show” of dismantling so-called “illegal outposts’ of Isragli
settlersin the West Bank. As expected, radical rabbisissued
religious rulings to the settlers to resist evacuation, and to
the soldiers to refuse orders to move against the settlers. As
expected, violent clashes occurred between soldiers and set-
tlers. Althoughtheriotingwasreal enough, giventhenumbers
of soldiers hurt, the whole exercise proved to be a theater of
the absurd. Military commentator Amir Oren described in
Ha’ aretz how the evacuation plans had been kept secret by
themilitary until they briefed Sharon’ s security cabinet. “ Mi-
nutes—some say seconds—after the presentation was made
to the Prime Minister, Defense Minister, and Public Security
Minister, the beepers went off on the settler leaders belts,
telling them when the operation would begin and which out-
posts would be evacuated. The settlers readied their masses,
resisted the evacuation, and injured dozens of police and sol-
diers.”

According to press reports, Sharon promised to replace
all evacuated outposts with military bases.

While this theater was playing out, settlers throughout
the West Bank launched attacks against Palestinian farmers,
preventing them from harvesting their olivegroves. Although
they killed onefarmer and wounded of many others, noarrests
weremade. Infact, thelsraeli military tried to order the Pales-
tinians not to enter their own olive orchards, because they
were “provoking” attacks.

Commentator Gideon Samet, in Ha' aretz Oct. 23, called
these settlers and their leaders fascists—especially Effie Ei-
tam, whom Sharon recently named Infrastructure Minister.
“Behind their pretensions to a ‘new Zionism' lies that same
mix of messianism, contempt for any considerations of state,
and the legitimization of almost any meansfor the sake of an
illegal end. And they are defended by paliticians with proto-
fascist tendencieswho have never before penetrated theinner
circles of the government in such force. Why fascist? Be-
cause, even by the most dispassionate definition, people like
Eitam fit the specifications of this European concept. The
sanctity of the land, even beyond the boundaries of the state;
the abstract concepts of the significance of the people and the
homeland; and thereadinessto usethenation’ smilitary might
for the sake of all of the above. Israel, according to Eitam, is
not just a pragmatic entity whose goal is to worry about the
welfare of its residents. Itsraison d’ &re, from the Jordan to
the seq, is‘to revea the image of God to theworld . . . to be
the Noah's Ark of the future . . . to reveal God's workings
in history,” and other idiocies that compete with the most
degenerate texts from the height of German and Italian Ro-
manticism.”

Samet warned that “Isragli crypto-fascism, armed with
vague religiosity, tries to bestow upon these land-grab swin-
dles an image of heroism and renewal.” He concludes that
thisisanational threat of “creeping Jewish fascism. . .. The
extremist fundamentalist settler right . . . hasrapidly become
athreat from within no less frightening than the terror from
without.”
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Venezuela: It's
The Economy, ‘Chico’

by Dennis Small

In an Oct. 20 interview with Miguel Angel De Renzis on
Radio El Mundo in Buenos Aires, Argentina, U.S. Presiden-
tial pre-candidate Lyndon LaRouche gave the following an-
swer to aquestion regarding the Oct. 27 Presidential run-off
electionsin Brazil, and the significance of a probable victory
by Luiz Inacio “Luld’ daSilva.

“Well, it doesn't mean much, this Lula business, in a
sense. Thisisalready pre-discounted. That is, it would not be
achangein the system, for him to be elected or not elected,
realy. The present President of Brazil, and others, agreed to
IMF conditionalities. If they keep the promise, that’ ssuicide
for Brazil. So, Lulaisnot theissue, although hedoesrepresent
anissuein other terms. Theissueliesin the handsof theIMF,
at atime that the Europeans—France, Italy, and Germany—
aremoving toward areform of the existing European and also
world financia system. So the question is how these things
are going to cometogether. The economic issue, thefinancial
issue, is going to be the key issue—not the election.”

LaRouche could aswell have been speaking about Vene-
zuela, and the growing political polarization in that country.
On Oct. 10, the opposition to the Hugo Chavez government
held a march in Caracas, which gathered about 1.5 million
people. The huge demonstration demanded that Chavez re-
sign the Presidency by Oct. 16, or face a 12-hour national
strike called for Monday, Oct. 21. Government supporters
responded with a million-person demonstration of their own
on Oct. 13, whichvowed to defend the Jacobin, megal omania-
cal Chavez with all means at their disposal.

Inacountry of 25 million, political demonstrationsof this
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About 1.5 million Venezuelans called for President ChaveZ
resignation Oct. 16, and threatened a national strike on Oct. 21.
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size—over 10% of the entire popul ation took to the streetsin
the course of a single week—indicate a dramatic level of
polarization and radicalization. Back in April of thisyear, the
political confrontation had already reached the point where
an opposition mobilization, with included actions by diverse
military factions, led to the toppling of the Chavez govern-
ment—and itsreinstatement in just over 48 hours. Sincethen,
the political fires in Venezuela have only grown stronger,
shedding great heat but almost zero light. The country isnow
poised at the edge of bloody civil war, with none of the con-
tending forces actually aware of what thereal issues are.
This state of affairsin Venezuelais not surprising, since
itisinfact theintent of the dominant neo-conservative “ Uto-
pian” palitical forcesin Washington, to bring about such po-
larization and confrontation—not only in Venezuela, but in
the entirety of |bero-America, including Brazil—in order to
defend their dying global financial system. Take the case of
theHudson I ngtitute’ sConstantine M enges, along-termintel -
ligence operative in the Washington circuit, who was pre-
viously intheNational Security Council andtheCIA. Menges
has written extensive, grade-Z tracts on the purported danger
of anew “axis of evil” emerging in Ibero-America, an axis
under the influence of the S&o Paulo Forum, and including
the Colombian FARC narco-terrorists, “ Cuba sFidel Castro,
the Chavez regimein Venezuela, and anewly elected radical
President of Brazil, all with linksto Iraqg, Iran, and China.”
Menges, who works closely with the State Department’s
Assistant Secretary for Western Hemisphere Affairs, Otto
Reich, is part of Washington’s Utopian faction of Dick Che-

ney, Donald Rumsfeld, Richard Perle, et a., who aredriving
for aU.S. war against Iraq, in order to unleash ageneralized
Clash of Civilizations across the Middle East and central and
southern Asia. Menges gives a glimpse of the Utopians’ rea
concern when he denounces those who attack “neoliberal”
economic policiesand the“international financial institutions
andinternational borrowing”—read, thelMFandWall Street.
He decries the “anti-market ideology” spreading across |b-
ero-America.

Thus, in Menges one finds attacks against the FARC—
but nowhere amention of thisdrug-running gang’ s meetings
with the president of the New Y ork Stock Exchange, Richard
Grasso. One reads denunciations of the S&o Paulo Forum—
but not of their association with the Anglo-French financier
Teddy Goldsmith and his World Social Forum. One encoun-
terscopiouscondemnations of Hugo Chavez—hbut not aword
about the City of London’s sponsorship of his career, nor of
hisfealty to IMF policiesfor Venezuela

Inthisregard, wetake note of arecent “Open Letter tothe
Brazilian People” issued by Alejandro Pefia Esclusa, now the
head of Fuerza Solidaria, an organization which has been
active among opposition forces in VVenezuela. Based on our
own difficult experience with Pefia and associates over the
years, we consider it advisable to warn readers that he is
neither stable nor reliable, especialy in recent years. His
Menges-like open letter only introduces another dimension
of instability into an already explosive hemispheric situation.

Werefer readersto LaRouche' s remarks cited above. As
they say in Venezuela, “It’ sthe economy, Chico.”

New Rebellion Builds

The chronically unstable political situation in Venezuela
boiled over on Oct. 22, when a group of 14 active-duty
generals and admirals from all four military forces an-
nounced that they wererebelling against the Hugo Chavez
govenment, under theconstitutional right to civil disobedi-
ence against any government which violates the Constitu-
tion. None of the 14 have current troop command—they
had beeninvolved in an earlier unsuccessful ouster of Cha-
vez on April 11 of this year—Dbut they called upon other
military and civilian forcesto join them, announcing they
would set up campinthemain plazaintheAltamirasection
of Caracas until Chavez resigns.

After some hesitation, the civilian opposition leader-
ship—Ilabor, business, and political parties—threw their
support behind the officers, and announced they will use
the Altamira plaza to centralize collection of two million
signatures by Nov. 4, to force areferendum on convoking
new elections. A march is planned for Nov. 4 from the

plaza to the National Electoral Commission, to deliver
the petitions.

Theday prior tothecall to rebellion by the 14 officers,
onOct. 21, a12-hour national strike organized by thecoun-
try’ s trade union and business federations and opposition
political parties, had shut down an estimated 85% of the
country’ s businesses.

So far, the Chavez government has responded with
great trepidation and restraint; it has dismissed the opposi-
tion as insignificant, even “clowns,” but has not moved
either to arrest the officers, or to repress the thousands
gathered inthe plaza. Even moresignificantly, the Chavez
government has leashed in its Bolivarian Circles shock-
troops, whose leadership is pressing to attack the pro-
testors.

Although the Jacobin Chavez regime is increasingly
despised in the country, for its slavish subservience to the
IMF's economic policies and the resulting poverty and
institutional chaos, the opposition remains wedded to
those some economic policies, and has failed to propose
any actual solution to the crisis. —Dennis Small
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