be reiterated that the United States invaded Grenada without
so much as a8 warning or consulting the United llations, the
Organization of American States, the United Kingdom (The
British Queen, it may be remembered, was the head of sgtate
of Grenada), or any other of its NATO on other allies. This

13 The forced landing of Egypt Afr 737 aircraft by
UeBSe=TF=14 at Sigonella, Sicily in October 1985, tri-
ggered off a Grenada-type upsurge of public approval
in the United States. Both Time and Newsweek called
the episode Reagan’s gecond term Grenadz.

Morton M.Kondracke, "luck'O, the Sippers Reagan has
been winning o lot letely”, Nrwoweek, 21 October
19850 9;27-
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flouting of norms and sensibilities of international
organisations and allies is without precedent. As can be
expected, it upset many, and, worst of all, it hag left
behind a legacy of uninhibited unilateralism.

Ominously, the first country to take advantage of
the Grenada legacy was none other than the internationsl
outlaw, South Africe. On 6 December 1983, South Africa
imraded Angola. In justification of its new war on aAngola,
the South African Rogime cited the American invasion of
Grenada. The chief of the South African Defonce Poraes,

General Constand Viljoen, saids

Az little ao the US 2an afford a Grenada
sitting on its doorstep, so little can we
aellow in our bordering territories tho encaics
of the people that we are protecting to have

a Sagte blanche.(14).

14 Allister Sparks, "Pretoris Plays The Gremada Card®,

Amrits Bazaay Patrika (Calcutta) 12 Jenuery 1984.
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GRENADIAN CHRONOLOGY

Date — EBrent

7th Pebruary Grenada gained independence from the UK,
Eric HMathew Galry naned Prime Ministor.

.13¢th March Gailry overthrown in & bloodless coup led by
Maurice Bishop, the leader of the NJUM
FPormation of new Peoples Revolutionary Cove
ernment (PRG) announced. Gairy was absent
in New York, where he had gone on 12 March
to address the U.N. on UFOg.

14th March 8ir Bric Gairy, requested help €rom the
British government to oust Maurice Bishope.

21lst March Barbados ., Guyana, Jamaica recognised new
governments

23rd March The Us and the UK announced recognition of
the PRG, But no Ambassadors were oxchanged
beotween Grenada and the US,

8th April Maurice Bigshop asked the United States for
sccurity assistence against threats of coune
ter coup from U3 baged Sir Eric Gairy.

10th April The U.S.aAnbassador, Mr.PFrank Ortiz, handed
over a written warning from his Government
to the PRGe. It seids "we would view with
displeasure any tendency on the part of the
Grenada to develop closer ties with Cubaf%

13th 2pril Maurice Bishop, in an address to his country-
men declared "MNo country has the right to
tell us what to @ or how to run our country
or who to be friendly with - .', UWe are not
in anybody's backyard."

16th April Grenada and Cuba established diplomatic
relations.



Date

8¢th May

13th Junc
6th July

1ith July

6th Scptember

13th Septembor

2néd Septenber

10th October

l1éth October

4th lovenber

4980
19th June
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Event

Maurico Bishop accuged the CIA of plotting
a campalion of "arson and violence" against
Grenadae Mourice Bishop outlines the *'The

Pyromid Plon of the CIA' to attack the PRG,

Pinance Minister of Grenada cloimed Cairy
was reeruiting mercemaries in the US for
invading Grenadae.

Washington Post revealed that the U.S.Natioe
nal Security Council (NSC) had considered
plans for blodhding Gremada.

‘PRG signed a two year technical assistance

pact with Cuba.

Pi1, Maurico Bishop, addressed the 6th Sumit
Confercnce of the Hon-aligned Movement in
Havana, Cuba, where he told the agsermbled
leaderpg that the threats from US ¢o Grenada
continued. Grenada was clcgted to the NAM
Coordinating Buresu.

Diplomatic reclations establighed between

- Sovict Union and ¢the PRG,

PRG onnounced plans to construct Airport at
Point Salines with Cuban help.

Prcodident Carter announced the establishmes
nt of nevw 'Caribbean Contingency Task Force'
to combat "possible comrmunist domination®.

Plot to assagsinate, P! Maurice Bishop
uncovereds 20 persons arrested, including
the opposition leader lington 'thyte.

Prirc MKinigter Maurice Bishop announced that
sixteen conspirators werc arrested for cons-
piring to overthrow his Government with the

oid of a US sponsored seaborne invasion.

A bomb aimed at assassinating Haurice Bishop
exploded at a rally in St.Gcorges. Three
killed and 110 wounded. flame evening in a
gpecch on Radio Pree Grenada, Maurice Bishop
held the US responsible for the bombd

attacke 1> 17 - Erer,



Date

24'!:!1. June

2nd July

1081

l1st January

13th March
29th March

19th June

Augusgt

August o
15th October

26th august

111

Event

US Embassy in Barbados categorically donied
that At had anything to do with the blast
on 19th Junc.

Theo PRO gmbassador to UH gont a formal diple
omatic note to all the missioni alleging
that ®"imporialism and 4ts local ogents had
attempted the murder of Prime Minister
Haurice Bishdp®.

In 8 speech at a meeting of the Comrmonwealth
Caribbeon Poreign Minisgters, Bishop charged
US wuith trying to overthrow his government
and cited a "three stage CIA plotW.

U8 urged BEC governments not to give finane
cial aid for the Pint Salines International
Alrport.

Haurice Bishop told his countrymen in en
address over RFG that the US hal declared
Economic and Propaganda Jar against Grenada.

Mourice Bishop in a rally in St.Gcorges dise
¢losed US hand 4in counter revolutionary
procctures against Grennda. He gaids "“that
we are facing today in other words, is the
full might of UJ imperialisn." KHa labelled
8CIA" as *Truc cneny of the Poople'.

The PRG launched ¢ world-wide diplomatie
initiativo to solicit help in preventing U3
invagion, which lMaurice Bishop thought would
occur no later than Novenber 1, 1981,

The U,S. 2 flcot, 82 Air PBornc Divinion, ond
Army Rangers participated in an Exercise
*Ceesn Venture'8l Exercise practisced vlans
for invasion of Grenada on Viemue~1lsland near
Puorto Rico.

Bishop charged that tho rcecent US and RATO
military excrcises in the Caribbean were a
prectise run for an invasion of theo islend.
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Date Event
2nd August The Grenadians participated in the *Herves

9t¢h lovember

1st Decembor

31lst Decerber

1982
24th Pcbruary

13th March

8th April

10th April

26=28th July

8¢h October

of the Homeland' manoeuvre in response to
threat of US invasion posed by Ex-Ocean
Venture 81.

Bishop claimed "irrefutable proof” of US-~
planned invasion.

The US announced formation of the Caribbean
Force Command. The responsibility of this
command extended to all the Caribbean islands
and adjacent waters, the Gulf of Moxico, and
portion of the Pacific Ocean bordering
Central America, The Caribbean Forces Comme
and is the primary planner for all joint
military mattcrs in the region, p.9%4.

Iragq oxtended § 5 million loan to finance
Point 3alines airport.

The President Reagan , announced the Cari-
bbean Basin Initiative (CBI) Grenada exclue
ded from the CBI.

Grenada celebrated the third cnniversary of
the recvolution by the *Third Julion Fed on
Rational Hanoeuvre® in which che PRA, the
Militia, and others practised defemliing of
the island against sea/air borne invasion.

President Ronald Reagan in an address at
Bridgetown ,Barbados, to headsof OFCS declow
rcdk?renada had the *Soviet and Cuban Trade-
mar -

President Reagan declared that the Caribbean
Basin is ‘our-~third border'.

Bishop visited Voscow. There he signed
agreement on economic and military assistance
from the U35R,

At a Plenary meeting of the WM General Corme
ittee Faurice Bishop eriticized for weak
lecadership. Finance Minister Bornard Coard
resioned from the Central Committeg.



IEﬂﬁL_.. syent

2083
13th March

3lst Hay
oth Juno

26th aug.

i3th Ooct,

l4th Oct.
é6th Dec,

16th Oct,

i8th Oot,

19th Oct,
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As a roaction to Presidont Reagan's ncntion of
Grenada in tho 'Star Yars® spocech, PRG's fears of
US invasion werc heighterigd.lt ordorod mobilisae
ti:n and renoved diplomatic action to prevent US
action,

Bishop in en effort to improve rolation with tho US
visited Yashington, D.,Cy, and mot with US National
Security Advisor wlllien P.Clark and Doputy Socrotexy
of 8tate Kenneth W, Dam, Presidont Roagan refused

to meet tho Gronadian PM, .

The IHF approved a g 14,1, million loun for the PRG
desplte opposition from the Beagan Administration,

Membars of the Wi Centrasl Committec discussed
toption' of removing Bishop at mocting chaired by
Bernard Coard,

Prime Hinistor, Hourice Bishop, placed undor arrest
by opponents in the PEG led by the Deputy Prime
Ministor Bornard Coard, and Gonoral Hudson Austin,
Comoander of the PRHA, l}.s.scarea proparation for
military intervention in Gronada.

The Sovict Union desunched a Cosmos 1504 Satellite,
carrying high resolution cameras, Cosmos 1604 passed
over the Lastern Caribbean on gseveral occasions
between 25 October - 2 Hovecaber, The Satallite was
repovered on 06 December 1983,

US Government 0fficial discussed plan for invasion
of Grenada with Barbadian official,

An

/ 11 ship US Navy Task Force (Battle Group CV.G2
and Mediterranean Amphibious Beady Group l.84,
including 22 MAU) left Norfork, Virginie, for
the Mediterransan,

iMaurice Bishop and threc members of his cabinet
killed by the PRA, General Hudson Austin announced
.formation of Hevolutionary iidlitary Council to
govgrn the country, 1sland placed under 24 hour
curicv,

Battlo Group CV.62, and Amphibious RHeady Group
1.84 diverted to Grenada,



Date
19¢th October

20th October

21st October

22nd October
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Event

US Joint Chicfs of ataff gave warning order
to U3 Atlantic Command, for the conduct of
‘none-conrbatant' evacuation operations in
Grenadas

US State Department communicated 1ts concern
about the safety of 800.1000 US citizens on
the island to the new Covernment.

Us National Security Council Inter agency
crisis pre~Planning Group met and decided
that situction in Grenada was serious cnough
to warront immediate consideration by Natioe
nal Security Council’s special situation

groupe.

Battle Group CV 62 {11 ships) orderecd to
cloeo in on Grenadas US 82 Alr Borne
Diviizion gtarted preparation for 'Urgent
Fary'.

Gcnl.Rudson Austin, Chairmcn of Revolutionary
Military Council, invited a delcgation from
Barbados to look into the safety of US and
UK citizense Deloegation included two US
diplomats and a representative of British
High Commissioner.

Pidel Costro sent 8 message € the US Govee
rnment saying 4¢ was ready o cooperate with
the U3 in onsuring the safety of US clitizens.
The US fignored the note and did not acknowe
ledge it till after the invasion.

British Deputy High Comrigsioner in Barbacdos
visited Sir Paul Scoon, the Covermor General
of Grenada, in the Government Houso. The
Governor Genoral made no regquest for invasion
or intervention in this meoting.

The British Covernment ordered HM3 Antrim
to bc diverted to Grenada, as a ‘precautio-

nary measure’ to protect its nationals in
the islend.

The United States Joint Chicfs of staff
issued inastructionsto CINCLANT ¢o be ready

to launch'Urgent Pury' no later than dawn
25 October 1983.
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22nd October

23r@& October

24th October
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Fven

8taff of 82 Alyr Borne Division attended
‘Urgent Fury' planning conference at US
Atlantic Commande

Géneral Fudson Austin sent cable to US
Anbassador in Barbados guaranteeing the
gafoty of all foreigners on the islend.
Parents of the American students at St.

- Georges lMedical School requested President

Reagan not to take any provocative action
in Grenada. In St.George's only ten pore
cent of students expregsed desire to leave.

Four members of . CECS sent a formal invite
ation to US to intervene in Gronada o
restore order and democracy. The invitation
was allegedly drafted in Washington. The
leaders of all the CARICOM atates met in
Trinidad on 22 and 23 October and Qecided
to support sanctions to isolate the RMC, but
ruled out military measures.

Joint Task Porce 120 activated. Commander
Sccond Plcet, Vice Admiral Joscph lMetcalf
111 designated cormander of invasion Force.

U3 arine barracks in Beirut, Lebanon,
attackcd by Lebanese militants, 249 lMarine
killed. lational Security Planning group

met in Washington. President Reagan gave

tho decision to move ahead with 'OP Urgent
Pury'. U3 Imnvasion plan for Crenada expanded
to give berth to US Army elements in the
Task Forcee.

Curfov in Orenada lifted. Normal classes in
5t.George's Medical College resumed.

Jamalca and Baorbados at the bchest of the US
prohibited airlines from flying to Grenada.
U3 accused Grenada of shutting down Pearls
Alrport. A US diplomatic plane landed in
Grenada and took out three Americans. Several
Charter flights left islend with foreign
residents wishing to leave.

Sir Geoffrey Howe, the British Poreign
Gecretary, told the Hougse of Corrons that
foreigners in Grenada were not at risk and
that the RMC had given essurances that thoge
who wished to leave were free to S0 so.



Date
24th October

25¢h October

26th October

11¢€

Event

Similar agsurances were communicated to the

USs The British Poreign Secretary also told
the Houge of Commons that he had 'no reasons
to think that American military intervention
is likely'.

In the cvening White House spokesman, Larry
Speakesa, told reporters in Waahington that
the 1dea that the US would invade Grenada
was ‘preposterous’. At 1800 hours, President
Ronald Reagan affixed his seal on ‘Operation
Urgent Fury'.

At 5.30 AM Grennda was invaded by 22 FAU, 82
Adr Borne Division, 75 Ranger Regiment, Seal
Cormmandns, and others. At 0909 hours Presi-
dent Rcagan announced invasion at a nows
conference.

Pt.Sa8lines ond Peoarls alrport captured. True
Blue ledical School Campus seized. PFort
Preoderick gecurecd. Induction of 82 Alr
Borne Division begane.

The Pontagon issued first communique at 9 P,
1t- 5aid 2 US troops killed in first

hours of fighting, 23 wounded, 3 missing

in action.

Soviet llews Agency Tass described US invasion
as an "act of undisguised banditry and
intcrnational terrorism®.

?rcnch Government agency described the invee
sion as "a surprising action® in relation to
international lawe

US anmounced thot a 80 kilometre military
zone had been established around Grenada, and
that ony sircraft £flying over that gone would
be regarded as enemye.

Defence Searetary Ueinberger told reporters
that the invasion of Grenada was progressing
‘extremely well’s US casualticos announceds
6 killed, © missing, 33 wounded, 600 Cubans
made Pilse Cuba announced end of all resise
tance by Qubans.



Datg '
27th Octobor

28th October
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Event

U.S.5tate Department received the letter
inviting the U.S, to invade Grenada from
the rescued Governor General 5fr Paul
SCcoon.

US casualties announceds 8 dead, eight
missing and thirtynine wounded. Cuban case-
valties estimated about 42. No €igure for
Gronadian casualties relcased.

A batch of 15 reportors bought to Grenada
for brief conducted tour on a US Alir Porce
alrcratt,

Of£ficialUS estimatc of Cuban strength put at
1100, <Cuban were reported to have taken

to the hills to continuec Guerrilla Warfare.
U8 artillery, helicopter Cunships and llaval
aireraft continued to blast *‘objectives’.

In a tolevised address to justify the invee
sion President Reagan said that the Soviet
Union "assisted and encouraged® the recent

violence in Grenada.

U3 ¢troop strength on island put at 6000, US
announced all 'major military objectives'
captured. .

US casunltics announceds 1l dead, 2 missing,
67 wounded.

Soviet Union formally accused US of attacke
ing its Embassy in Grenada on October 26 and
and wounding a staff member.

By vote of 1l=1 (US veto), UH Security Council
voted on a resolution deeply Geploring the

UGS armed intervention in Grenada which it
called “a flagrant violation of international
law and of the independence, sovereignty
and territorial integrity” of Grenada. It
also called for cessation of the intervention
and withdrawal of foreign troopec.

US House Speaker 0'Neill denounced President
Reagon's foreign policy as “gunkoat diplomacy®



Date ——
29th October

30th October

31at October

11¢

Event

82 Air Borne Division begin rellef of Army
Rangers and 22 MAU.

Vice Aédrmiral Metcalf announced that 69
*encmy troops'® had been killed in combate

Pentagon officials reduced estimate of Cubans
on the islend to between 700 and 750 against
the initial estimato of 1,100

Bernard Coard, captured by US Marines.

Sir Paul Sccon on his first radio broadcast
to Grenadians thanked the US soldiers for
the intervention.

In london, Commonwcalth Secretsry General
Shridath mamphal, announced a plan to create
Commonwcalth Security Force (CSF) with troops
belonging to India, Canada, Nigeria, Austro-
lia, and some Caribbean countries. The plen
called for the replacement of US troops by
C3SF.

General Hudson Augtin, leader of Revolutionary
Filitary Council captured.

US Dcputy Asoigtant Secretary of State Richard
Gillespio named as the official US Liaison
Officer to the Interim Government.

82 Alrrornce Diviocion corpleted relief of 22
MAU, 22 MAU divertcd to Carriacou Schools end
Covermment offices reopened.

US Defence Dopartnent acknowledged thet atle
east 12 civilians were killed when e Navy
plane mistakenly bombed a civilian hospital
on October 25th. Renorters visiting the site
sald at least 50 people had been killed.

150 reportors allowed into Grenadae

US armcd forces strength in Grenada touched
the pecak figure of 7335,

US announced § 475,000 as *dicaster relicef
for Grenadat. U.S.Agency for International -
Development (USAID) despatched a disaster
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survey team which began work with U,S,
military disaster survey team to survey
the damagc caused by the war.

8ir Paul Scoon, on instruction €from the
American occupation authorities, sent a note
to the Cuban Embassy in Grenada, caying that
all Cuban diplomatic personnel should leave
the country irmediately. The Cuban refused
Lo comply.

Three hundred US Marines landed in Carriacou,
17 mon deacribed as soldlers detained.

Task force USS America (9 ships) ordered to
begin oxercisc in the Caribbean.

Pentagon confirmed that many US casuanltics
in Grcnada were on account of aoccidents.

Jaraica expelled Soviet diplomats.

Ul General Agserbly called for an immediste
end to the "armed intervention® and the withe
drawal of all foreign troops from Grenadae.
The resolution called US action a "flagrant
violation of international law® 108 countries
voted in favour, © against (OEC3, Jamaica,
Barbados, Israel, El Salvador, and the USA)
and 27 ebstained.

US declarcd hostilities in Grenada had ended.
Air—craft carrier battle group (CV 62) and
Arphibious Asgault Group 1-84 left Granadlan
vaterse

Vice-Admiral Joseph Metcalf US Tagk Porce
Commnander, handcd over command to Maj.Gen.
Edward Trobaugh, Commanding General, 82 Air
Borne Divigion, ond to Brig. Rudyard EC
Lewio Corrender of the CPF.

Pentagon announced US cooualticss 18 killed
end 91 woundede 'Opposition® casualties put
at 59 killed.

57 Cuban wounded including € women, 3 chile

dren and the dead were tronoportced by Intere
national Committee of Red Cross to Havanae.
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7¢h Novesber

gth tiovember

14th lloverber

15th ltovcrber

120

Brent

al

Anthony Rughford, British Constitution/Lawyver,
sent to Gronadn by Corronwealeh Scoretory
Gencral Sonny Remphal to act ao legel ocdvicer
to Gir Pagl 3coon.

eagan
Presldcnt/obécetcd to uge of vord *invasion®
to degsoribo U3 action in Grenedas o onid
it wvos a resoue tnission.

U3 State Department released como acptured
docurments in justi ficotion of the imvacion.
The releane included agrecements CGronadn hed

- concluded with the Sovict Union, lorth Korea

and Cuba for arng.

$ 3.475 nillion ‘cmeorgency dicaptcr aig’
granted to Orcnadae

49 Soviots, 6 Cast CGorrmana, 15 Horeans, 3
Bulgariang and 53 Cubang who hod token rofuge
in tho Soviot mbapoy corpound in Grenada
during tho inveocion were ovcouated to Mosxdeo.

Pregident Reagan hosted o reception for
Arerican Hedieol students ot tho hite Houge.

Sir rau
/ 3eoon reguestced the U3 Government o keep its

treops in Grencda for as long as possziblce.
Cuban P9 evocuation completed.

‘Six' Peul Sonon, namcd nine Gronadisns o on
Mivinory Council, to serve oS en interim
gowerrment until clectiono.

Pidel Cagtro in o caulogy for Cubons killed
by tho U3 troops outlined 19 lics that the
U3 Governrent told with regord €0 1ts cotion
in Crenedas

Inteorim Governmcit of 3ir Poul Ocoon avnointed
anthony Rushford, a British lawyer, Attorney
Gencral in the administrition.

Tho Interim Government of Crencds issued a
Dreventive Detention Ordinance which gove it
ona U3 Torees end tho CPF tho power to
errcot cnd scareh any percons “zoting, or
likely to act in monner céverse €5 publie
aafcty, ordcr or dofence”,



Date

16th November

17¢h Novembor

28th Novenmber

Sth Decenber

10th Decenber
1Sth Decexnder

21lst December

1984
21st January

Bvent

hite House officials announced that US
Combat troops withdrawal £rom Grenada to be
completed by December 23, 1983.

Amnesty Intermational wrote a lotter to the
US Pregsident expressing its concern at the
“eruel, inhuman or degrading trecatment® being
gzven to the Grenadians detained by US

rCeoss

Strength of US troops in Grenada announced
as 2723.

British lawyer Antheny Rushford, Attorney
General in the interim Government resigned
from S3ir Paul Scoon Government after accusing
8ir Paul Scoon of "lacking enthusiasm” for

an  end to the US occupation.

US Combat troops strengthbn island 91S.

US announced that all U3 troops had been

withdrawn fron island crxopt 300 *support
personnel’. Amongst these 300 was the 1

Psychological operations Battalion.

Headquarters US Porces,Grenada, was dissolved
and replaced by U.S. liilitary Support Element,
Grenada (USM3EG), Maj.Gen.Jack Parris, the
Deputy Commander of XVIII Air Lorne Corps

was the last USFG Comrander. Lt.Col.Arthur
Graves was designated commander of USMSEG,

In addition to US troops 320 Jamaicans and
200 OFEC3 troops also continued to stay in
Grenada.

Final casualty tally announceds US 18 killed,
116 woundedy Grenadien 45 killed, 337 woundeds
Cuban 24 killed and 59 wounded.

6000 Grenadiaons in a signed Petition asked
for 'political association' with the U.S.

Sir Eric Gairy, returned to Grenada from the
USA. He gaid if his party Grenada United
Labour Party (GULP) won the elections, it
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would request US military and British naval
presence in Grenada. He also sald that in
internal policy “we were too soft last time.
This time we shall be much tougher on the
communists®. ‘

Mr.Radix inaugurated a new organization in
St.Georges, called the “"Maurice Bishop and
25th October 1983 Marty's Foundation®.

30th January The US Agency for International Development
{USAID) study noted that the length of the
int Salines airport was 9000 feot.
and not 10,000 feet as asserted by Presie-
dent Reagan and that the project was esS=
ential for the development of tourism.

22nd February Leaders of overthrown RMC were charged with
murdering former Prime Minister Maurice
Bishop and others.,

29th March U.S.Department of Defecnce announced that
8,612 medal had been awarded to U.S.military
forces involved in the inmvasion of Grenada.

Sth April A gelcct committee on Foreign Affairs of UK
House of commons issued a report on the
£indings of its inquiry into the military
intervention in Grenada. The report said
that the British Government had reacted passe
ively to the events in Crenada, and that the
Government had not taken any steps to halt
the US invasion.

24th May U.S. signed a military training agreement
with Grenada under its International Military
Education and Training Program.

28th USctober The ailrport at Point Salines was opened to
commercial flights. The airport was named
Point Salines International Alrport inspite
of number of suggestions to have it named
after President Reagan or MrvMaurice Bishop.

The Supervisor of Elcctions, Mr.Roy Chasteaun,
and his assistant, were dismissed after they
alleged that there were irregularities in
the preparations for the polls.



Date
3rd December

4th December

985
7th February
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The New National Party, recently formed by
Mr.Herbert Blaize won 14 of the 15 seats
in a general election in Grenada.

Mr+.Blaize sworn in as Prime Minister. Soon
after being sworn in as the Prime Minister
Mre.Blaize told a rally that he was 'dedice
ating this land to the service of Almighty
God, who sent us the Americans®. The
American President in Washington hailed
Mr.Herbert Blaizeselectoral victory as &n
“achievement of historic importance®,

U.5. announced all foreign troops would be
withdrawn £rom Grenada by end of September
at which time Grenada would have deployed
its own 560 member pelice force. The pull
out of 250 U,S. military personnel and
450 member peace kee ing force from the
Caribbean nations, it said, would begin

in mid-April.
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