
/ 
1 

Reagan's Foreign Policy 
By Michael Letwin 

The idea that Jimmy Carter's 
foreign policy was concerned with 
human rights is a myth. By the end of 
his administration, Carter has 
demonstrated his support for the Shah 
of Iran and propped up the bloody junta 
in El Salvador, to name just a couple of 
examples. 

The Reagan administration, 
however, has dropped any pretense 
that it will attempt to pursue a foreign 
policy which even mouths the rhetoric 
of "human rights." Secretary of State 
Haig, UN Ambassador Jeane 
Kirkpatrick and Asst. Sec'y of State for 
Human Rights Ernest Lefever speak 
openly .about the need to support 
"moderate autocrats" as long as they 
are friendly to U.S. government and 
business interests. In short, the new 
administration is taking the Carter 
policy in Iran and El Salvador, and 
pushing it even further in an all-out at 
tempt to orchestrate a real fife version 
of The Empire Strikes Back. 

This approach can be seen in every 
major area of the world: 

1. Latin America ·· El Salvador is 
just the beginning. The U.S. has invited 
Chile's notorious junta to participate 
once again in joint naval exercises, has 
met with Argentina's incoming 
dicatator, Gen. Viola and offered him 
arms, has increased cooperation with 
Brazil's ruling junta, and is building up 
the military regimes of Guatamala and 
Hondyras for use in El Salvador and 
against revolutions in their own coun· 
tries. At the same time, the U.S. has 
ended all aid to Nicaraguan govern· 
ment for its alleged support of the El 
Salvador revolution. · 

The U.S. has also declared the 
Carribean fair game. It is vigorously backing 
the right-wing regimes in Haiti and Jamaica 
and has said it will "rule out nothing" in its 
campaign against Cuba. 

2. The Middle East and West Asia 
··Reagan is continuing Carter's in· 
itiatives in this huge region of "in· 
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-stability": the establishment of 
numerous military bases, a permanent 
fleet in the Indian Ocean, support for 
Israel, Egypt and Saudi a Arabia as out
posts of US power, and the denial of 
national self-determination to the 
Palestinians. The administration has 
also raised the possibility of stationing 
U.S. troops in the Sinai, supposedly to 
maintain peace between Egypt and 
Israel. 

In West Asia, the U.S. is proposing 
the delivery of hundreds of millions of 
dollars worth of arms to the dicatator· 
ship of Gen. Zia in Pakistan, and the 
supplying of weapons to anti-Russian 
Afghans. As in the Carter administra· 
tion, Reagan regards Iranians as "bar· 
barians," though his immediate plans 
for counterrevolution there are 
unknown. 

·3. Southern Africa -The Carter ad· 
ministration, for a time, using the face 
of Andrew Young, attempted to curry 
favor with Black ruling classes 
throughout Africa and to head off 
revolution in South Africa by taking a 
hard-line verbal stance against white 
racist rule in South Africa and by trying 
to defuse "crises" in places like Zim· 
babwe in Namibia in a way that would 
maintain maximum U.S. economic and 
political control. 

The Reagan administration seems 
to have abandoned that approach. 
Although it has agreed to provide $225 
million in aid to Zimbabwe over the 
next years, its major emphasis is on 
openly supporting the white racist 
regime in South Africa in the name of 
protecting "Western interests" and a 
valuable ally. One indication of this 
policy is the recent meeting between 
South African military officers and 
representatives of the Defense In· 
telligence Agency and National Securi· 
ty Agency, and US ambassador to the 
UN Kirkpatrick, despite the fact that 
the racist officers were in the U.S. il· 
legally. South Africa's white rulers 
have taken the hint in launching large
scale military attacks on Angola, 
Mozambique and Botswana. 

In addition, the U.S. h•s withdrawn 
Jts already meager food assistance to 
Mozambique and is threatening to sup
oly arms to the pro-South African 
guerillas of UNIT A in Angola. 

4. E. As/a - the first thing fhe new 
administration did upon taking office 
was publicly meet with Gen Chun, the 
new dictator of South Korea. From 

there, It has attempted to cement its 
other alliances in the region. It has 
pushed Japan to increase Its military 
spending and to "voluntarily" limit ex· 
port of cars to the U.S .. General Ford 
recently travelled to Peking to sooth 
the Chinese party leadership over 
earlier Reagan comments in favor of 
Taiwan, and to resume the Carter-led 
momentum towards alliance. Reagan's 
overtures towards China seem to have 
paid off, since a recent Chinese state· 
ment endorsed Reagan's military aid to 
tile junta in El Salvador In the name of 
fighting alleged "Soviet Interference" 
(Boston Globe 3·16-81). 

5. Europe · Uke the Carter administra· 
tion, Reagan's major thrust in W. Europe is 
to pressure other NATO members to ac· 
cept the stationing of a new generation of 
nuclear weapons, on its soil, to provide 
troops tor intervention in the third world. 
and to raise their own level of military spen· 
ding, both of which are facing growing 
mass opposition in Europe. Though Reagan 
is making threatening noises about the 
possible significant Russian invasion of 
Poland, he has no intention of intervening 
mHitarily there, out of respect for the 1945 
carve-up of Europe between Stalin, Chur
chill, and Roosevelt into clearly defined em
oires. 

What Reagan has made clear is his 
polcy of increased confrontation with 
Russia reflected by an txlfestrained etms 
race in which the U.S. plans to spend over 
.Ji trlion in the next five ye81'S alone. 

Conclusion - · Though, like the 
Carter administration, Reagan is fin· 
ding Russian imperialism under every 
bed, Russian involvement in the hot 
spots Iran, Southern Africa and Central 
America, Is dubious. The Russian rul
ing class, whatever its desires, seems 
to have its hands full in its own empire 
-In Afghanistan and Poland. 

The real rear of the Reagan ad· 
ministration is of popular revolutionary 
nationalist movements in places like El 
Salvador which have picked up 
dramatically after the U.S. defeats In 
Vietnam, Angola, Iran and Nicaragua. 
It is for use against such revolutions 
that the Rapid Deployment force is 
c:t.signed.' 

Beyond these nationalistic revolutions 
lies the possibUity that workers, responding 
to growing economic and political crises, 
especially in the heart of advanced 
capitalist countries (in both Western and 
Eastem bloc) will follow the example of 
their Polish brothers and sisters in pursuing 
genuinely socialistic revolutions based on 
democratic working-class control of socie· 
ty. 

Especially 1n a world of increasing 
economic crisis and competition, the U.S. 
government will be increasingly driven to 
prevent such challenges from succeeding. 
Given this situation, we need to be 
prepared to· oppose- U.S. interventions 
wherever they appear. 


