
zuela. Bosch then entered the U.S. illegally in 1988, where he
Ugandawas granted asylum. He was represented by Florida attorney

Raoul Cantero, the grandson of Cuban dictator Fulgencio
Batista; Jeb Bush appointed Cantero to the Florida Supreme
Court in 2002. On July 18, 1990, the senior President George
Bush granted Bosch residency in the United States.42 Is PresidentMuseveni

In November 2000, Posada and three of his colleagues,
including Guillermo Novo, were arrested and imprisoned LosingU.S. Support?
after trying to assassinate Castro once again, this time at the
University of Panama.43 Novo had been convicted along with by Lawrence Freeman
Suárez and Paz for his participation in the Letelier assassina-
tion, but his conviction was overturned on appeal in 1981. He

For almost 20 years, since President Yoweri Museveniand his brother Ignacio then got jobs as “information officers”
for Jorge Más Canosa’s CANF. emerged from “the bush” to take dictatorial control of

Uganda, he has received unwavering support from the princi-According to journalist Ann Louise Bardach, just weeks
before Sept. 11, 2001 both Suárez and Paz, who had also pal Western political and financial institutions centered in the

United States and the United Kingdom. At a June 2 forum inbeen convicted for the Letelier-Moffitt assassination in
Washington, D.C., were released from prison by Attorney Washington, D.C., entitled, “Uganda: An African ‘Success’

Past Its Prime,” two speakers not representing any policyGeneral John Ashcroft, at the intercession of Jeb Bush.44 In
September 2004, Posada and his three co-conspirators were institution, presented detailed criticisms of the Museveni re-

gime, for the first time in a significant public forum outsidesuddenly pardoned in Panama, only four months after they
were convicted and sentenced to 8-9 years in jail. The pardon of those organized by the LaRouche movement. Although it

is not yet known for certain, if this portends a major policywas reportedly negotiated in Miami by Ruby Moscoso,
sister of then-Panamanian President Mireya Moscoso.45 Po- reorientation, at the very least it shows signs of a reversal of

a decade’s long “love affair” with Museveni.sada’s co-conspirators, all of whom are U.S. citizens, re-
turned to their homes in Miami just prior to the November The surfacing of this “critique” caused quite a stir among
2004 elections.46

Since Orlando Bosch had been granted residency by the
senior George Bush, both Suárez and Paz were released from
prison thanks to Jeb Bush, and Guillermo Novo had also been
allowed to return to Florida, Posada clearly thought that the
Bushes would now come to his rescue as well. All of the
terrorist actions which occurred in 1976, took place while
George H.W. Bush was head of the CIA. Posada Carriles’s
deployment to El Salvador occurred when Vice President
George H.W. Bush was responsible for directing the Contra
resupply effort.

Dick Cheney and George W. Bush are clearly in a bind.
They either extradite Luis Posada Carriles to Venezuela, and
risk that he will reveal the secrets of four decades of involve-
ment of Bush family assets in the organization of a fascist
international, or they protect him and stand exposed before
the world as protectors of an international terrorist apparatus.
Either way, the case of Luis Posada Carriles is the thread,
which if pulled, can expose the Bush War on Terrorism as the
fraud it has always been.

42. “The Bush Dynasty and the Cuban Criminals,” The Guardian, Dec.
2, 2002.

43. www.spartacus.schoolnet.co.uk/JFKposada.htm.

44. Bardach interview, op. cit., footnote 37. She interviewed Posada in 1998
for the New York Times.

45. Granma, April 7, 2005, cited on Afrocubaweb.com.

46. The Miami Herald, Sept. 4, 2004.
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the overflow audience of several hundred Africa
watchers, representatives from leading Washington,
D.C.-based think-tanks, and numerous former U.S.
ambassadors to Africa. Throughout most of the last
decade, Museveni, together with Rwandan Presi-
dent Paul Kagame, were touted by the West as the
new “Renaissance Leaders” of Africa. Of course,
nothing could be further from the truth, or more of a
misuse of the term Renaissance. Both have proven
themselves to be dictators in their own nations, and
have been complicit in the economic genocide of the
Democratic Republic of the Congo (D.R.C.) since
1998, when they began looting and tearing the frag-
ile D.R.C. asunder, with impunity. Museveni, who
was treated as the special darling of the West, was
to be used as a “Marcher Lord” to divide and destroy
other African nations throughout the Eastern and EIRNS/Stuart Lewis

Central regions of Africa. John Garang’s 22-year- Do the detailed criticisms of Uganda President Yoweri Museveni, which
long campaign to dismember Sudan in a “religious- were made in a significant public forum in Washington, D.C., portend a

policy shift by the principal western political and financial institutionsethnic” civil war, would not have been possible with-
centered in the United States and the United Kingdom, which have alwaysout support from Museveni.
backed him?

The Charges Against Museveni
Most of the charges presented against Museveni

have been provided to readers of EIR in numerous articles massacres that occurred in Rwanda in 1994, what most people
choose to overlook, is that Museveni and Kagame preparedover many years. These include “grand corruption” by Muse-

veni and his family, the failure of the economy in recent years, the groundwork for those 800,000 deaths. In October 1990,
Kagame, then a member of the Ugandan Army, invadedhis failure to deal with the Lord’s Resistance Army in the

North, and Uganda’s stealing of gold and diamonds from the Rwanda with support from Uganda’s military, instigating a
series of events, which led to the killing of 40,000 RwandanD.R.C. The two immediate points of contention given for re-

examinations of whether to continue to support Museveni’s Hutus in February 1993, and 14 months later, the “Rwanda
genocide.”rule are: 1) his resistance to a transition to a real multi-party

political system, instead of his one-party rule from 1986- It is commonly known by Africans that Museveni en-
joyed the benefits of a double standard concerning the distri-2005, and 2) his attempt to overturn key amendments of the

Ugandan constitution—which limit the President to only two bution of aid, debt relief, and investment for Uganda, as
well as unique public support from world leaders. Whileterms—in order to continue his dictatorial, one-party rule past

the March 2006 Presidential elections. other African nations were chastised, and discriminated
against for not living up to the democratic ideals set by theMuseveni took power with his National Resistance Army

(NRA) in Uganda in 1986, after waging five years of guerrilla West, and for not practicing “good governance,” Museveni
was rewarded, even while he maintained iron-clad controlwar. Later, he transformed the NRA into the National Resis-

tance Movement, which functions today as the only political of the country through his one-party system. It is hardly
a secret that Museveni’s strongman rule has been tacitlyinstitution allowed to carry out political activities inside

Uganda. Under Museveni’s “movement”/political system, all supported by Washington, which is why this first public
critical review of his action raises interesting questions thatother political parties are banned. They cannot hold meetings,

rallies, or any other activity that challenges his movement. have yet to be answered.
The obvious questions to ask are, now that Museveni’s

Uganda is no longer being labelled the unique success storySpecial Treatment for Museveni
The first foreigner to visit Museveni after he took power in Africa, what will Washington’s policy be? This question

was asked at the forum, but no one could answer it. Joelwas Britain’s Lynda Chalker, former Minister of Overseas
Development (known as the British Colonial Office), who Barkan, one of the speakers, accused the State Department of

being in denial. “State won’t face it,” he said. The other obvi-remained his strong ally, and called him one of her favorite
African leaders. That is why he was able to brag to the press, ous question, which was not asked, is, since the information

in these revelations has been known for years, why is it“My version of democracy has the full backing of the British
and U.S. governments.” While everyone is familiar with the brought up now?
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