nomic interests, while satisfying U.S. security
needs?”’ He then proceeded to focus most of his
attention on Mexico’s ‘‘population explosion’’ and the
‘“‘illegal immigration’’ into the United States. Grayson
proposed a two-part strategy: ‘‘Closing the border
escape valve” and forcing Mexico to adopt ‘‘labor
intensive agricultural projects.”” In a more recent
article written for the Washington Post, Grayson
argued emphatically against losing sight of these
primary objectives by placing too much emphasis on
Mexico’s oil:
This country should not exchange dependence on
the Saudis for dependence on Mexico. Such a step
could hamper an assertive border policy that will
soon be necessary lest the current flood of illegal
immigrants becomes a tidal wave. Increased pur-
chases of oil and gas from our southern neighbor
should be coordinated with a determined effort on
their part to create jobs.

Kennedy'’s ‘‘soft line’’

The forces around Senator Edward Kennedy fully
agree with this general policy outlook, although they
have tried to couch their proposals in ‘‘softer’’ terms
in an effort to maintain their ‘‘liberal’” profile and
portray themselves as ‘‘friends of Mexico.”’ Kennedy
and spokesmen for the Zionist Lobby (such as New
Republic magazine) have focused most of their
attention on the vastness of Mexican oil reserves and
on how they could be used to bust OPEC. While
Kennedy is expected to implement the Carter
program to stem the flow of illegal aliens into the U.S.
when he assumes chairmanship of the Senate Sub-
committee on Immigration next year, he has so far
downplayed that issue.

However, as the interview with a top Kennedy aide
working on Mexico (which accompanies this article)
makes clear, Kennedy favors exactly the same labor-
intensive, anti-industrialization policies explicitly out-
lined by Grayson.

Kennedy himself, in an op-ed last week in the
Washington Post proposed such an approach by
endorsing a plan by the World Bank — the main pro-
ponent of intensive labor projects in the Third World
— for establishing a revolving fund to finance oil
exploration in non-OPEC countries.

But while Kennedy and his Zionist Lobby allies
would like to see Mexico’s oil used to bust OPEC — a
strategy which Mexico has repeatedly rejected — that
does not mean that they favor an increase in overall
energy production in the U.S. Although the Kennedy
forces now piously criticize Schlesinger for clumsily
mishandling the gas negotiations last year, they
remain fully commited to Schlesinger’s zero-growth
energy supply views. Almost every pronouncement
generated from Kennedy’s office over the past few
months has included embarrassed disclaimers that
the astonishing Mexican oil finds ‘‘do not reduce the
need for strict conservation policies in the U.S.”’

— Pablo Silva
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Washington Star endorses
Mexican oil plans

The following quotes are taken from the Nov. 20 lead
editorial of the Washington Star, titled ‘“Mexico’s big-
time oil.”’ Despite a mildly anti-OPEC tone to certain
sections of the editorial, the selections presented
below document one of the few cases of American
spokesmen seriously arguing for the necessity of
joining with Mexico’s ambitious industrialization
plans, instead of sabotaging them.

Mexico has given much official confirmation in
recent days to reports of oil finds that would place it in
the big league of the world’s producers. In fact, our
neighbors to the south could be sitting on the greatest
of all petroleum reserves, surpassing even Saudi
Arabia’s...

There are intriguing implications in all this, for
Mexico, the United States and the rest of the world.

Mexico has the opportunity — and President Lopez
Portillo sounds ready to seize it — to use its oil wealth
for the most serious effort yet to bring its economy
into the 20th (and the 21st) Century. It will take years,
of course, to build up actual oil production and facili-
ties for using and shipping great new quantities. But
instead of just spawning a hopelessly growing and
massively unemployed population, Mexico could use
oil earnings to finance large-scale development of its
industrial potential and a prosperous life for its
people. The President puts the possibilities this way:
‘““We have before us 20 or 30 years to organize our
country in such a way that we will enter the next
century as a society with full employment. We can
have this, or national failure — this, or the humiliating
condemnation of seeing a nation of illegal workers.”’

This is an exciting prospect for underemployed
Mexico — and for the United States, which has been
used to regarding its southerly border as the bother-
some source of illegal immigration by job-hungry
people. Is it possible that the flow will be dried up
some year soon by the labor demands of a booming
Mexican economy? Or that some new fences might be
needed on the other side of the Rio Grande?...

The United States undoubtedly will be a close colla-
borator in Mexico’s economic development plans, and
the countries provide natural and growing markets for
each other. A more equal economic relationship will
make for less strained friendship between the North
American neighbors...

Mexico’s augmented oil wealth — bolstering the
planet’s exhaustible supplies — is good news for
everyone.
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